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C.LA. operative

with terrorist murder

By RICK EMRICH

The Government of Costa Rica on April 19 asked the United States to
extradite U.S.-born rancher John Hull, a naturalized Costa Rican citizen
who supported the Nicaraguan contra rebels from 1982 through 1986.
The Costa Ricans have accused Hull of murder, drug trafficking and
“hostile acts” against Nicaragua in violation of Costa Rica’s neutrality.

This appears to be the first time a foreign government has asked the
United States to turn over a major contra supporter for trial on criminal
charges stemming directly from the U.S.-supported rebel operation.

The extradition request could become a political nightmare for the
Bush Administration. The President has been dogged by charges that he
was involved in the illegal contra support operation during his term as
Vice President under Ronald Reagan.

The Costa Ricans have charged Hull, 70, with engineering a terrorist
bombing on May 30, 1984. The attack occurred while moderate contra
commander Edén Pastora was meeting reporters at his jungle outpost in
La Penca, Nicaragua. Pastora survived, but five others—including three
journalists—were killed and twenty injured. Hull is also a defendant in
Avirgan v. Hull, the Christic Institute’s lawsuit against the La Penca
bombers.

Hull is also accused of violating Costa Rican neutrality when he used
his ranch in Costa Rica near the Nicaraguan border as a base and supply
depot for the contras. The Costa Rican Government further charges that
Hull and other contra supporters used the rebel arms supply route to
smuggle drugs through Costa Rican territory.

Colombian drug kingpin Carlos Lehder told ABC News in May 1990
that Hull “was pumping about 30 tons of cocaine into the United States a
year” from his base in Costa Rica.

If Hull is forced to return t¢ Costa Rica, a trial could confirm allega—
tions that United States officials condoned drug trafficking and terrorism
by the contras and their supporters. A trial may also underscore the
American role in pressuring Costa Rica—a traditionally neutral country—
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to allow the rebels to operate freely from their territory.

“The Administration’s reaction to this extradition
request will test its commitment to the war against drug
trafficking and international terrorism,” says Christic
Institute General Counsel Daniel Sheehan. “We will find
out whether President Bush really believes in ‘zero toler-
ance’ for drug smugglers.”

Sheehan says the Administration may try to bottle up
Hull’s extradition unless the public demands justice for the
La Penca bombing victims. See ACTION box on page 14.

The criminal charges against Hull parallel allegations
made in Avirgan v. Hull, a Federal civil racketeering suit
filed in 1986 by the Christic Institute on behalf of Ameri-
can reporters Tony Avirgan and Martha Honey. Avirgan
was one of the reporters wounded at La Penca. The suit
identified Hull as an arms smuggler, drug trafficker and a
key player in the attempt on Pastora’s life.

Part of racketeering enterprise

The lawsuit also says Hull and 28 other defendants were
part of a criminal racketeering enterprise responsible for
the bombing. That enterprise, the Institute charges,
organized the illegal shipment of arms to the contrasand
used contra bases to smuggle narcotics into the United
States. Several of the defendants—including retired
American generals Richard Secord and John Singlaub,
arms dealer Albert Hakim, and Robert Owen, who served
as Oliver North’s liaison with the Nicaraguan rebels—later
became widely-known when their roles in the Iran-contra
affair were exposed.

Avirgan v. Hullwas dismissed in June 1988, in the
midst of a Republican Presidential campaign determined
to defuse the Iran-contra affair as an election issue. Days
before the Avirgan trial was scheduled to begin, Federal
Judge James Lawrence King ruled there was insufficient
evidence that Hull was involved in the bombing.

Christic attorneys appealed, calling King’s ruling a
politically motivated attempt to derail the case. The
Institute has since told the 11th Circuit Court of Appeals
that the criminal charges against Hull are further proof
that King was wrong and the dismissal should be over-
turned. For more detail on the Christic Institute’s appeal, see
the story on page 11.

Throughout the Reagan Administration’s war on
Nicaragua, Hull was a central figure in the anti-Sandinista
campaign. Working for both the C.I.A. and the North
network, he served as liaison between the Americans and
contra groups in Costa Rica and southern Nicaragua.

Hull played an important role in the C.I.A. attempt to
unify under agency command several rebel factions
fighting on the “Southern Front”—the war zone in
southern Nicaragua bordering on Costa Rica. He has
described himself as a “coordinator” between the C.I.A.
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Playing politics with U.S. hostages?

New evidence sugygests
Reagan-Bush campaign

blocked hostage release

By ANDY LANG

Evidence has surfaced that lends new credibility to reports
that the Reagan-Bush campaign secretly negotiated a deal
with Iranian representatives to keep American hostages in
captivity until the Republicans won the 1980 Presidential
election.

The evidence also raises new questions about George
Bush’s role in the alleged negotiations with Iran. Some
sources charge that Bush travelled to Paris between Oct. 18
and 20, 1980, to meet with Iranian representatives. Bush
himself has denounced this charge as “vicious,” but the
White House and the President’s sympathizers in the mass
media have circulated at least three conflicting alibis for
Bush’s movements on those dates.

The “October Surprise” could be the mother of all
scandals, possibly more shameful than the Watergate and
Iran-contra affairs rolled into one. Deliberate actions by
private citizens to prevent the release of American hostages
could expose those responsible to charges of treason and
kidnapping.

There is also evidence that Reagan-Bush campaign
officials were informed illegally by insiders in the National
Security Council and Senate Intelligence Committee about
the hostage negotiations. Former President Jimmy Carter
told Robert Morris of the Village Voice that he believes
Donald Gregg, then a senior national security aide and
later national security adviser to Vice President Bush, was
one of the officials who kept the Reagan-Bush campaign
informed about the Administration’s moves to free the
hostages.

Carter believes that Gregg and a number of former
C.ILA. officials may have organized a vendetta against his
Administration, which had fired hundreds of C.I.A. agents
in an attempt to reform the agency. “We tried to clean up
the C.I.A.,” the former President told the Voice. “It had
been shot through with people that were later involved in
the Iran-contra affair; people like Secord and so forth. . . .”
The cashiered C.I.A. agents were loyal to former C.I.A.
Director George Bush, Carter said.

Former Air Force General Richard Secord is a defendant
in Avirgan v. Hull, the Christic Institute’s Federal lawsuit
against a racketeering enterprise that allegedly smuggled
arms and narcotics through contra bases in Central
America. Gregg, although not a defendant, is a target of
the Institute’s investigation. White House records suggest
he was directly involved in illegal operations to arm the
contras and organized at least one meeting to brief Vice
President Bush on the operations.

Despite persistent allegations reported by In These
Times, Z Magazine and other progressive periodicals, the
mass media ignored the story until April, when an op-ed
article by former national security aide Gary Sick in the
New York Timesand a PBS Frontline documentary re-
ported by investigative journalist Robert Parry gave the
allegations a new aura of respectability.

Sick, a Navy officer attached to the Carter
Administration’s National Security Council as a Middle
East expert, is now an adjunct professor of Middle East
politics at Columbia University. Sick says he dismissed the
allegations at first, but thought the timing of the hostage
release—30 minutes after Reagan took the oath of office—
“was peculiar.” “We had reports later on that the people
holding the hostages in fact were standing with watches,
waiting at the airport, to make sure that the time had
passed, that Carter was no longer President, before releas-
ing the hostages,” he told Frontline.

Fifteen sources claim knowledge

Years later, Sick’s research for a book on the hostage
crisis led him to conclude that the early reports of a deal
between the Reagan campaign and the Iranians were
accurate.

Sick says he has interviewed about 15 separate sources
who claim to have direct knowledge of the secret negotia-
tions between the Reagan-Bush campaign and the Iranians.
A number of the sources are “respectable people,” Sick told
Frontline. Other sources were “money movers, arms
dealers, low-level intelligence operatives, people who work
undercover and who, for one reason or another, are now
dissatisfied with their lot and are prepared to talk about
some of what they knew, perhaps with considerable
exaggeration.” “[Flinally,” Sick said, “I . . . passed a point
where it was harder to explain away the people who were
supposedly all lying to me for reasons that I couldn’t
understand than it was to believe that something in fact
happened.”

The hostages were seized in 1989 by Iranian radicals
who wanted to disrupt relations between Iran’s revolution-
ary Government, then still in the hands of moderate
reformers, and the United States. At first, the nation rallied
around Carter’s economic and diplomatic measures to
pressure Iran to free the Americans, but in April 1990 a
secret attempt to stage a military rescue mission ended in
failure.

The hostage-taking was exploited by the Reagan-Bush
campaign as an example of national humiliation and
weakness. But Reagan campaign officials told Frontline
they were afraid the Carter Administration would engineer
the release of the hostages before the election — an
“October Surprise” in the words of Vice Presidential
candidate George Bush — to deprive the Republicans of
their best campaign issues.

Sick’s allegations center on William Casey, chair of the

Continued on page M
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Reagan campaign and for six years director of central
intelligence in the Reagan-Bush Administration. Casey,
who died in 1987, reportedly met with Iranian representa-
tives in Madrid and Paris before the November election.

One important source for this charge is Jamshid
Hashemi, an Iranian arms dealer. Hashemi says he and his
brother Cyrus organized two meetings in July 1980
between Casey and an important Iranian cleric, Mehdi
Karrubi. Karrubi is now speaker of the Iranian parliament.
The meetings were held in a Madrid hotel room.

Hashemi says Casey’s proposal was “blunt.” “Casey said
the Iranians should hold the hostages until after the
election and the new Reagan Administration would feel
favorably towards Iran, releasing military equipment and
the frozen Iranian assets,” he told Frontline.

Karrubi and Casey returned to Madrid for a second
meeting in August where the Iranian cleric “expressed
acceptance,” Hashemi said. “The hostages would be
released after Carter’s defeat.” Hashemi’s account of the
meetings has been confirmed by two other sources, Sick
wrote in the 7zmes.

At about the same time as the Casey-Karrubi meetings
in Madrid, Sick wrote, “individuals associated with the
Reagan campaign made contact with senior Government
officials in Israel, which agreed to act as the channel for the
arms deliveries to Iran that Mr. Casey had promised.” Sick
cited two former Israeli intelligence officers as his sources.

Is Hashemi lying about the Casey meetings? If he is, not
even the severest critics of the “October Surprise” allega-
tions have been able to explain why the Iranian arms dealer
would deliberately mislead Sick. Hashemi is not under
indictment or facing trial on any charges.

Moreover, Hashemi is not the only source who has
spoken out on the meetings between Casey and Iranian
representatives. Frontline interviewed Arif Durani, an arms
dealer now serving a 10-year sentence in Federal prison for
selling arms to Iran. According to Durani, Iranian officials
told him Karrubi met in Spain with Casey. Another
source, retired Israeli intelligence officer Ari Ben-Menashe,
claims to have seen intelligence reports on Casey’s trip to
Madrid. “The Americans agreed to release money and
make promises for the future when Reagan-Bush take over
(sic) to make relations better,” he told Frontline, “and the
Americans also promised that they will allow arms ship-
ments to Iran. . . . And this is why Israel was brought in.”

Even though the fundamentalist Iranian Government
was a sworn enemy of the Jewish state, Israel feared Iraq’s
growing military power in the region. In the mid-1980s
Israel was the source for weapons shipped to Iran during
the Iran-contra affair. Retired Air Force Gen. Richard
Secord secretly used the profits from these sales to finance
the contrawar against Nicaragua. But if the “October
Surprise” allegations are true, Israel actually began in late
1980 or early 1981 to supply the Iranians with arms as part
of the deal negotiated between Iran and the Reagan-Bush
campaign.

In mid-September 1980 Iraq invaded Iran. The Irani-
ans, now desperate for military supplies, sent an emissary
to Washington. Sick’s sources speculate the Iranians were
following two tracks, negotiating simultaneously with the
U.S. Government and the Reagan-Bush campaign.

Sadegh Tabatabai, Khomeini’s emissary to the United
States, told Frontline that he and the State Department
quickly reached agreement on a guid pro quo. The hostages
would be returned and the United States would release
Iranian assets and arms deliveries frozen by the Carter
Administration. “At the end of the talks, I was very
optimistic,” Tabatabai said. “Carter had accepted the
conditions set by the Iranians.” The atmosphere seemed
favorable for an agreement: The United States wanted the
hostages, and Iran needed military supplies.

This arrangement closely resembled the deal Casey
allegedly proposed in Madrid. There was one important
difference, however: The Administration’s formula in-
volved the immediate liberation of the hostages, while
Reagan’s team wanted to stall the release until after the
election. Former Iranian President Abolhassan Bani-Sadr
told Frontline that “[i]f there had not been contacts with
the Reagan-Bush group, the hostages would have been let
go six months before the U.S. elections.”

Despite agreement between Washington and Teheran
on the hostage-arms guid pro quo, the Iranian Government
seemed to put the issue on ice.

Final agreement reached

What happened? In October, according to Sick’s recon-
struction of events, Casey met in Paris with representatives
of the Iranian and Israeli Governments. Final agreement
was reached on the proposals first advanced earlier that
year in Madrid: Iran would not release the hostages until
after the election, and Israel would ship arms and spare
parts to Iran.

For years Richard Brenneke, an Oregon businessman
who describes himself as a former contract agent for the
C.I.A., has been saying the agency ordered him to Paris in
October 1980 to launder money for the Reagan-Bush
campaign’s deal with the Iranians.

The C.I.A. continues to deny the agency ever employed
Brenneke. Government records, Frontline says, show that
Brenneke worked with European arms dealers to supply
Iran in the 1980s. One document says Brenneke told a
Pentagon intelligence officer about top secret TOW missile
sales to Iran three days before President Reagan secretly
authorized them.

In Paris, Brenneke told Frontline, Casey approved the
Iranian Government’s shopping list and explained how
private funds could be used to buy weapons for Iran:

“There were—and I added this up as I went along—
somewhere between $35 million and $40 million was
going to change hands. That is, it would wind up being
used either for the purchase of weapons to be . . . delivered
to Iran. . . . Casey at the time told me that I would have
the authority to withdraw funds from a Mexican bank and
he says, “There probably will be an American bank or two
involved in this whole thing.” He said ‘yes’ on virtually

Continued on page 16
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Drug teleconference in November

Meetings in 100 cities
1o examine causes, cures

of drug crisis

The Bush Administration’s failed “war on drugs” will be
challenged in a national three-day teleconference in
November. The event, organized by more than 20 reli-
gious denominations and public-interest groups, will
enable citizens to draft
an alternative drug
policy for national
debate.

The conference—
Causes and Cures:
National Teleconference
on the Narcotics Epi-
demic—meets from
Nov. 7 to 9 at the
Riverside Church in
New York City and is
open to the public.
Satellite and telephone
links will connect the
main event to regional
conferences in 50 states.
The Christic Institute
and the Riverside
Church are providing
organizing support.

More than a dozen
religious denominations
are supporting the campaign. “One of the unusual features
of this project,” says Christic Institute Organizing Director
Mary Cassell, “is that in addition to the Jewish commu-
nity, churches of virtually every Christian tradition are
active, including Roman Catholics, mainline protestants,
Anglicans, Eastern Orthodox, evangelicals and
pentecostals.” Historic black churches are also involved.
The goal is to organize 1,000 congregations to sponsor
regional conferences in 100 cities.

The conferences are designed to discuss issues that have
been disregarded by the Administration’s “war on drugs,”
including the United States Government’s complicity in
international narcotics trafficking, a major catalyst for the
growth of narcotics cartels during the past forty years.

One conference supporter, Rabbi Allen Bennett of San
Francisco, says the event may “reach far more people in
more effective ways than almost anything else has done.”

“While I know the symposium will not bring an end to
the epidemic by itelf, I also know that the efforts up to
now to combat the problem have been not only too little,
too late, but also more punitive than positive,” adds

crack courier slain by police.

A neighborhood vigil in East Harlem, New York, for a 13-year o

Bennett, who serves as a regional executive director of the
American Jewish Congress.

Local committees are already at work in over 90 com-
munities nationwide. Sites for the local conferences will
include colleges, high schools, churches, hotels and
hospitals. They will feature a direct satellite feed from the
anchor meeting in New York. Cable TV customers will be
able to watch highlights of the conference at home over
“VISN,” the Vision Interfaith Satellite Network.

Several task forces of drug experts are already at work on
proposals for alternative policies, concentrating on preven-
tion and treatment and
stricter laws against
Government conniv-
ance with drug
smuggling operations.

Organized by and
for national religious
institutions, drug-
treatment professionals
and activists in the
social justice and labor
movements, the
teleconference will
draw on the practical
experience of experts
who deal with the
epidemic every day in
their communities.
The project will also
facilitate ongoing
coalition work among
these constituencies at
the grassroots. As the
largest project of its
kind, the teleconference and the subsequent organizing
campaign have the potential to reach tens of thousands of
citizens and to mobilize them on behalf of an entirely new
approach to the problem.

“In order to formulate an effective policy, the drug
problem must be viewed from a number of perspectives,”
says Cassell. “For example, it is certainly an issue of social
justice, as well as an issue of public health and of interna-
tional politics. It is also most definitely an issue of peace,
since international drug trafficking contributes significantly
to the financing of covert operations and so-called ‘low-
intensity’ wars around the world.”

The conference organizers say a genuinely comprehen-
sive national policy must address several key issues:

M The root causes of drug abuse and dealing in the
United States.

M The dynamics of international trafficking, including
the relationship between covert operations and the flow of
narcotics into this country.

B The political economy of source countries in Latin

Continued on page 6 M
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America and Asia.

B The role of multinational institutions—banks and
corporations—and the economic forces that drive the
crisis.

B Interdiction and criminal justice.

B The Administration’s response: the “war on drugs.”

B The community response: model programs of
prevention and treatment.

Policy task forces—composed of health and law-
enforcement professionals, academics, recovering addicts
and religious leaders—have already begun work in these
areas. One member of the task force on international
trafficking, former D.E.A. agent Dennis Dayle, told a
recent meeeting of the group that “in my 30 years experi-
ence in the D.E.A. and it precursor organizations, the
major targets of my investigations almost invariably turned
out to be working for the C..A.”

Another member of the trafficking task force, Prof.
Alfred McCoy of the University of Wisconsin, is recog-
nized as the preeminent scholarly authority on interna-
tional heroin traffic. In May he published a complete
revision and update of his ground-breaking book, 7he
Politics of Heroin, which the C.I.A. tried unsuccessfully to
suppress in 1971. Prof. McCoy writes: “If we review the
history of postwar drug traffic, we can see repeated coinci-
dence between C.I.A. covert action assets and major drug
dealers. . . . Over the past forty years American and allied
intelligence agencies have played a significant role in
protecting and expanding global drug traffic. . . . C.LA.
covert operations in key drug-producing areas have
repeatedly restrained or blocked D.E.A. efforts to deal with
the problem. . . American drug policy has been crippled by
a contradiction between D.E.A. attempts to arrest major
traffickers and C.I.A. protection for many of the world’s
drug lords.” The Politics of Heroin can be purchased from
the Christic Institute.

“This connection between United States covert opera-
tions and drug trafficking is analogous to the ‘dirty family
secret’ in a chemically dependent family system: everyone
knows it, but there is a tacit pact not to talk about it,” says
conference organizer Bill Teska, an Episcopal priest and
the Christic Institute’s religious liaison director. “Until this
pattern of denial is broken, the family cannot begin the
process of recovery. Likewise, as long as covert operations
are permitted to cooperate with drug traffickers, we will
always have a domestic drug problem in the United
States.”

Since the beginning of the Reagan-Bush Admin-
istration’s war on Nicaragua in 1981, the domestic cocaine
supply has increased 1,000 percent. During their covert
support of the Afghan mujabeddin, the U.S. market share
of Afghan heroin grew from negligible to 70 percent. At
the same time, heroin consumption in the United States
rose dramatically. Nevertheless, the Congress and the
mainstream media have been reluctant to face the issue: the

C.I.A’’s habit of cooperating with drug smugglers in covert
operations is a major cause of our domestic epidemics.

“I am sick to death of the truths that cannot be spoken,”
says Jack Blum, former counsel for the Senate Foreign
Relations narcotics subcommittee. The nation as a whole is
literally “sick to death” because of our unwillingness to
deal with one factor indispensable to a successful interna-
tional drug-trafficking operation: official help. Throughout
its history, the C.I.A. has provided this help, and the
American people have paid the price. Our devastated lives
and communities, crack babies and violent urban crime are
a direct result of our Government’s willingness to tolerate
alliances with drug syndicates so as to achieve the objec-
tives of its covert operations. We will continue to pay this
price until we are willing to do something about this
“unspeakable” truth.

In their “Call to Action” announcing the event, the
religious leaders summarize the policy they will elaborate in
November: “Prevention and treatment, rather than
punishment, are the proper focus of an effective approach
to the problem. One aspect of prevention is individual
inoculation in the form of effective programs of education.
Another aspect of prevention is eradication of the domestic
conditions that lead to addiction, such as poverty and
unemployment. A third aspect is interdicting drug traffic,
including a reordering of national foreign policy priorities,
which have in the past permitted U.S. agencies to adopt a
policy of leniency and even complicity with traffickers,
when it suits some other purpose (as in the cases of Manuel
Noriega’s Panama, the Bahamas, and the Nicaraguan
contras).”

The teleconference sponsors hope to begin a movement
to rearrange national priorities, shifting the focus of drug
policy from foreign intervention and domestic punishment
to prevention and treatment at home and an uncompro-
mising official policy of “just say no” to cooperation with
drug-smugglers abroad. [

ACTION

Drug conference

B Help organize a teleconference in your commu-
nity. Call or write for your local contact.

B Attend the Riverside conference in New York.
Contact us for registration information. Our phone
numbers: (202) 797-8106 in Washington, (415)
788-0475 in San Francisco and (213) 287-1556 in
Los Angeles.

B Involve your church, synagogue or organization.
Publicize the conference and recruit 10 others to
attend the teleconference nearest you. []




