
You've pT'obably never
heard of Panama's
"Law No. 5." Neither
have most Panamani
ans. It could give Red
China control of Pana
ma Canal traffic.
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A shockin}^ new law, recently

passed i)y Panama's Legislative
Assombly, conld give tiic Rod Cliinese
a Ibol.hold at the l^anania Canal allcr
the Americans sunender the canal
and all l)aK(5s and move out by
December dl, 1909. Law No. 5 right
now giv(>s llulcbinson Wampoa of
Hong Kong Car reaching "rights" over
.some of the strategic facilities and
other operational matters an'ecting
the canal and the United SLilcs.

Ijooming over all this is the immi
nent transfer of Hong Kong to Com
munist China on July 1—at which
time Hutcbinson will very much
come under communist domination,
as history proves when the commu-
nist.s move in. Head man at Hutch-
inson Wampoa is billionaire' industri
alist Li-Ka-iShit>g, a man with close
ties to Red China.

On March 1, under terms of this
law, Hutcbinson took over the strate
gic poi-ts of Balboa and Cristobal at
eacb end of the cfinal. Hutcbinson
and Panama had negotiated tiie pro
visions of this law which heaps
money galore on I^inama and a 50-
year "contract" for Hutcbinson with
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This is the Atlantic terminal of the Panama Canal—the Cristobal
piers—where the Red Chinese will be setting up shop after the
Americans leave.

future goodies for Red China.
A copy of Law No. 5 was passed to

t-his writer by Bill Bright Marine,
candidate for president of Panama in
1999.

The law received very little public
ity in Panama because many Pana
manians, although agaiji.st, U.S. inter
ference, are also stroiigly anti-com
munist. llutchinson, in the "con
tract," is called "Panama PojIs (Com
pany," apparently to hide communist
ties.

And not only were Panamanians
kept in the dark about I.aw No. 5, so
was U.S. Ambassador William
Hughes who received a copy four

weeks after it was passed.
Panama's leading newspaper, Txi

Prcnsa, kept(|uiet. Publisiier Robert.o
Lisenmann opposes any U.S. pres
ence in Panama aRcr 1999.
CONSTrrUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

Tliis law violates Art. 274 of Pari-
aina's consl.iUitiim wiiich retiuircs a
plel)isciti> on Panama Canal matters.
None was held.

Alt. 2.11(1 violates Art. VI and
Amendment (2) of the Panama Neu
trality Treaty by denying "expedited
treatment." of U.S. warships needing
port facilit ies.

The P:mama Canal Commission,
the canal r)peral.ing agency, repre

sented by Public Affairs Director
Willie Friar, told this writer on March
14 that she had "not heard" of Law
No. 5.

Some of the sliocking "rights"
under this law are, as follows:

• Art. 2.1 could give llulchin.son
exclusive use ofTolfeis Island, next
to Caleta Island, where U.S. facilities
feature strategic communications
LMjuipmcnt.

• Art. 2.8 allows llutchinson lo
transfer "contract liglits" to a l.l)ird
party.This could be any enemy ofthe
US.

• Art. 2.9 sets "contract." duration
at 25 years wil.h a 25 year extension
option.

• Art. 2.10c allows llutchinson l.o
operate piloting services, work boats
and tugs, inferring some control of
canal pilots.

Art. 2.12a gives l lutchinson "prior
ity" to all piers at Cristobal and Bal
boa, including private piers, plus an
area at Albrook Air l'\ji ce Station.

Oilier "right,s" given llutchinson in
ibis 32-page "contract," include con
trol of anchorages and piers, control
of certain roads alTecLing canal secu
rity; and the "right" to retiuire I,lie
United Stat.(!s and Die Pamuna Canal
Commission l.o "vacate" areas con-
I,rolled by llutchinson immodiatxJy.

The time has come for conip ession-
al investigation int.o detei ioration of
Amencan right,s and the communist
threat at the Panama Canal, called
' the most vital st.rat(?gic marit.imo
gateway in tlar entire world."Time is
](inning out. ^


