A CLOSER LOOK:

PRESIDENT ARISTIDE’S DEPARTURE FROM HAITI
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I. Introduction


On the night of Sunday, February 29th, 2004, U.S. troops invaded Haiti for the second time in 10 years.  Jean-Paul Aristide, the first democratically elected president of Haiti, had just resigned and departed Haiti aboard an American aircraft.  Aristide resigned from pressures exerted by the U.S. and armed rebellions in Haiti.  Aristide’s resignation came only nine years after the U.S. military helped him regain power after a military coup.  Boniface Alexandre, the chief justice of Haiti’s highest court, was sworn in as the interim president when Aristide resigned.  Recently, Haiti had been taken by a wave of terror and [image: image1.jpg]


violence that threatened to increase as time went on.  


Ironically, Aristide’s resignation was to curtail the violence that seemed to be snowballing in Haiti.  In his letter of resignation, Aristide wrote, “My resignation will avoid bloodshed…Life for everyone; death for no one.”  However, the country’s reaction was by no means life-saving.  Shortly after the [image: image3.jpg]


news of Aristide’s resignation was released, Port-au-Prince was barraged with looting, killing and shooting, leaving the city with many dead bodies and a cloud cover of smoke.  Haitians raided banks, shot at journalists, set fires, and hurled rocks.


Aristide’s government had always existed in a state of crisis.  One of the worst events came when rebels took over Gonaives, Haiti’s fourth largest city.  Soon afterwards, they controlled nearly half of the country and threatened to take over Port-au Prince, the capital.


Aristide’s political career had been equally rocky.  A former parish priest, Aristide began his time in office in 1991.  A few months later, he was overthrown by a military coup, but was able to regain power in 1994 with U.S. assistance.  In 2000, Aristide was re-elected for a second term to finish in 2006 but cut short by his resignation in 2004.   However the United States played a powerful covert role in Aristide’s rollercoaster political career.  While the United States claims to inaugurate democratic principles worldwide, evidence from U.S. interaction with Haiti has shown otherwise.


Over the years, Haiti has endured continued oppression, including its slavery under the French forces who were aided by foreign powerhouses such as the United States.  While Haiti worked to create a democratic system, the U.S. only undermined this task by pushing out Haiti’s first-ever democratically elected president.  With no clear motives and the negative effect on Haiti, the U.S should stay out of Haiti and allow Aristide to return to office.

II. Background on Haiti
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The current instability in Haiti stems from the centuries of struggling with colonial powers.  In 1867, the Spanish colonial period was replaced by a brutal French colonial period. The French established Haiti as a colony to grow sugar using slave labor. The French Revolution which commenced in Paris in 1789 deeply influenced the eventual Haitian Revolution of 1791-1803.   Leading the 12 year long slave labor rebellion, Toussaint L'Ouverture, a national hero in Haiti, helped end French oppression. On January 1, 1804, Haiti made history by becoming the first independent black republic. Yet, freedom came at a price.  The large colonial powers did not want other colonies be inspired by Haiti’s story and hence did everything they could to make Haiti pay.   They could not let “freedom-seekers” of the New World use Haiti as a rallying point in their quest. 

France, backed by the US, later ordered Haiti to pay 150 million francs in gold as reparations to compensate former plantation and slave owners as well as for the costs of the war in return for international recognition, close to 17-18 billion dollars by today’s standards. By the end of the 19th century, 80% of Haiti's national budget was going to pay off the loan and its interest, and the country became nothing but a debtor nation - where it remains today.  Therefore, any prospect of planting a stable political future was boggled down by economic impovershment and military siege.  But in 1915, fearing that their instablilty would compromise the US’s interests, the United States invaded and occupied Haiti until 1934.  
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Between 1849 and 1913, the US Navy entered Haitian waters 24 times to "protect American lives and property.”   The US invasion of 1915 brought back cheap labor, conditions similar to that of slavery to Haiti.  They went even as far as imposing a US-designed constitution giving US corporations free rein in the country.  After ruling for 19 years the US withdrew leaving its wealth in the safe hands of the murderous National Guard it had created.   In November 1935, Major General Smedley D. Butler explained the logic of intervention:

And during that period I spent most of my time being a high-class muscle man for Big Business, for Wall Street, and for the bankers. In short, I was a racketeer for capitalism.  I helped make Haiti and Cuba a decent place for the National City boys to collect revenues in. 10

However, the U.S. intentions were crystal clear to the Haitian residents.  From the very beginning, the United States continually meddled in Haiti’s affairs.  Keeping Haiti economically unstable served two purposes: the United States could collect easy money through sweat shops, and, more importantly, Haiti became dependent on the US.  

On September 22, 1957, Francois Duvalier, otherwise known as Papa Doc, declared himself president for life. Duvalier, known for his brutal hold over the Haitian population, hired violent thugs to quell all opposition to his rule. He was supported by the United States due to his anti-communist stance in a time when fear of the Domino Theory was a driving force in U.S. foreign policy. When Duvalier died in 1971, the dictatorship was passed on to his 19 year old son, Jean-Claude Duvalier, also known as Baby Doc. 
            In 1983, a popular revolt sent the country into even more instability under Jean -Claude Duvalier . The Reagan administration in Washington was starting to fear that the instability so close to the Florida border would cause many problems in the future, so they had to withdraw their support for Duvalier.  Then a few years later, Duvalier was pressured into exile and even escorted out of the country in a U.S. Air Force jet.
             Finally in 1990, in the country's first-held elections, a poor Roman Catholic priest, Jean-Bertrand Aristide managed to win, despite being at odds with the country's military and economic elite.  As Erich Marquardt notes, “Aristide came to power preaching views completely at odds with the country's economic leaders and the political leaders of neighboring powers such as the United States.”  The following is a sample of Aristide’s writing:
Haitian workers earn the lowest wages in the hemisphere. We are encouraged to exploit and maintain this so-called advantage to attract foreign companies to come. Because our economy is weak, we depend on loans and aid from foreign countries to support our national budget. This makes us extremely vulnerable to pressure from international institutions that control the money.

8

Because of his stance, the large group of poor Haitians voted him into power, with 67 percent of the vote.  However, Aristide became terribly unpopular with the country's economic leaders, in addition to aggravating many influential members of the military establishment.

Unfortunately, in less than a year, Aristide was overthrown in a military coup by Haiti’s economic and military elite.   Aristide fled to the United States, leaving Haiti in civil violence with the new elite killing everyone who opposed them.   For the next three years, Haiti's new leaders wreaked havoc upon its citizens, forcing many Haitians to flee the country as refugees.  And, of course, with the US borders being so close, the develoment of refugees turned into a major problem for the United States.

The refugee problem was all over the news, and before long, the US was forced to help Aristide regain power in 1994.  However, with the chaos that had proliferated during Aristide’s absence, he had quite a challenge ahead of him to effectively rebuild his country.  

III. History of Violence

However, immediately following the coup in 1991, the newly-empowered paramilitary group consisting of former soldiers from the disbanded Haitian army ruled the country for the following three years.  This group works under the politicians that strongly oppose Haiti’s government.  The rebels, who safely resided in the Dominican Republic, freely passed across the border from time to time.  For years, the military group  raided Haiti, including the presidential palace in 2001, the hydroelectric dam in 2003, but recently has been “overwhelming understaffed, under-equipped and ill-trained members of the national police force.”  The rebels burned down police stations, released prisoners, and killed supporters of the elected government.

6


The US invasion of Haiti in September 1994 elicited unusual political reactions.  Even though US leftists were usually prime opponents of US intervention, they endorsed the invasion of Haiti.  Similarly ironic, conservatives strongly opposed the US intervention.  Learning its lesson from the disastrous Somalia intervention, it was not keen on trying to replace the leftist administration of Aristide, to which it was already overtly hostile.

5


Priest Jean-Betrand Aristide became Haiti’s first democratically elected president in December, 1990.  Overthrown by a military coup in September 1991, Arisitide was brought back to power largely due to US influence.  Although the US supported a different candidate than Aristide in the 1990 Haiti elections, it opposed the dictatorship established by the military coup.  Three years following their rise to power, the coup leaders did not surrender any power, leaving the US with no choice but to use force to push them out.  The US leftist pro-intervention side officially used this stance to back the embargo and to organize negotiations to return to Aristide to his throne.
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However, Dangerous Crossroads, a collection of essays by academics, journalists, and activists, provides alternative information about the military coup, US involvement, and the invasion.  A few days before the coup leaders yielded power over to the US, President Clinton stated, “Cedras and his armed thugs have conducted a reign of terror, executing children, raping women, killing priests,” a drastic change from his earlier claim that human rights abuses were overly exaggerated and people refugees fleeing Haiti were only doing so because of economic reasons.  However, according to Dangerous Crossroads, Cedras and his men were employed and trained by the US government and US intelligence informants.  Soon after the 1994 invasion, FRAPH, the death squad responsible for committing many of the atrocities during the coup, surfaced as correspondent to the US Defense Intelligence Agency.

5

This information does not appear to be consistent with the US support for the embargo against Cuba; however, per Dangerous Crossroads, the embargo sanctions were rarely enforced and many countries, including the US, continued to trade with Haiti.


5

There are two coups currently underway in Haiti—an armed rebellion mounted by the thugs of previous Haitian dictatorships, and an attempt on the part of the Democratic Platform to pave the way for the direct intervention of Washington and Paris by making the country ungovernable.

As many suspect, the Bush administration whose personnel has a long bloody record of supporting political terror in the Central American and Caribbean, from the Nicaraguan contras to the death squads of Guatemala and El Salvador.  It is no surprise that the rebels and the opposition have ties to the US administration. 8

Like the so-called opposition to the Chavez government of Venezuela, Haiti's opposition represents only a small minority (8 percent of the population). They all knew that there was no chance of them winning in a legtimate democratic election, so they turned to violence and force cause a political crisis that would hopefully break down the government.  They did this manily by using their international business connections.  Their biggest connection was with  the corporate media where they were able to portray the opposition as the true champion of democracy in Haiti. 

Both the rebels and the so-called “non-violent” opposition have intimate and longstanding ties to the Republican Party establishment. The Republicans, under Bush Senior, backed the 1991 military coup that toppled Aristide’s first government, opposed his restoration to power in 1994 by the Clinton administration, and has continued to protest against Aristide.

8 

Rebel leader and former Haitian army officer Guy Philippe received special training from the US military in Ecuador during the Cédras dictatorship, then was given a string of senior posts in the national police force established under the sponsorship of the US and Canada, giving further evidence that the U.S has helped the Haiti opposition continuously.  

8,9
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Philippe’s fellow rebel leader, Jodel Chamberlain, was the second in command of FRAPH, the death squad of the Cédras regime. His boss Emmanuel (“Toto”) Constant was on the CIA payroll. It was interesting that the FRAPH’s relations to Washington’s were so sensitive considering the first thing the US military did when they entered Haiti to restore Artisisde to power in 1994 was seize the FRAPH files and ship them to the US.  

8,9

The Democratic Platform was organized with help from the International Republican Institute and has been sustained by the encouragement given it by the Bush administration.  It is becoming quite obvious that the rebels and the “non-violent’ opposition are working together.

9

André Apaid, the sweatshop owner and US citizen, who is the opposition’s principal spokesman has been among the most insistent that there are no ties between the rebels and the so-called political opposition. Yet he openly defends the rebels using their weapons till Aristide is chased from office, for “otherwise they would be slaughtered.”

In a rather conspicuous appeal to the rebels and other extreme right-wing elements, Apaid champions the reconstitution of the Haitian army, claiming such a force would be good to instill “discipline” among the youth. 

9


Many would ask why would the US reinstall Haiti after demolishing his supporters and assisting the coup leaders? History shows that Haiti has been dominated by three ruling class factions.  The first, the oligarchy, composed of the coup leaders, politically dominated Haiti before and after the Duvalier dictatorship.  They gained their wealth through state funds from taxation of peasant farmers, a large portion of the population.  The second faction, the traditional bourgeoisie, mainly engaged in trade.  Resentful of the increasing US capitalism influence on Haitian economy, they still supported democracy in order to relax the oligarchy’s hold on state power.  The last faction was that of the progressive church-responsible for the birth of Aristide.  The progressive church partly made up the “popular movements” in addition to peasant organizations, neighborhood committees, and some unions.  Aristide used these movements to gain support in the 1990 elections.  He made an alliance with the democratic bourgeoisie, called the Lavalas movement.

5

The US used its influence to force Aristide to give way.  The plan was for Aristide to regain power, accept a new prime minister, the most powerful person under Haitian constitution, and then be ousted not within a matter of time.  Although Aristide originally refused this “offer,” he could not turn it down once the US threatened to back away from returning him to power and after the US supposedly began a campaign denouncing the human rights abuses allegedly committed by the Aristide regime.  In the end, Aristide returned to power after appointing a new prime minister and cabinet dedicated to establishing “neo-liberal economic policies prescribed by the US and the IMF.”  This “return to democracy” is far from being democratic in any way.  

5

V. Is the United States a Hypocrite?

Based on its actions, the United States appears to be hypocritical.  While publicly proclaiming “democracy,” the US at the same time provides covert aid to some of the most violent anti-democratic forces.  For instance, US Secretary of State Colin Powell asserted, “We will insist that Aristide stops violence, restores order and respects human rights.” However, at the same time, according to Z net Africa, the “U.S.-led embargo” keeps tear gas supply away from Haitian police.  This only leaves the Haitian police with two options: killing those who are violently raiding towns or leaving them alone and failing to restore peace.  This is quite apparent that this type of killing violates the U.S. ideals of “human rights.” 

3
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Another individual implicated in the violence at Gonaives was Andy Apaid, a notorious sweat shop owner in the area.  With Evans Paul, he led the anti-Aristide demonstrations in Port-au Prince, Haiti’s capital.  In 2003, Apaid was able to block Aristide’s attempt to raise the minimum wage from $1.60 per day, an amount lower than the 1995 minimum wage.  By endorsing the overthrow of Aristide by sweat shop owners, the U.S. is clearly not inaugurating democratic principles in Haiti as it claims.  Also, by endorsing the wishes of sweat shop owners, the U.S. is endorsing social injustice, labor abuse and poverty and discrimination.  This conflicting information not only makes the United States look like a hypocrite, but also shows that the U.S. simply wants a government administration change since Haiti is not under control.  The U.S. wants the same thing for Iraq, Cuba and Venezuela.

3,4


In recent news, the U.S. has been accused of backing an imminent Colombian invasion of Venezuela.  On April 13th, 2004, Colombian Senator Enrique Gomez Hurtado approved a resolution that condemns the dictatorial leadership of Hugo Chavez in Venezuela.  Article 21 of this “resolution” states: “In the event of an unconstitutional alteration of the constitutional regime that seriously impairs the democratic order in a member state, any member state of the Secretary General may request the immediate convocation of the Permanent Council to undertake a collective assessment of the situation and to take such decisions as it deems appropriate.”

1,2


Some have interpreted these “decisions” to be military intervention by the Organization of American States (OAS), including the U.S.  However,  the motivation motivation behind Colombia’s senate decision is still questionable.  Some look towards the program Plan Colombia.  Even some Latin America history books, including ones by Houghton Mifflin, state that Plan Colombia is not about the anti-drug policy, but instead fastening the oil supply that had been under attack by guerillas.  Plan Colombia has not accomplished much other than the slaughter of thousands of innocent people by paramilitary death squads to regain control of guerilla-taken areas, and many multimillion dollar contracts to US companies.  Perhaps part of this plan is to somehow oust the Chavez leadership out of power and install a puppet government that would allowed the U.S. easy access to Venezuelan petroleum resources, since Venezuela provides nearly fifteen percent of US oil imports. 

1,2
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In the past, Chavez vowed to wage a 100-year ward on the U.S if the government were to decide to invade Venezuela.  With regard to a possible U.S. invasion, he also stated, “U.S. citizens could forget about ever getting Venezuelan oil.”  The U.S. import situation from Venezuela is already unstable due to Chavez’s friendship with Cuba leader Fidel Castro, his opposition to the war in 

Iraq, and his dislike of the U.S.-inspired negotiations for a free trade zone in the Americas.

1


Thus as Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, another leftist who has accused the US of backing coup plotters against him, watched US agents whisk Aristide off to Africa, he warned the US, “to get its hands off Venezuela.”  At the National Electoral Council’s  headquarters, pro-Chavez demonstrators had banners that said “CIA out of Venezuela.”  They all accuse the US of plotting to remove Chavez in any way necessary to get Venezuela’s cheap oil.   Surprisingly similar to the situation in Haiti, the US wanted a government that would kneel down before them, so that they could take what they wanted, whether it be cheap oil or cheap labor.  It is all the same to the US.  They are there to support democracy, but only if it also protects its interests.


Robert Fatton, a Haitian-American professor of politics at the University of Virgina, sums it up when he says, “Washington has reformed from the days when it supported vicious Latin American dictatorships, but it has not embraced democracy unreservedly.  There have been changes in support for democracy, but they have to be democracies that the US likes.”  Unfortunately Haiti is too big of an economic investment for the US to let go of them too easily.  Over and over again, the White House had damaged its image in Latin America.  It had its chance to support democracy in Venezuela, but it gave up that chance too quickly.  

12

VI. Reporting a Different Story
It is clear that the US has at least been passively involved in the overthrow of the Aristide government in order to protect their economic interests, but there has been evidence that the US has participated actively in the resignation of Aristide.  

A report by DemocracyNow! gives us an interview with Congresswoman Maxine Walters who was contacted by Aristide at 9am EST.  She says that Aristide feels he is a captive, he has been abducted, and the US has completed the coup of his government. After speaking to Aristide, herself, Congressman Waters recommends that: 

First of all I think the people in this country should be outraged that our government led a coup de’tat against a democratically elected President. They should call, write. Fax with their outrage, not only to the State Dept. but to all of their elected officials and to the press. We have to keep the information flying in the air so people will get it and understand what is taking place. 

She later went on to describe her conversation with President Aristide:

He is in the Central Republic of Africa at a place called the Palace of the Renaissance, and he’s not sure if that’s a house or a hotel or what it is and he is surrounded by military. It’s like in jail, he said. He said that he was kidnapped; he said that he was forced to leave Haiti. He said that the American embassy sent the diplomats; he referred to them as, to his home where they was lead by Mr. Moreno. They said you must go NOW. He said that they said that Guy Phillipe and U.S. Marines were coming to Port Au Prince; he will be killed, many Haitians will be killed, that they would not stop until they did what they wanted to do… And they were then taken to this place called the Palace of the Renaissance where they are being held and they are surrounded by military people. They are not free to do whatever they want to do. 

15

We find evidence of foul play from another source when Aristide was put in contact yesterday with The Associated Press by the Reverend Jesse Jackson following a news conference where the civil rights leader called on Congress to investigate the president’s departure.  When asked if he left Haiti on his own, Mr. Aristide quickly answered: “No. I was forced to leave. They were telling me that if I don’t leave they would start shooting, and be killing in a matter of time,” he said during the brief interview.  Mr Aristide told reporters that he signed documents surrendering power because he was afraid that violence would overturn Haiti if he did not fulfill the demands of the “American security agents.”  As soon as the press got hold of this, everyone began questioning the legitimacy of Aristide’s resignation.   And it was time to ask Congress to investigate whether the US, specifically the CIA, had a role in the rebellion that led to Mr. Aristide’s exile.

Considering the intentions and motives of the U.S. to be involved in Haiti, many are probably leaning towards the idea that the U.S. did more than just pressure Aristide to resign.   We are watching the Bush Administration sit by and let bands of armed thugs destroy the democracy. For the last three years, the Bush Administration has done its level best to sabotage the elected government of Aristide. Foreign economic aid has been blocked by the Bush Administration. Hundreds of millions of dollars in loans have been held up this way.  We see that Bush, as well as the economic elites in Haiti, detest Aristide because Aristide is actually trying to help the masses of poor people in Haiti. It seems as if Haiti’s democratic government does not matter if their platform does not match the economic ideals of the U.S.  However The White House, US defense officials and State Department have denied allegations that Mr. Aristide was kidnapped by US forces eager for him to resign.  

18

Others did not trust the U.S. however, as exemplified by Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez, who announced yesterday that his government will not recognize Haiti's new government, which according to him is illegitimate because it is the product of a coup d'etat.  According to Aristide and other sources, he was forced by U.S. military personnel to board a U.S. airplane which took him out of the country. The Venezuelan President has said that Aristide had called him shortly before he was flown out of Haiti, but that the conversation was mysteriously cut out, evidence that he was being kidnapped.  "The President of Haiti is called Jean-Bertrand Aristide, and he was elected by the people," said Chavez. He argues that had not resigned to the presidency, but was in fact kidnapped by U.S. forces.  Chavez warned U.S. government officials about not trying a similar move in Venezuela; "This is not Haiti, and I'm not Aristide," said Chavez last week, who has criticized Washington’s financing of groups seeking to oust him. Chavez survived a coup d'etat in 2002, which according to some evidence, was supported by Washington.
With so many different stories surrounding Aristide’s resignation, it is no wonder why there is no a clear picture of what is really going on in Haiti.  One of the biggest reasons is the media manipulation occurring in the U.S.  One of the biggest reasons is the media manipulation occurring in the U.S.  The opposition has successfully mobilized the mainstream media to create an image of Aristide as a tyrant and themselves as democratic freedom fighters.   The international media even started running several stories that compared the opposition to movement to overthrow Haiti’s long-time Duvalier dictatiorship.    The mainstream media did not report any condemnations on the part of the Haitian government towards the attacks by its supporters on opposition forces.  

15

It is also easy for there to be a bias considering most of the international coverage of the crisis in Haiti comes from the larger wire services, Reuters and the Associated Press.  Coincidently these wire services rely almost exclusively on Haiti’s elite-owned media (Radio Metropole, Tele-Haiti, Radio Caraibe, Radio Vision 2000 and Radio Kiskeya) for their stories. The outlets are owned and operated by the opposition.  For example, Andy Apaid, spokesman for the Group of 184, is the founder of Tele-Haiti.  They have been accused by progressive journalists of exaggerating reports of violence by government supporters and ignoring violence by opposition forces. They even go as far as airing commercials inciting Haitians to overthrow the government. 

15


Another reason for the unclear picture is the fact that the Bush Adminstration is talking about upholding the tradition of respecting democracy but then turning around and supporting Haiti’s anti-democratic forces and pro-captialism forces.   There is again a lot of hypocricy on U.S’s part.  For example, they said that the elections in Haiti will only be considered legtitimate if the opposition participated but then went on to encourage the oppostition to not participate in the elections.  Colin Powell reported that the US is “not interested in regime change,” but it is later discovered that the US Administration is supporting a disinformation campaign in the US media, holding out desperately needed aid that is intensifying hunger and disease among Hait’s poorest and supporting organizations that have brutally killed innocent people.

VII. Why was the US is interested in Haiti?


Being a poor nation, with not much to offer, many wonder why the US has invested so much in Haiti.  The US has been in Haiti since the early 1900’s.  Haiti was the first nation of African slaves to throw off the oppression of slavery and become an independent nation. Both the US and France have made every effort since that time to keep Haiti in economic slavery. In most recent history, this has kept Haiti economically deprived and highly profitable for exploitation as a cheap labor force. An example of this exploitation comes from No Sweat in their FACTSHEET: Sweatshop Transnationals: 

Disney’s CEO, Michael Eisner paid himself $200 million in 1996,  $97,000 per hour - 325,000 times the rate of Haitian workers making their T-shirts. Only 0.3% of the sale price of Disney’s Pocahantas t-shirts made in Haiti goes to the production workers in wages. Batay Ouvriye, a Hatiain union, says that BVF Apparel, a Disney licensee, has suppressed union activity at its Pot-au-Prince factory where workers are paid only 23 cents and hour.

12
So France and the US have all economic reasons for keeping their hands in Haiti affairs.  The U.S. is now Haiti's biggest trading partner, in a relationship of unequals. In addition, Haiti's role has hardly changed compared to the times of the French colonialists:

The United States is Haiti's main commercial “partner” accounting for about 60% of the flows of exports and imports. Along with the manufacture of baseballs, textiles, cheap electronics, and toys, Haiti's sugar, bauxite and sisal are all controlled by American corporations. Disney, for example, has used Haitian sweatshops to produce Pocahontas pajamas, among other items, at the rate of 11 cents per hour. Most Haitians are willing to work for almost nothing.  The crumbling economic stability of Haiti, allows for cheap labor to capitalize on; something many would call “slave labor.”  For all these years, the US and France have been keeping the crushing weight of debt that keeps Haiti under economic colonization.   
An example from the past shows everyone what US intentions really were about.  In 1971, at a time when development assistance to Haiti had been cut off due to the terrible human rights record of the Duvalier regime, the Nixon administration agreed to give political support to the transition of power from Papa Doc to Baby Doc—dictator to dictator—in return for the establishment of generous incentives to attract U.S. private investors. These included maintenance of an extremely low minimum wage, the suppression of labor unions, and the right of foreign companies to repatriate their profits.  So even though it was obviously apparent that the new dictator was against their tradition of respecting democracy, the U.S. greedily gave full support to Baby Doc, so their economic interests were protected.

13 

By 1985 the strategy to increase Haiti’s exports and economic ties to the U.S. market had become quite successful. Haiti had become ninth in the world in the assembly of goods for U.S. consumption, the world’s largest producer of baseballs, and among the top three in the assembly of such diverse products as stuffed toys, dolls, and apparel. In the early 1980s the U.S. started structural adjustment program (SAPs) designed by the World Bank and International Monetary Fund in Haiti. It was meant to open the economy even further to foreign investment and concentrate resources in the export division, which was considered their biggest investment and return. The SAPs included short-term stabilization measures, reduction of tariffs and import controls, cuts in government expenditures on health and education, and wage restraint. By removing import controls, the value of agricultural exports to Haiti from the U.S. increased from $44 million in 1986 to $95 million in 1989.  

13

Sadly it did nothing to benefit the poor majority in Haiti.  Per capita food and agricultural production fell throughout the decade, private investment consisted almost exclusively of residential construction, the assembly sector, after reaching a peak in 1985, remained stagnant, and the value of agricultural exports dropped due to declines in the international price of coffee. Real wages declined by 50% between 1980 and 1990.

13

VIII. Resignation and Exile

Shortly after President Aristide’s resignation, President Bush ordered two hundred marines to restore order as an “interim international force” in Haiti.  The U.S. marines are working together with troops from Canada and France to stop the looting and killing that has caused recent turmoil in Haiti.  The U.S. marines are scheduled to stay in Haiti no longer than three months, according to a deal reached by the United Nations.  Afterwards, they will be replaced by U.N. 
peacekeepers.  With regard to the U.S. marines’ objective in Haiti, Secretary of State Colin Powell stated, “They need to bring a sense of security back to society, as we have done in times past.  Unfortunately, that security didn’t stick because of the flawed politics of Haiti.” In addition, the U.S. Coast Guard is keeping watch in the area, checking for Haitians trying to flee the chaotic nation and making sure they return to their homes.  

8


Aristide wrote a letter explaining his resignation as a way to prevent future bloodshed and turmoil in Haiti, and so that the new government would abide by Haiti’s Constitution.  He stated, “[The Constitution] should not be drowned in the Haitian people’s blood.  This is why tonight, if it is my resignation that will prevent a bloodbath, I agree to go with the hope that there will be life and not death.”  Boniface Alexandre, Haiti’s chief justice of the Supreme Court, was named the leader of the new transitional government until the 2005 elections.  A few weeks after violent protests of his resignation, Aristide and his wife fled to the Central African Republic.  The presidential couple had already sent their children to the first lady’s mother’s home in New York City.  


The violence in Haiti is continually escalating.   In February of this year, in one week alone, at least 50 people were slaughtered in Gonaives, the fourth largest city in Haiti.  Three patients awaited their treatment in hospitals, and fourteen police members who killed, had their bodies dragged naked though the street, ears cut off and other body parts mutilated. The violence mentioned above can be largely attributed to the actions of armed thugs and “rebels,” part of the “opposition” to the Haitian government.  

The “opposition” also known as the Convergence and the Group of 184, consists of former Haitian military officers and sweat shop owners.
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In early February, an incident occurred where twenty Haitian commandos shot their way across the Dominican border.  Along side were Louis Jodel Chamblain and 

Guy Phillippe.  Chamblain commanded the Duvalier death squad in the 1980s and also led the FRAPH, a group of para-military officers during the coup in Haiti.  Phillippe was a former Haitian police chief and army officer.  According to Tom Reeves of Z-net, a close friend of Chamblain, Emmanuel “Toto” Constant, admitted that FRAPH had received U.S. support and funding.  In addition, in documents reviewed by the Center for Constitutional Rights in New York, in 1992, Chamblain was present with a U.S. agent at a meeting that discussed the assassination of Guy Malary, the pro-Aristide minister of justice.  Chamblain and Phillipe were part of a group who attended conferences with U.S. operatives from the International Republican Institute in the Dominican Republic.
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Bush asserts, “This is the beginning of a new chapter in the country’s history.  I would urge the people of Haiti to reject violence to give this break from the past a chance to work.  The United States is prepared to help.”  Powell emphasized that Aristide caused the country to return to political crisis after the U.S. reinstated him in 1994.  He said, “corruption came into play, inefficiency came into play, cronyism came into play and the whole political tapestry of the country came apart.”
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Towards the end of May 2004, torrential flash floods killed thousands and left more thousands without homes, clean water and food. Into mid-June, many have been still awaiting aid. Yet, as Kevin Murray and Jake Miller of Grassroots International write, none of the international forces have provided much aid, nor do many appear to have attempted to:
Another cruel irony is that none of the officials and institutions charged with the responsibility of providing security to the citizens of Haiti - not the bankrupt interim government that was set up to replace ousted Jean Bertrand Aristide, not the U.S. and French forces who have been in country since Aristide's February 29 departure, and not the understaffed, under-funded U.N. forces who nominally took over June 1 - has been able or willing to provide even minimal emergency aid to the victims of the flood.
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On June 18, 2004, there were thousands of Aristide’s supporters that marched through the 

streets of the capital, protesting his return.  However, many believe that it’s not an issue of Anti- or Pro-Aristide.  It becomes a more complex issue about democracy.  As MADRE, an International Women’s Human Rights Organization commented, “The current crisis is not about supporting or opposing Aristide the man, but about defending constitutional democracy in Haiti. In a democracy, elections - and not vigilante violence - should be the measure of ‘the will of the people.’”
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IX. Why Aristide Should Stay

The U.S. has engaged itself in a bloody game in an attempt to overthrow the President of Haiti.  The United States started a disinformation U.S. media campaign, started an embargo on foreign aid to relieve Haiti, and supported ex-military officers of Haiti who also sought to overthrow Aristide.

3


With its disinformation media campaign, the U.S. has portrayed Aristide as a violent tyrant, therefore justifying the continued opposition against him.  This may explain why the American liberal establishment has followed the right-wing Republicans in this situation, and why the left is mute in Aristide’s troubles and failures.

3


Currently, the opposition to Aristide and his Lavalas Party is an extremely incongruent group. It consists of members of the disbanded army and former officials in Duvalier’s repressive regime, in addition to people persecuted by both of these groups.  Because this opposition is so disparate, it is unlikely that it will be able to that it will be able to agree on many matters other than the fact that it wants to oust Aristide from power.  Also, none of the subgroups that make up this opposition have gained experience electoral success, the essential condition of a democracy.  On the other hand, Aristide  won the presidential elections twice, overwhelmingly, and the Lavalas party won the majority of seats in Parliament.  
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In order to discount the democratic election of Aristide, some press reports say that these elections were flawed, which, according to Tracy Kidder, “were flawed, but less flawed than we have been led to believe.”  According to Kidder, eight candidates earned seats in the Senate, although they won only pluralites.  However, the proceedings were apparently financed and managed by foreigners.  Also, sixty percent of eligible voters voted and the eight challenged seats in Senate would not have affected Aristide’s already clear majority in Parliament.
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Due to this “illegitimate election,” the US and other foreign governments refused to oversee the following presidential election of 2000, which Aristide won by a landslide.  Aristide’s critics, including a coalition of political parties, civil societies, trade unions, and business associations, proceeded to boycott the Congress and refused to cooperate with Haitian government until Aristide resigned.  The US failed to mention its commissioned Gallup poll, which was not made public.  This poll showed that as of 2002, Aristide was the most popular in Haiti.
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Again, under the guise of these “flawed elections,” the US led embargo on foreign  aid to Haitian government, including loans from the Inter-American Development Bank for improvements in education, roads, health care, and water supplies, and at the same time supporting the political opposition.  The Bush administration has also withdrawn police support, and has insisted with foreign diplomats that the senators in the contested seats resign, which they did soon after Aristide’s re-election.  Aristide’s supporters believe these actions to be aimed at weakening the government and helping the opposition.

6

Aristide should have been allowed to stay considering he was seen as a potentially great leader.   In between successive brutal and violent dictatorships, Father Jean-Bertrand Aristide's becoming president was a surprise. He won some two thirds of the votes, and in the short period from February to September, he had already made impressive improvements. 
As Noam Chomsky noted, many were impressed by Aristide's domestic policies as he “‘acted quickly to restore order to the government's finances’ after taking power when ‘the economy was in an unprecedented state of disintegration’” (Inter-American Development Bank). Other international lending agencies agreed, offering aid and endorsing Aristide's investment program. They were particularly impressed by the steps he took to reduce foreign debt and inflation, to raise foreign exchange reserves from near zero to $12 million, to increase government revenues with successful tax collection measures, to streamline the bloated government bureaucracy and eliminate fictitious positions in an anti-corruption campaign, to cut back contraband trade and improve customs, and to establish a responsible fiscal system.” In addition, as the U.S. State Department  also acknowledged, “Atrocities and flight of refugees also virtually ended; indeed the refugee flow reversed, as Haitians began to return to their country in its moment of hope.”

To add to his  accomplishments, Aristide eventually doubled the minimum wage and -- despite the embargo -- prioritized education and healthcare; he built schools and renovated public hospitals; established new HIV-testing centers and doctor-training programs; and introduced a program to subsidize schoolbooks and uniforms and expand school lunch and bussing services. 
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The United States had a lot to say about why they could not support Aristide in Haiti, but these reasons are only secondary to the real economic ageada. According to Colin Powell in a national public radio interview with Juan Williams, "He governed in a way that allowed thugs to take over. He governed in a way that allowed the legislature, frankly, to be unable to do its work and, finally, had to go out of existence. ... The police became corrupt and he, essentially, had allowed conditions of chaos to exist."   Powell added that the United States, Canada, France and other countries were unwilling to send military forces to “prop up a leader who was seriously failing.”  It is interesting that they said Aristide governed in a way that allowed thugs to take over, when the US was known specifically for helping out the opposition. 

Since the beginning, Aristide’s only chance of staying in power was to comply to the United States demands.  He was only allowed back under the condition that he abandon his planned reforms, give coup leaders a role in the new regime and accept World Bank and IMF conditions. Aristide’s acceptance of these terms signified his degeneration from a champion of the people to a manager of the same old corrupt and unequal system.  Aristide was forced to reduce tariffs on US-grown rice that resulted in thousands of Haitian farmers going bankrupt and struggling to keep the minimum maintenance. But he had to find a balance of pleasing the US and keeping his country under control.  To please his political base and to the disappointment of the United States, he did not privatize state-owned resources.  It must have been difficult to walk the think line between the US demands for neo-liberal reforms and his own commitment to a progressive economic agenda.  And as a result, this struggle has made enemies of many of his own political base and Haitian and US elites.
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Aristide’s supporters have legitimate claims.  Although Aristide has been accused of being “uncompromising” in the press, he has been quite the opposite.  The original plan was for Aristide to appoint a new prime minister that supported the ideals of the opposition.  Even after the Aristide agreed, that was not enough.  The opposition refused his acceptance of this deal, and demanded that Aristide resign.

6


One may wonder, what are the American motives in undermining Aristide’s presidency in Haiti?  There is no clear motive as to how American policy in Haiti serves US interests, especially if the policy includes democracy and the prevention of chaos and bloodshed.  From the evidence above, the US is not establishing, but in fact ousting a democratically elected president, and without a clear reason for defense.   The US government is intervening for no clear gain.  The political leadership of Haiti is for the people of Haiti to decide, as they have the most information and knowledge of the situation.
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Haiti has already has endured enough horror and repression for decades including slavery under the French and corrupt rulers aided by foreign powers, such as the United States.  Haiti has become one of the world’s poorest and malnourished countries.  Recently, Haiti has worked to install a democratic political system.  US intervention only undermines this system, and Aristide should leave office after he finishes his elected term.  The more intervention the country faces, the more likely there will be another coup d’etat that will eventually lead back to dictatorship.  Foreign diplomats that have immersed themselves in Haiti’s political issues should have come together to stop the bloodshed and growing number of terrorists to prevent a civil war.

6,7


In addition, during a time where we condemn even the slightest negotiation with terrorists, what is US intervention in Haiti doing other than giving in to terrorists?  By removing Aristide from power, the US is giving in to people who threaten and loot cities and kill whoever opposed them.  This paramilitary group is a mass of terrorists.  This intervention makes US policy appear to be hypocritical.

6,7 

X. Conclusion


The United States has successfully manipulated Haiti, and Haiti has succumbed.  Haiti will be set back again in its struggle for true democracy, sovereignty, and dignity.  The U.S. was able to control Haiti in only a matter of weeks.  U.S. political interests in Haiti have been less unified, careening between support for democracy and development and traditional U.S. collusion with the elites and the military. Too often, the interests of the Haitian people, who live in the poorest country in the Western hemisphere, have been sacrificed for the imperatives of Washington policymakers.  The question now is how Aristide can legitimately regain power without being blocked or manipulated by the United States.

3

Recommendations for the Future


The state of Haiti is in complete ruins and there needs to be a change of US policy in Haiti.  One of the biggest proponents of this change is the Voices for Haiti, a coalition of 80 U.S. groups working to change US policy.  It is in the US’s interest to fix Haitian relations, especially since one of the government’s main concerns is to keep Haitian refugees from Florida’s shores.  


First and foremost, the US should use its influence to protect workers’ rights in Haiti.   It should at least ensure that US companies in any way involved in Haiti, should respect Haiti laws regarding minimum wages, working conditions, benefits and the right of Haitian workers to organize and to negotiate contracts.  Many organizations agree with the worker demands for a living wage of 75 gourds a day, or about $4.30 a day.  This is not asking much, considering it was the standard wage in 1980.   

Because many see the US policy in Haiti as hypocritical, they should start allowing investigations that have in the past undermined US policy support for democracy and human rights.  This can be investigated and publicly disclosed by the U.S. Intelligence Oversight Board.  They need to also end all U.S. intelligence support for Haitian groups in individuals associated with human rights abuses.  They have been supporting dictators for too long.  As mentioned before, the US government has had possession of the FRAPH documents for quite some time now.   As part of this cleaning up process, they should release to the Haitian government the complete and of course unaltered set of FRAPH documents as well as deport the FRAPH leader, Emmanuel Constant.


It is also recommended that the US help establish a system of justice in Haiti.  This has to start with a civilian police force that is respectful of human rights.  The US should assist in monitoring, training and technical and material support for them.  They should also do everything they can to help strengthen and reform Haiti’s judicial system to bring perpetrators of violence against the Haiti people to justice.

Bibliography

1) “The overthrow of Haiti’s Aristide: a coup made in the USA.” World Socialist Web 
Site.  17 Mar 2004 <http://www.wsws.org/articles/2004/mar2004/hait>

2) “Aristide headed to South Africa.” TheStar.com. 17 Mar 2004


<http://www.thestar.com/NASApp/cs/ContentServer?page=name>

3) “Haiti: behind the official story.” Green Left Weekly. 17 Mar 2004

<http://www.greenleft.org.au/back/1995/214/214p25.htm>

4) Reeves, Tom.  “US Double Game in Haiti.” ZNet Africa. 17 Mar 2004

<http://www.zmag.org/content/showarticle.cfm?SectionID=2>

5) Fletcher, Pascal.  “Venezuela’s Chavez Says U.S. Seeking His Overthrow.” Common 

Dreams News Center. 17 Mar 2004 

<http://www.commondreams.org/headlines/0112-05.htm>

6)  “U.S. should stay out of Haiti.” Dateline Alabama. 17 Mar 2004


<http://www.datelinealabama.com/article/2004/03/05/5497_opinions>

7) Kidder, Tracy. “Why Aristide Should Stay.” Common Dreams News Center. 17 Mar 

2004 < http://www.commondreams.org/views04/0226-03.htm>

8) Dr. Luis Barrios; Citizens for Responsible Government: Interview with Amy 

Goodman: “Witnesses: U.S. Special Forces Trained and Armed Haitian Anti Aristide 

Paramilitaries in the Dominican Republic” Wednesday, April 7th, 2004; 

Democracynow.org
9) Lindnmayer, Isabelle; Bush accused of supporting Haitian Rebels; February 27, 2004; 2004 United Press International
10) Sidney Lens, The Forging of the American Empire, Pluto Press, 2003, pp. 270-271

11) Chomsky, Noam, “Democracy Enhancement Part 1”; Z Magazine, May 1994
 

12) NO SWEAT; FACTSHEET: Sweatshop transnationals; http://www.nosweat.org.uk/
13) Corbett, Bob; “Why is Haiti So Poor”, People to People, Fall 1986

http://www.webster.edu/corbtre/haiti/misctopic/leftover/whypoor.htm

14) Kevin Murray, Haiti - a flood of injustice, Kevin Murray and Jake Miller, 

OneWorld.net Guest Editorial, June 11, 2004
15) Tom Reeves, Return to Haiti, Counter Punch, April 14, 2004

16) Venezuela Won’t Recognize Haiti’s New “illegitimate” Government, Wednesday, 

Mar 17, 2004; Venezuelanalysis.com
17) Exclusive Breaking News: President Aristide says ‘I was kidnapped’ “Tell the World 

it is a Coup.’’ DemocracyNow.org.;  Monday, March 1st, 2004; 

http://www.democracynow.org/article.pl?sid=04/03/01/1521216
18) Aristide: 'U.S. Forced Me to Leave Haiti', March 2, 2004, news.scotsman.com
19) Mantu, Richard. “Govt Calls for Probe into Aristide Departure.” AllAfrica.com.  17 

Mar 2004 <http://allafrica.com/stories/200403050182.html>

20) “What is a Sweatshop.” Ending Sweatshops. 16 Feb 2004 


<http://www.sweatshops.org/educate/issue.html>

21) “Chavez warns U.S. about ‘100-year war’.” CNN.com. 17 Mar 2004


<http://www.cnn.com/2004/WORLD/americas/03/07/venezuela.chavez.ap/>

22) “President of Haiti resigns; U.S. troops Enter Caribbean Nation.” PBS.org. 17 Mar 
2004.  <http://www.pbs.org/newshour/extra/features/jan-june04/haiti_3-01.html>

23) Henderson, Hazel. “Venezuela’s Chavez Takes on the US.” World News. 17 Mar 

2004.  <http://www.oneworld.org/ips2/sept00/11_58_033.html>

24) Marquez, Humberto.  “As Tension Builds in Venezuela, Chavez Warns U.S. to Stay 

Out.” Common Dreams News Center. 17 Mar 2004 

<http://commondreams.org/headlines04/0302-01.htm>

“Forces of Darkness invade Haiti”
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An anti-Aristide protester is guided out of harm's way after being shot by police outside the National Palace in Port-au-Prince, Haiti during a recent march against President Jean-Bertrand Aristide.





General Raoul Cedras, head of the Haitian armed forces





Fidel Castro and Hugo Chavez’s relationship makes the U.S. uncomfortable.





Us Marines have been sent to guard key sites 





A man throws a rock at the corpse of a police officer lynched minutes before in Gonaives, 60 miles north of Port-au-Prince.





People carrying stuff after looting shipping in the port of containers in the port of St. Marc.
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