Intercor:tinsntal Press
combined wit 1

Vol. 17, No. 38

© 1979 by Intercontinental Press

October 22, 1979

USA 85¢

Nprecor

UK 30p

FIDEL CASTRO’S
SPEECH TO THE
UNITED NATIONS

| SPEAK

ON BEHALF

OF THE

CHILDREN

OF THE

WORLD

WHO DON'T

EVEN HAVE
PIECE

OF BREAD

.

»ia‘\’.f'

i

=

o

.
S

i

i

g
.

%

« ,z
e
i
.

S
o

e

-

5

i ;
A r - — ¥ 1 E ) o
il et SRS ] . L g T A
S e e - 5 S el
. - T : . ,&«g " . :

& & -

> - R
] d :

= - : 3 _ i i i
g?’ 2\: 1 g’ﬁ.’é %.;3 o o - %}i; . B 1 e | Binaes
B Y . ] I we | o . ¢ T E 0 s
_ - 4 : i

S e
e

.

. g e . i = i -
ey B W BB . NN .
.. = = = = = e e e
. .

R S =




NEWS ANALYSIS

Feed the Starving Kampuchean People!

By Fred Feldman

“France has decided to provide Cambo-
dia with 10,000 tons of rice,” reported the
Paris daily Le Monde October 5.

Although the government of Giscard
d’Estaing was quick to airlift French
troops to the Central African Republic to
install a more reliable puppet in office, the
pittance of aid for the starving Kampu-
chean people is going by boat.

And the Carter administration has yet to
provide the Kampuchean people with a
single ounce from U.S. bumper crops.

The Kampuchean people need 7,000 tons
of rice a week to survive. They are not
getting it.

What is behind this criminal withhold-
ing of desperately needed food?

The imperialist media, from the New
York Times to Le Monde, have a ready
answer, Adopting a high moral tone, they
berate the “cynical” governments of Kam-
puchea and Vietnam.

But facts are stubborn things. And facts
show that Vietnam has provided more
food to Kampuchea than the United
States, Britain, France, and West Ger-
many combined—even though the
Vietnamese masses themselves suffer from
malnutrition.

And the Kampuchean government has
no food to distribute.

It is the Carter administration and its
European and Japanese allies that are
holding back food supplies that could be
airlifted into Kampuchea overnight.

They are using starvation in an effort to
bring down the government of Heng Sam-
rin and install one more amenable to
imperialist interests. Carter administra-
tion policy has become so open in this
regard that it embarrassed the editors of
the Washington Post. They wrote on Oc-
tober 5:

But before the West concludes in a fine fury
that Hanoi's cynicism has doomed those Cambo-
dians who survived Pol Pot, one more close look
at the dilemma needs to be made. . . .

When Vietnam invaded Cambodia and pushed
Pol Pot out of Phnom Penh, the United States
became a sort of secondhand uncle to him,
notwithstanding his monstrous crimes against
his people. To strengthen its ties with China and
to embarrass Hanoi, the adminstration shifted
its propaganda from the crimes of Pol Pot to the
illegitimacy of Heng Samrin. It has favored the
seating of Pol Pot, not Heng Samrin, in interna-
tional bodies. It now opposes sending food aid
directly to or through Heng Samrin, on grounds
that he and Hanoi will use it to feed their own
soldiers and supporters, not the mass of Cambo-
dians gnawing at roots and dying by the side of
the road.
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The results of this policy, in Cambodian terms,
are plain. Not only has the United States forfeit-
ed an opportunity to draw Heng Samrin into
humanitarian relief; it also finds itself in indirect
complicity with the loathsome Pol Pot.

The United States, the United Nations,

and the International Red Cross stall on
aid to the Pnompenh regime because some
food might be eaten by “supporters” of
Heng Samrin. But they are much more
lenient with the aid program they have
established for Khmer Rouge enclaves
near the Thai border, where only a small
minority of Kampucheans live.

A CBS television news report from the
Thai-Kampuchean border October 9 re-
vealed that Khmer Rouge soldiers get most
of the food. Australian Broadcasting Com-
pany correspondent Nigel Starke has
stated that Australia’s rice shipments, too,
are going to Pol Pot’s forces.

Pilger: ‘U.S., Britain Are Starving Cambodia’

[The following was published as a
letter to the editor in the October 14
issue of the British Manchester Guard-
ian Weekly. John Pilger's series of
articles on famine-stricken Kampuchea
has appeared in the London Daily
Mirror, Boston Globe, and New York
Post. Extensive excerpts from it were
printed in last week’s issue of Intercon-
tinental Press/Inprecor.)

* * *

I am one of the few journalists to
have travelled extensively in Cambodia
for a long time, I realise that small
nations are expendable under the rules
of the game of power politics, and that
official lying is part of the game.

However, to witness the enormity of
the human tragedy in Cambodia and
then to return to London and read of
craven attempts, on both sides of the
Atlantic, to deceive on the question of
aid, is to be consumed by a sense of
helplessness and anger.

The people of Cambodia, who are
mostly starving children, are being
allowed to die because Western govern-
ments, and especially the United
States, do not wish to be seen giving
even de facto recognition to the Heng
Samrin government in Phnom Penh.
This was made clear at the United
Nations a fortnight ago when America
orchestrated the charade of support for
a Chinese motion to continue recogni-
tion of the Pol Pot regime, which no
longer exists and which was responsi-
ble for the deaths of more than two
million people.

Britain, to its lasting shame, voted to
support perhaps the most thorough
mass murderers since Hitler. China, the
principal backers of the monstrous Pol
Pot, is of course the current trade and
strategic darling of the West and must
not be displeased.

Both the International Red Cross and
UNICEF have bent to these politics,

whose aim is, as the Guardian outlined
(Leader [editorial], September 30), “to
structure aid to Cambodia in such a
way as to give minimum legitimacy to
Heng Samrin and maximum help to Pol
Pot.” While its relief people have done
virtually nothing, the public relations
men of the International Red Cross
have been hard at work. On September
27 the Guardian reported a Red Cross
announcement that the “deadlock” over
aid had been broken. This is untrue.

The Red Cross announcement (which
embarassed its partner, UNICEF) was
merely kite-flying; the Red Cross is
putting only six officials into Phnom
Penh and it remains as intransigent as
ever on the political strings attached to
its proposed relief “programme.” The
PR men in Geneva no doubt hoped to
create the illusion that the Interna-
tional Red Cross was at last doing its
job.

Since the Phnom Penh government
appealed for specific quantities of food
and drugs three months ago, the Inter-
national Red Cross, by its own admis-
sion, has sent only 100 tons of relief: in
effect, almost nothing.

All those who connive in the denial of
relief to Cambodia, including those who
write the lies in Foreign Office hand-
outs about “political obstruction,”
when the obstruction is theirs, and
those American syndicated columnists
who knowingly publish State Depart-
ment propaganda on the same baseless
theme, will bear some of the responsibil-
ity for the death by starvation and
related diseases of at least a million
people by Christmas.

The cries of fleshless children are
unrelenting in Cambodia today; I have
heard them; unfortunately, they cannot
be heard in Geneva, Washington, and
Whitehall [British Foreign Office].
John Pilger,

Daily Mirror,
London EC1.
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Prince Norodom Sihanouk—who hopes
to march back to power as a “third force”
over the starved bodies of the Kampu-
chean people—also opposes sending aid to
those living under Heng Samrin on the
phony grounds that “it will all be stolen by
the Vietnamese for their soldiers.”

According to a dispatch from Peking in
the October 12 New York Times, the Prince
disclosed that he had sent a cablegram to
Washington urging President Carter not to
send relief supplies to the Heng Samrin
government.

In an effort to clean up the image of the
Pol Pot forces before world opinion, Khmer
Rouge leader Ieng Sary—now living in
New York as Pol Pot's representative to
the United Nations—has admitted some
crimes of the ousted regime.

According to the October 8 issue of the
pro-Peking U.S. weekly the Call, he cited
“cases where peasants in the cooperatives
were told to work at night in order to meet
production levels, without the leadership
taking into account the need for sufficient
rest and relaxation. He has also spoken of
situations in which contradictions among
the people were perceived as contradictions
with the enemy, the result being that
purges and executions replaced political
solutions to problems.”

Reporters who have visited enclaves
controlled by the Khmer Rouge near the
Thai border find that they haven't
changed their spots.

Denis D. Gray wrote in a recent Asso-
ciated Press dispatch that the Khmer
Rouge “makes no concessions to those
under its control. . . . despite a recent Pol
Pot declaration promising many freedoms
to those who join a united front.,”

Recent refugees from Pol Pot’s zones,
Gray reported, say that “the penalty for
attempted escape was to be beaten to death
with staves ‘in order to save bullets.””

Instead of providing massive food aid
for Kampuchea, the U.S. imperialists and
their allies are moving to escalate the
bloodshed. The October 5 Far Eastern
Economic Review, reporting an interview
with Singapore’'s senior minister for for-
eign affairs, S. Dhanabalan, said that, in
the view of the U.S.-dominated Association
of Southeast Asian Nations, “some kind of
peacekeeping force, such as the UN forces,
may be necessary (in Kampuchea) to en-
sure law and order. . . .”

Dhanabalan, they said, agreed with
“China’s point of view” that “the only way
to force Vietnam to talk . . . is to keep the
Pol Pot forces going. If the Vietnamese
offensive against Pol Pot looks successful,
China is not likely to stand idle and watch
it happen.”

Washington is certainly not standing
idle. Massive U.S. arms shipments and
U.S. “advisers” are pouring into Thailand.
The Kriangsak military dictatorship is
building up the Thai army for further
action to help save the remnants of Pol
Pot’s murder squads. |
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WORLDWIDE GAMPAIGN
FOR AID TO NICARABUA

Statement by the Fourth International

The overthrow of the Somoza dictator-
ship by a mass popular insurrection led by
the FSLN and the development of the
Nicaraguan revolution in its opening
weeks have inspired the oppressed and
exploited the world over. Once more the
American imperialist colossus has been
dealt a heavy blow by a heroic people
determined to overcome all obstacles and
take their own destiny in hand.

But imperialism and its Nicaraguan
agents exacted a brutal price before being
driven from their bunker:

* More than 35,000 dead in the last year
alone.

¢ Some 100,000 wounded, of whom
60,000 are in need of intensive care.

® $80 million worth of damage to the
hospitals, schools, and social services of
the country.

¢ One million people—40 percent of the
population—without adequate food today.

* A 37 percent decline in agricultural
production for 1970-80, due to the disrup-
tion of the civil war.

® Seed crops and poultry eaten in des-
peration, and cattle herds decimated.

* More than 25 percent of all industrial
plants severely damaged by Somoza's
bombs.

® More than half the active population
unemployed.

® The national treasury emptied by
Somoza and his criminal cohorts as they
fled the country.

Even to avert widespread famine in the
coming months, the Nicaraguan govern-
ment estimates that more than 400 tons of
food a day are needed until new crops can
be planted and their fruit harvested.

Meanwhile imperialism is preparing not
massive humanitarian aid but inhuman
economic coercion and new military as-
saults.

While thousands of Somoza's national
guardsmen stand waiting across the
border of Honduras, the imperialist gov-
ernments and agencies are doling out aid
with an eyedropper, hoping to increase the
economic and political difficulties of the
new Nicaraguan government. The impe-
rialists are attempting to channel their
pitiful amounts of aid away from official
government channels and away from the
popular distribution network established
by the Sandinista Defense Committees.
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They want their money and food and
medicine to be funnelled into private
hands and used to strengthen the capital-
ist forces.

The Nicaraguan revolution needs the
active political and material solidarity of
the world working class in order to sur-
vive. It can be decisive in the outcome of
the revolutionary process that is now un-
folding.

The Fourth International intends to
throw its forces and all those it can influ-
ence into the balance.

We call on the entire workers movement
and all anti-imperialist forces the world
over to come to the aid of the Nicaraguan
people.

We demand that the imperialist govern-
ments, especially those most directly re-

sponsible for the devastation of the Nica-
raguan economy, provide whatever
economic, agricultural, and medical aid is
asked for by the Government of National
Reconstruction—without conditions, with-
out strings attached.

We call on the mass organizations of the
workers movement and the small farmers
to make resources available to aid their
Nicaraguan brothers and sisters.

We call on the governments of the
workers states to take up Cuba’s challenge
for socialist competition to see who can
provide the most aid to the Nicaraguan
revolution.

The sections and sympathizing organi-
zations of the Fourth International will
spare no effort to organize the broadest
united front campaign of solidarity with
the Nicaraguan revolution.

Nicaragua will not stand alone!

By Gary Bridges

Nicaragua’s schools, like the clinics,
hospitals, and anything else that
served the needs of the population, took
a terrible beating during the war.

In many areas, schools were used as
shelters against the bombing and straf-
ing by the National Guard’s air force.
Schools were also transformed into
clinics and centers to organize and
direct the resistance by the Sandinista
National Liberation Front.

For the National Guard, any school
they themselves did not occupy was
considered a military target. As a con-
sequence, the vast majority of schools
suffered damage during the insurrec-
tion.

According to Alberto Suhr, the archi-
tect who directs the Ministry of Educa-
tion’s school reconstruction program,
the National Guard completely des-
troyed twelve of the seventy-nine gram-
mar schools in Nicaragua. Another
twenty-eight were more than half des-
troyed. Of the remaining thirty-nine,
two-thirds suffered some damage.

Rebuilding these schools is a major
concern of the new Ministry of Educa-
tion. But their long range plans must
also respond to the institutionalized

Rebuilding Nicaragua’s Educational System

deficiencies and gross neglect that char-
acterized the old system.

The outline for the changes envi-
sioned is contained in the general pro-
gram of the Government of National
Reconstruction. It includes the follow-
ing:

¢ Free, compulsory
through high school.

¢ Eradication of illiteracy.

e Establishment of vocational
schools in the cities.

e Establishment of rural education
centers.

® Price controls on all books and
school materials.

¢ Respect for the autonomy of the
national university.

¢ Regulation of private educational
institutions.

It is in the area of the literacy cam-
paign that the government has planned
its most extensive effort. In this it will
have the aid of a Cuban team of experts
for the entire two years the program is
expected to last.

According to an agreement signed
recently, Cuba will send 1,000 or more
specialized teachers and pay their ex-
penses for the duration of the program.

education
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Solidarity Committee Formed in New Zealand

[The following article by Monica Evans
appeared in the October 5 issue of the New
Zealand Trotskyist newspaper, Socialist
Action.]

* * *

A committee is to be established in
Auckland to defend the Nicaraguan revo-
lution and to assist other groups providing
aid to the country.

George Jackson, National Secretary of
the Socialist Unity Party; Doug McCallum,
Chairman of the Otahuhu branch of the
National Union of Railwaymen; Russell
Johnson, National Secretary of the Social-
ist Action League; and Colin McFadzean,
Resource Officer for the Auckland Univer-
sity Students Association have signed an

open letter explaining the situation in Ni-
caragua.

After outlining what has happened there
in the last few months, and the huge tasks
facing the workers and peasants in build-
ing a new society, the letter outlines the
measures that are necessary to assist the
people of Nicaragua.

® The need to defend the Nicaraguan
revolution by getting out the facts about
what is happening.

* The need to provide aid in the form of
cash donations, food, clothing and medical
supplies.

® The need to explain the danger of an
intervention by the US and be prepared to
publicly oppose any move to interfere in
the process of building a new Nicaragua. [

Gary Bridges/IP-I
A group of workers repairing street in Managua. U.S. railworkers
demanded “unconditional reconstruction aid for the rebuilding of a
free and democratic Nicaragua.”

U.S. Trade Unionists Demand Aid

[The following resolution, which was
printed in the October 12 issue of the
American Trotskyist weekly, the Militant,
was passed September 27 by Lodge 1906 of
the Brotherhood of Railway and Airline
Clerks (BRAC). BRAC Lodge 1906, in
Washington, D.C., represents 500 workers,
70 percent of whom are Black.]

* . *
WHEREAS, the people of Nicaragua
have paid a great price for their freedom

from the Somoza dictatorship; the vast
destruction wrought by Somoza and his
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National Guard have left the country in a
desperate situation;

Three hundred tons of food per day are
needed to stave off the threat of starvation
and medicines, tools, and clothing are also
urgently needed;

As a final act of robbing the Nicaraguan
people, Somoza drained the national treas-
ury before he fled and thus left the country
in bankruptcy; the agricultural and indus-
trial sectors have been severely disrupted
and;

WHEREAS, the United States being the
richest country in the world, and also that

UN Releases Report
on Nicaraguan Economy

A 131-page report on the state of the
Nicaraguan economy has been released
by the United Nations' Economic Com-
mission for Latin America. The report
gives statistical information on the losses
suffered by the Nicaraguan people and
economy as a result of Somoza's
_ scorched-earth policy during the popular
uprising against the dictator.

Destruction of housing, schools, hos-
 pitals, power plants, communications
systems, factories, and commercial
buildings is detailed.

In addition to immediate aid required
to feed the population, institute basic
- health-care programs, and get the econ-
_omy funciioning again, the report recom-
mends ‘he following urgent aid pro-
grams. '

$150 million for minimal reserves for
_the Central Bank;

. $100 million for agricultural and live-
_stock production;

'{": ~ $100 million for rural deve!opment and
asmﬂm reform;

$75 mﬂﬁan to reslore industrial facili-
ﬁea, .

. 53? maliian for repair and rebuilding of

:-meded for fofﬂlazers, rapeir of olectrica!_
and tréhapon systems, pesﬁcides and

country responsible for having installed
and supported the Somoza dynasty has
shown a mediocre response toward the
tremendous needs of the Nicaraguan peo-
ple;

THEREFOQORE, be resolved, that Lodge
1906 BRAC, the citizens and trade union-
ists who produce the wealth of this coun-
try, call on the President and Congress to
live up to U.S. promises to support Nicara-
gua by immediately increasing food aid
and by granting generous unconditional
reconstruction aid for the rebuilding of a
free and democratic Nicaragua;

FURTHERMORE, BRAC Lodge 1906
supports D.C. NICA’s [Nicaragua Solidar-
ity Coalition] and any other efforts to
educate the American people about the
reality of Nicaragua today and would like
to be listed as a cosponsor of the panel and
film scheduled to take place Sunday, Oc-
tober 21, at All Souls Church “Nicaragua:
Then and Now.”
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UN Speech Aids Defense of Cuba, Nicaragua

Castro Voices Demands of ‘immense Majority of Humanity’

By Steve Clark

Speaking on behalf of “the immense
majority of humanity” and the struggle
“to eradicate poverty, hunger, disease, and
illiteracy,” Cuban President Fidel Castro
addressed the United Nations General
Assembly in New York October 12. He
spoke in his capacity as president for the
next three years of the Movement of Non-
aligned Countries, which held its sixth
summit meeting in Havana in September.

Castro's UN speech further advanced
Cuba’s growing world stature as champion
and spokesperson of the workers and pea-
sants throughout the colonial and semico-
lonial world in their fight against imperial-
ist exploitation and domination. The
Cuban government has earned this recog-
nition not through speeches, however.

“Enough of words! Now to deeds,” Cas-
tro demanded in his UN address. “Enough
of abstractions. We now want concrete
action!”

It is the anti-imperialist deeds and
actions of Cuba’s revolutionary gov-
ernment—in Africa, the Mideast, and
Latin America—and its remarkable strides
at home toward overcoming the social and
economic legacies of imperialist oppression
that have won such a reputation for the
Cuban revolution among the toilers in the
semicolonial countries.

The General Assembly gallery and meet-
ing hall were packed, with onlookers fill-
ing all the seats and standing five-deep in
the aisles. The listeners, most of them UN
or mission employees from semicolonial
countries, “interrupted Castro with ap-
plause 17 times and gave him a 1}4-minute
standing ovation at the end, punctuated
with shouts of ‘Fidel! Fidel!’” according to
New York Daily News correspondent Stan
Carter.

“The interruptions were unusual for a
UN speech,” Carter added. “The usual
practice is to applaud a speaker only at the
beginning and end of his address. Pope
Jdohn Paul, who addressed the Assembly
last week, was not interrupted.”

Castro’s audience was much larger than
the overflow crowd in the General Assem-
bly Hall, however. His appearance at the
UN was a major international event, at-
tracting interest around the world. Castro
spoke as the representative of the op-
pressed majority of the world’s population.
His message was directed to them first of
all, as well as to their oppressors.

The U.S. and Israeli delegates sat impas-
sive, though obviously disgruntled,
throughout the speech. Castro’s appear-
ance was boycotted by representatives of
the Latin American dictatorships in Gua-
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temala, Chile, Uruguay, and Paraguay;
the apartheid regime of South Africa; and
the Pol Pot tyranny that illegitimately
retains the UN seat for Kampuchea.

Qutside the UN building, 1,000 people,
including Cubans living in the United
States, had turned out in the rain and on
only a few days notice to greet Castro and
demand an end to the U.S. blockade of
Cuba. At most, only twice that number of
counterrevolutionaries showed up for a
widely publicized anti-Castro rally. This
was far short of the 10,000 to 20,000 they
had hoped for. This, too, reflected the
dramatic rise in the prestige of the Cuban
revolution, even in the heartland of impe-
rialism and within the Cuban community
that has so long been intimidated by a
small and unrepresentative minority of
right-wing terrorists.

Victory for Cuba, Nicaragua

Castro’s speech also dealt a blow to
Washington’s efforts to whip up an anti-
Cuban hysteria to justify its war moves
against Cuba, the Nicaraguan revolution,
and popular struggles elsewhere in the
Caribbean and Central America.

By laying bare the source of the conflicts
between the imperialist powers, especially
the United States, and the semicolonial
world, and by forcefully defending the
right of the peoples of Asia, Africa, and
Latin America to determine their own
future, Castro’s speech makes it more
difficult for Washington to justify new
aggression on pretexts such as the Soviet
“combat brigade.”

By further enhancing Cuba’s prestige
among the world’s toilers, the Castro
speech put added pressure on governments
to condemn any U.S. aggression from the
outset. The address registered Washing-
ton’s growing isolation in the world, and
the increasing success of Cuba in breaking
out of its U.S.-imposed quarantine.

Castro explicitly acknowledged this sig-
nificant fact of world politics in his UN
address. “We appreciate the deep feeling
and the universal resonance of the [Non-
aligned] movement’s recent denunciation
in Havana of the hostile acts, pressures,
and threats against Cuba by the United
States,” he said.

He singled out the decision at the Ha-
vana summit “to reject and condemn any
attempt to create in the Caribbean a so-
called ‘security force,’ a neocolonial mecha-
nism which is incompatible with the sover-
eignty, peace, and security” of the nations
of the Caribbean and Latin America.

He also thanked the Havana conference

for supporting Cuba’s demand for the
immediate U.S. return of Guantdnamo.
The imperialists and big business media
were painfully aware of the significance of
Cuba’s political triumph at the UN, follow-
ing by only a month the stinging blow
they had been dealt under Castro’s leader-
ship at the Havana conference.
Following that conference, Time maga-
zine's diplomatic correspondent Strobe
Talbott warned that, “If Castro should go
to the U.N. this fall, he will appear as the
foremost leader of the Third World. . . .”
Talbott’s fears were confirmed. So were
those of Christian Science Monitor corres-
pondent Louis Winitzer, writing on the eve
of Castro’s UN speech. Winitzer noted:

[Castro] addresses the United Nations General
Assembly as the leader, not of a small Caribbean
country at odds with the powerful United States,
but as the leader of the nonaligned move-
ment. . . . This fact represents for him person-
ally, and for the Cuban revolution, an undenia-
ble triumph.

His moral and diplomatic success will be
enhanced by the fact that it is happening
against the background of American saber rat-
tling in the Caribbean and on the very shores of
his island. His presence at the UN this week will
symbolize in the eyes of many third-world na-
tions the failure of the American policy that for
nearly 20 years has tried to isolate Cuba diplom-
atically and economically.

Capitalists Are Worried

While some commentators in the capital-
ist press have vainly tried to present the
speech as an attempt by Castro to present
a new, toned-down “‘statesmanlike image,”
and as a retreat from his opening speech
in Havana, this portrayal was belied by
the lead New York Times editorial the day
following the address.

“Little that Mr. Castro said at the Uni-
ted Nations yesterday was contrived to
soften American attitudes,” said the
Times. “The Cuban President has often
found it profitable to nourish American
enmity; he may still find it so. Without his
well-advertised defiances of the Yankee
giant, he would not be such a global hero
and might not have so great a claim on
Soviet subsidies.”

The Times editors don’t explain how
Cuba has “profited” from Washington’s
economic blockade, repeated assassination
attempts, orchestration of counterrevolu-
tionary invasions, other military threats.

The reference to Castro as a “global
hero” is a tipoff that what really worries
the Times and its ruling-class backers is
the authority Cuba has won through its
solidarity with the oppressed around the
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world. They bemoan the fact that Wash-
ington's hostility to Cuba “is widely
perceived as hostility to all radical social
change.” They refer to “the palpable Amer-
ican suspicion that any nationalist leader
may turn out to be a Communist” and “the
haunting fear of creating ‘another Cuba.’”

The Times editors offer no solution to
this dilemma facing their class. While they
raise the idea of relaxation of the blockade
against Cuba, they note, “To the extent
that the Cubans have eagerly answered
African calls for help, they are hardly
disposed to trade their third-world camar-
aderie for some American pottage.”

And despite Cuba’s desire for normal
diplomatic relations and an end to the U.S.
blockade, it has made clear both in word
and deed that it won't trade its support for
anti-imperialist struggles for anything
more than “pottage” either.

“Once again,” Castro told the General
Assembly, “we respond to our brothers,
and we assure the international commun-
ity that Cuba will remain true to the
principles of international solidarity.”

And if Castro’s speech didn't make that
message clear, his meeting at the Cuban
Mission with recently freed Puerto Rican
Nationalists Lolita Lebrén, Rafael Cancel
Miranda, and Irving Flores certainly
should have. “As long as there is a single
Puerto Rican who supports independence,
we will back them up,” Castro said, with
his arm around Lebrén.

Castro’s UN speech also demonstrated
the- absurdity of capitalist propaganda
branding the Cuban government a “satel-
lite” of the Kremlin. Castro himself com-
mented on the irony of this slander during
his recent interview on the CBS television
program, “60 Minutes.”

“Why, if we are a satellite country, is so
much attention paid to Cuba?’ Castro
asked correspondent Dan Rather. “And it
is obvious that the U.S. government, in the
political field, is practically paying more
attention to Cuba than to the Soviet
Union. So, then unquestionably, we are
facing a strange case of a satellite.”

Even the Times editorial obliquely ac-
knowledged Castro’s point, remarking that
“this charismatic leader of an essentially
weak country has driven the United States
into one frenzy after another, more, really,
than any other Communist head of state.”

Despite the Times's pretense at puzzle-
ment over this fact, it’s not a difficult one
to explain.

Right to Revolution

The reason is that Cuba’s revolutionary
anti-imperialism is the opposite of Mos-
cow’s policy of subordinating and betray-
ing the world revolution in pursuit of a
live-and-let-live status quo with imperial-
ism. And the American ruling class knows
that.

Castro’s UN speech from start to finish
was an eloquent defense of the right to
rebellion, the right to revolution.
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“As revolutionaries,” Castro said, “we
are not afraid of confrontation, We have
placed our trust in history and peoples.”

“Bombs may kill the hungry, the sick,
and the ignorant,” he said at the conclu-
sion of the address, “but bombs cannot kill
hunger, disease, and ignorance. Nor can
bombs kill the righteous rebellion of the
peoples. And in the holocaust, the rich,
who are the ones who have the most to lose
in this world, will also die.”

“I have not come here as a prophet of the
revolution,” Castro said. “I have not come
here to ask or to wish that the world be
violently convulsed. I have come to speak
of peace and cooperation among peoples.
And I have come to warn that if we do not
peacefully and wisely solve and eliminate
the present injustices and inequalities, the
future will be apocalyptic.”

This is the stance of any revolutionist:
The exploited and oppressed do not seek
confrontation. We do not seek violence. We
seek justice, equality, and a better life. If
the rich and powerful deny us that, we
have every right to fight for it. And if they
use violence to keep us down, they—not
we—are responsible for the consequences.

Peace with Justice

When Castro advocates peaceful coexist-
ence, as he did at the UN, he means by it
the Leninist policy of normal relations
between states. He does not mean, as the
Stalinists do, peaceful relations between
classes, between social systems, between
the oppressed and their oppressor.

“You cannot speak of peace on behalf of
tens of millions of human beings all over
the world who are starving to death or
dying of curable diseases. You cannot
speak of peace on behalf of 900 million
illiterates.”

For the oppressed nations of the world,
Castro said:

[The] principles of peaceful coexistence also
include the right of peoples under alien and
colonial domination to self-determination, to
independence, sovereignty, the territorial integ-
rity of states, the right of every country to put an
end to foreign occupation, to the acquisition of
territory by force, and the right to choose its own
social, economic, and political system.

Only in this way can peaceful coexistence be
the foundation of all international relations.

And this cannot be denied. When we analyze
the structure of the world today, we see that
these rights of our peoples are as yet not guaran-
teed.

A few sentences later, Castro affirmed:

Thus it will be understood that the final
declaration of Havana also linked the struggle
for peace with “political, moral, and material
support for the national liberation movements
and joint efforts to eliminate colonial domination
and racial discrimination.”

And as the Cubans have shown in
practice, these are not just words.

This is not what the Moscow or Peking
Stalinists mean when they speak of peace-
ful coexistence.

For the Kremlin, ratification of SALT II
is the top world priority today, and it is a
major campaign of Moscow-oriented Stali-
nist parties everywhere. This treaty deals
with arms limitations in name only. It
would ratify the continuing buildup of
strategic nuclear weapons. The Carter
administration is using SALT II to bolster
its pretensions as a peacemaker while it
actually expands both the size and diver-
sity of its death-dealing nuclear arsenal
under the terms of the treaty.

In his UN speech, Castro referred to
SALT Il in passing, saying that, “as far as
the Nonaligned countries are concerned,
those treaties are only part of the progress
toward peace.”

Unfortunately, however, SALT II is not
even “part of the progress toward peace.”
Saying that it is, with whatever qualifica-
tions, does not help expose the dangerous
fraud peddled by Washington surrounding
the treaty.

As the overwhelming bulk of Castro’s
UN speech makes clear, however, the
Stalinist campaign for passage of SALT II
has nothing in common with the Cuban
leadership’s approach to the fight for
world peace. Castro repeatedly placed the
responsibility for war squarely at the
doorstep of imperialism, U.S. imperialism
above all. As he told the General Assembly
when he spoke there nineteen years ago,
and reiterated in his recent Havana
speech, “Halt the philosophy of plunder
and the philosophy of war will be halted.”

Decisions of Havana Conference

Reporting on the decisions of the Ha-
vana conference, Castro told the UN:

If in spite of [our] approach, which was objec-
tive and uncommitted, our review of interna-
tional events became a denunciation of the
supporters of imperialism and colonialism, this
merely reflects the essential reality of today’s
world.

Castro explained the Nonaligned move-
ment’s decisions to support:

¢ the fight to eliminate from the African
continent, “and especially from southern
Africa, colonialism, racism, racial discrim-
ination, and apartheid”;

e the fight against Israeli occupation of
Arab territories and for the Palestinians’
“inalienable national rights, including
their right to return to their homeland, to
self-determination, and to the establish-
ment of an independent state in Pales-
tine’’;

e the fight for Puerto Rico’s right to
independence;

e golidarity with “the revolutionary up-
heaval in Grenada and the remarkable
victory of the people of Nicaragua and
their vanguard, the Sandinista National
Liberation Front.”

Since Castro was reporting the decisions
of the Nonaligned conference, he said
nothing about Cuba’s own position on the
events in Indochina during the past year.
The Havana meeting was divided on these
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questions, with a number of capitalist
semicolonial regimes most subservient to
imperialism, as well as the Yugoslav re-
gime, fighting to retain the seat of the
ousted Pol Pot dictatorship.

In his opening speech in Havana, Castro
had stated:

Cuba’s position on the problem of Kampuchea
is known. We recognize the only real, legitimate
government of Kampuchea . . . and we endorse
Vietnam's solidarity with that fraternal coun-
try. . . . With all our energy we condemn the
genocidal government of Pol Pot and Ieng Sary.

Cuba and Vietnam succeeded at the
Havana conference in unseating the Pol
Pot regime, but Kampuchea’s seat was left
open until a 1981 foreign ministers confer-
ence. Cuba and Vietnam also led the fight
a few weeks later to unseat the Pol Pot
gang in the UN General Assembly—an
effort that Washington was able to mar-
shal the votes to defeat.

Imperialist Exploitation

The bulk of Castro’s UN speech was a
clear and compelling analysis of the in-
creasing poverty and human misery
caused by imperialist exploitation of the
semicolonial countries in Asia, Africa, and
Latin America.

“The gap between the developed and
developing countries not only persists, but
has substantially increased,” Castro said.

“Why should some people go barefoot so
that other may travel in expensive cars?”
he asked.

“Why should some live only thirty-five
years, so that others may live seventy?

“Why should some be miserably poor, so
that others be exaggeratedly rich? I speak
on behalf of the children of the world who
don’t even have a piece of bread. I speak
on behalf of the sick who lack medicine. I
speak on behalf of those who have been
denied the right to life and to human
dignity.”

Summing up the demands passed at the
Havana conference, Castro condemned the
economic system under which the poor
countries are compelled on the world
market to sell cheap and buy dear, robbing
them of their national wealth and resour-
ces: “Unequal exchange is ruining our
peoples. It must end!”

Castro was greeted with thunderous
applause when he stated, “The debts of the
least developed countries . . . are burdens
impossible to bear, to which no solution
can be found. They must be cancelled!”

To dramatize the gross inequality and
irrationality of world capitalism, Castro
proposed a $300 billion fund to be used for
economic and social development in the
semicolonial countries over the next de-
cade.

“Diplomats from Western industrial
countries here regard the proposal as im-
practical,” the New York Times reported
the next day.

Castro had expected this hypocritical
reaction and exposed it in advance:
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Some may think that we are asking too much,
but I think that the figure itself is still mod-
The United States alone will in the 1980s
spend six times this much on military activities.

We are requesting less for ten years of develop-
ment than is spent in a single year by the
ministries of war, and much less than a tenth of
what will be spent for military purposes in ten
years.

Some may consider our demand irrational. But
where the true irrationality lies is in the world’s
madness in our era and the peril that threatens
humanity.

Pointing to the desperate need for funds,
equipment, fertilizer, fuel, and raw mate-
rials, Castro said, “If we want peace, these
resources will be required. If there are no
resources for development there will be no
peace.”

Class Struggle in Imperialist World

Castro’s UN address was directed prim-
arily at the oppressed of the colonial and
semicolonial world. Nonetheless, the UN
speech registered the Castro leadership’s
growing attention to events in the class
struggle inside the imperialist countries
and its attempt to affect those events. This
represents a positive step toward overcom-
ing one of the weaknesses that has always
marked the Castroist leadership: a lack of
interest in, detailed knowledge about, and
understanding of the decisive struggles by
workers in the advanced imperialist coun-
tries.

The Cuban Mission to the UN purchased
two pages in the Sunday, October 14, New
York Times to run the full text of Castro’s
speech. Such an effort to speak directly to
a large American audience is something
new for the Cubans. It is consistent with
the dialogue the Cuban government in-
itiated last year with the Cuban commun-
ity in the United States—an initiative that
has helped isolate the right-wing gusano
minority and allow the widespread senti-
ment for ending the blockade to surface.

In the address itself, Castro rebutted the
imperialist propaganda attempting to pit
workers in the imperialist countries
against the oil-producing nations. The
giant energy monopolies, he explained,
“have been exploiting both the producers
and consumers and reaping enormous and
unjustified windfall profits” from both.

He pointed out that the catastrophes
arising out of the irrationalities of world
capitalism endanger “most of all . . . the
underdeveloped countries and the workers
in the developed capitalist countries.” And
he stressed that his proposal for a $300
billion development fund “is not a project
that will benefit only the developing na-
tions. It will benefit all countries.”

Castro also pointed out that “the irra-
tional squandering of material goods and
the subsequent waste of economic resour-
ces by developed capitalist society [has]
already become intolerable.”

However, Castro followed up this correct
observation by stating:

Is that not the cause of the dramatic energy
crisis that we face right now? Who, if not the
non-oil-producing underdeveloped countries, has
to bear the main brunt of it?

This sentiment of the necessity of putting an
end to the waste of the consumer societies in
regard to resources is very widely held. A recent
document of the United Nations Industrial De-
velopment Organization states, “The present
way of life, especially in the industrialized coun-
tries, may have to undergo a radical and painful
change.”

But the “way of life” of the working
class in the advanced capitalist countries
in no sense contributes to the misery and
exploitation of the semicolonial and colon-
ial world. The workers in the imperialist
countries are the greatest potential allies
of the toiling masses of the dependent
countries in the struggle against their
common enemy: the imperialist ruling
classes.

Castro’s own indictment of the super-
profits of the oil monopolies and the mon-
strous U.S. war budget points toward the
possibility of a world socialist order that
from the outset dramatically raises the
living standards of the poverty-stricken
millions in the poor countries while better-
ing economic and social conditions for
workers in the economically advanced
countries as well.

All Workers Benefit

This important point was at the heart of
a recent statement by the U.S. Socialist
Workers Party’s Political Committee hail-
ing the outcome of the Havana conference.
The decisions of that gathering were “good
news for the struggles of American work-
ing people against war, against racism,
and for a better life,” the SWP explained.

[The conference] put new obstacles in the way
of the Carter administration's war drive, which
threatens to use American working people as
cannon fodder, as it did in Vietnam. . . .

More and more workers in this country are
realizing that their interests lie in opposing the
policies of the capitalist government at home
and abroad. Their thinking is beginning to
converge with the consciousness of superexploit-
ed millions in Asia, Africa, and Latin America.

They are coming to the realization that the
fate of the American working people and of the
peoples whose demands were voiced in Havana
are completely tied together.

The rule of the rich means economic ruin,
environmental destruction, and war for all of us.

Fighting together against capitalism and im-
perialism, we can open the road to the abolition
of war, inequality, exploitation, and every form
of injustice.

United, the working people of the world can
build a socialist future for humanity.

Propaganda for Soclalism

Castro’s UN speech is a powerful wea-
pon at the service of all those committed to
building such a future.

While speaking as the representative of
the Nonaligned countries, the big majority
of which remain capitalist, Castro did not
hide the Cuban view that only socialism
can lead to the just and equitable world
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order he was describing. . . . the prospect
of a world without capitalism is not too
frightening to us revolutionaries,” he said.

Quoting from his opening speech at the
Havana conference, he told the listeners,
“If the system is socially just, the possibili-
ties of survival and economic and social
development are incomparably greater.”

And driving home the point, he added:
“The history of my own country provides
irrefutable proof of this.”

Stressing that “development primarily
involves attention to human beings, who
should be the protagonists and goal of all
development efforts,” Castro described
Cuba’s investment of tens of millions of
dollars each year in schools and public
health.

While indicating this need for a socialist
transformation in the semicolonial coun-
tries, Castro placed the blame for underde-
velopment squarely where it belongs—on
finance capital in the imperialist countries.

The exploitation of the poor countries by the
rich must cease.

I know that in many poor countries there are
exploiters and those who are exploited.

1 address myself to the rich nations, asking
them to contribute. And I address myself to the
poor nations, asking them to distribute.

And he emphasized that “the task of
helping us to emerge from underdevelop-
ment is first and foremost a historic and
moral obligation for those who benefited
from the plunder of our wealth and the
exploitation of our men and women for
decades and for centuries.”

Citing the example of Cuba’s own dis-
patch of tens of thousands of doctors,
teachers, and technicians to help combat
poverty around the world, Castro stated
that although the ‘“socialist countries did
not participate in the plunder of the
world,” they “assume the obligation of
helping to overcome it.”

In saying this, Castro was telling libera-
tion movements and underdeveloped na-
tions that it is possible to insist on mate-
rial aid from the Soviet Union, and telling
the Soviet Union that it should respond to
such requests in the internationalist spirit
of the Cubans. Today, the Kremlin doles
out such aid with an eyedropper and only
then under pressure from world opinion or
as leverage in diplomatic dealings with
imperialism.

Internationalism

Castro ended his speech with both an
internationalist appeal and an ominous
warning.

“I have come to warn that if we do not
peacefully and wisely solve and eliminate
the present injustices and inequalities, the
future will be apocalyptic.”

Castro is correct. Washington’s mad
arms race and its war moves in the Carib-
bean, the Mideast, and Indochina show
that the imperialists will risk even nuclear
annihilation to defend their profits and
the oppressive system that generates those
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profits from the labor of working people
throughout the world.

How can the apocalypse that Castro
describes be avoided? How can the just
and equitable world order he envisions be
made a reality?

Castro was pointing in the right direc-
tion in his speech at the Havana confer-
ence, where he noted that “the important
role that the people of the United States
and world opinion played in ending the
criminal imperialist war against Vietnam
should not be forgotten.”

The antiwar attitudes and suspicion of
U.S. foreign policy goals among American
workers makes them an invaluable ally of
toilers throughout the world threatened

with military aggression by Washington.

In addition, Cuba’s internationalist sol-
idarity with anti-imperialist struggles
helps shift the relationship of class forces
on a world scale more and more to the
detriment of the capitalist warmakers.

In pursuing such a policy, the Castro
leadership not only contributes in an im-
mediate sense to defense of the Cuban
revolution and other struggles in the semi-
colonial world, it also buys precious time
for the workers in the advanced capitalist
countries to take political power out of the
hands of the imperialists, disarm them,
and open the road to a peaceful and
prosperous socialist future for all human-
ity. O

1960—Castro’s First Speech at United Nations

By Harry Ring

It was September 1960 and the Cuban
revolution was but twenty months old.

Washington had already targeted it for
destruction. Fidel Castro and his fellow
revolutionists clearly meant business
about a new life for the Cuban people.

And they didn't intend to be bullied by
Washington.

The U.S. capitalist press unleashed a
vitriolic slander campaign against the
revolution. Fidel Castro was depicted as a
bloody tyrant.

It was in that atmosphere that the
thirty-four-year-old leader of the Cuban
revolution arrived here to address the
United Nations.

There was a substantial Cuban commun-
ity in New York composed largely of
people who had left under the Batista
dictatorship. Soon thousands of them were
to return to their homeland.

When Fidel landed at the airport several
thousand Cubans and other partisans of
the revolution were there to greet him.

The Cuban UN delegation checked in at
a modest midtown hotel near the UN.

The hotel management hassled them
and, in a few days, cancelled the contract.

Other hotels in the area, obviously en-
couraged by government agencies, were
suddenly “filled up.”

The Cubans turned the situation into a
major political victory. They moved to a
hotel that was ready to take them—the
Theresa, which at the time was a land-
mark hotel in the Black ghetto of Harlem.

Harlem welcomed Castro and his asso-
ciates with open arms.

Night after night, huge crowds gathered
on 125th Street outside the Theresa. The
biggest crowd was estimated at 10,000.

Hundreds of Cubans came to Harlem to
demonstrate their solidarity. Blacks began
joining in.

There was an account of it in the Ameri-
can Trotskyist weekly the Militant of
October 3, 1960.

The Cubans chanted “Venceremos!”

“What does it mean?’ some young
Blacks asked.

“We will win.”

The Blacks began shouting, “Vencere-
mos!”

Impromptu street meetings and
hundreds of discussions went on for hours,

The Fair Play for Cuba Committee held
a reception for Fidel at the Theresa ball-
room.

Fidel spoke briefly, thanking the com-
mittee for its solidarity. He then circulated
around the ballroom, stopping briefly at
each table to chat with guests and—with
obvious embarrassment—to sign auto-
graphs.

His speech at the UN was political dy-
namite.

He spoke four and a half hours. It was
the most truth that body had yet heard.

He detailed some of the history of U.S.
colonial exploitation of Cuba and the
resulting misery for the Cuban people.

He spoke of the program of the revolu-
tion and some of the initial gains—
slashing rents 50 percent, cutting utility
rates, beginning a land reform program for
the landless peasants.

He described the mounting U.S. aggres-
sion against the revolution and vowed
Cuba would not yield an inch.

He declared Cuba’s solidarity with liber-
ation struggles of the time—the Congo,
Algeria.

That night the crowd outside the
Theresa was inspired.

One young Harlem resident gave the
Militant his reaction to the speech.

“Man, it was wonderful—beautiful—the
greatest! I was so tense when he was
talking. I was sure they’d cut him off. . . .
The first part, about Cuba, was good. But
the part about what’s happening in the
world—nobody ever talked the truth like
that!” O
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A Bad Day for Counterrevolutionaries

1,000 Demonstrators Greet Castro in New York

By David Frankel

NEW YORK—Undeterred by right-wing
threats and a soaking rain, 1,000 demon-
strators turned out here October 12 to
welcome Cuban President Fidel#Castro
and show their opposition to U.S. attacks
on Cuba.

The pro-Cuba rally at the United Na-
tions was too big to be contained on the
sidewalk and spilled over onto the adjoin-
ing street. As demonstrators
chanted: “Cuba si, bloqueo no!”
and “U.S. troops out of Guanté-

namo!” Rev. Manuel Espinosa,
speaking in Spanish, told the
crowd:

“They say the anti-Castro dem-
onstrators speak for the Cubans in
this country. . . . But these terror-
ists don’t represent anything! They
don’t even represent 1 percent of
the Cuban community! They're a
small minority, although they're
well organized and aided by you-
know-who. . . . We are the major-
ity! Those who oppose the blockade
are a majority!”

A leader of the Cuban commun-
ity in Miami and a central figure in
the dialogue initiated by the Cuban
government with Cubans abroad,
Espinosa has been subjected to
repeated terrorist attacks for his
activities. He received another
death threat just before the UN
demonstration.

Espinosa stressed the impor-
tance of demonstrations such as
this one in breaking the power of
the right wing. He declared that
“we know there are many Cubans
in Miami who wish they could be
here but have been prevented from
coming because they’re afraid of losing
their jobs. They've been prevented by the
threat made by a terrorist group—
terrorists who do not represent the voice of
Cubans.”

After pointing out that the 80,000 Cu-
bans from the United States and Puerto
Rico who have travelled to Cuba this year
represent the real sentiment of the Cuban
community, Espinosa said, “We’re tired of
these terrorists, we want them out of our
communities! We shouldn't have to live in
fear!”

The demonstration was organized by the
same forces that had carried out a protest
of 500 a week earlier, denouncing Presi-
dent Carter’s new military moves in the
Caribbean around the pretext of Soviet
troops in Cuba. These included individuals
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from the Antonio Maceo Brigade, a group
of young Cubans abroad who- support
normalization of relations between the
United States and Cuba; Casa de las
Américas, an organization of New York-
area Cubans who support the revolution;
the U.S. branch of the Puerto Rican Social-
ist Party; the Socialist Workers Party; and
the Communist Party.
. .

Militant/Lou Howort

There were a high proportion of Latinos
on the action, including a group of people
who came up from Miami’s Cuban com-
munity. Consuelo Pérez, a woman from
Cuba, said of the picket line: “This is
marvelous! There aren’t words for this!”

Although she said that “Fidel’s trip and
the whole dialogue are big news in Cuba,”
she was surprised by the demonstration. “I
never expected it would be like this. I
didn’t think there would be so many peo-
ple. But I guess Fidel has his people
wherever he goes.”

Salvador Orochena, an activist in the
Coalition for a Free Nicaragua, also took
part in the action. Denouncing the block-
ade against Cuba, he declared that “it is a
form of direct aggression, a direct attack

on all the countries in the Caribbean that
are in the process of revolution, especially

Cuba and Nicaragua, and also El Salva-
dor.”

Following the picket line, the demon-
strators marched to the Cuban Mission to
the United Nations. Although police had
allowed counterrevolutionary demonstra-
tors to take over the block originally desig-
nated as the rally site for the action
welcoming Castro, the marchers were able
to get within sight of the mission.

Cubans could be seen waving to the
crowd from an upstairs window, and it
was announced from the platform that
Fidel was among them. The demonstrators
responded with chants of “Fidel, Fidel,
Fidel!’; “Se siente, se siente, Fidel esta
presente!” (You can feel it, you can feel it,
Fidel is here!); and “Fidel, Fidel, Puerto
Rico te saluda!” (Fidel, Fidel, Puerto Rico
salutes you!).

Rightist thugs tried to attack the demon-
stration at the Cuban Mission, but were
unsuccessful. In general, it was a bad day
for the counterrevolutionaries.

Despite an all-out mobilization, right-
ists were unable to produce a qualitatively
larger turnout than the defenders of the
Cuban revolution. Even the most sympa-
thetic big-business news reports were un-
able to claim more than 3,000 for the
counterrevolutionary protest.

The rightists, who had predicted a turn-
out of 10,000, vented their frustration by
beating up a Black bystander who was
accused—apparently without foundation—
of being a backer of Castro. Another of
their iumber threw a pipe bomb wrapped
in a Cuban flag at the Cuban Mission. He
was charged with “possession of a deadly
weapon” and “reckless endangerment.”

Having armed and trained terrorist
groups for years, and encouraged them in
their bloodthirsty attacks on Cuba, U.S.
authorities had to mount a massive police
operation to protect Castro against their
own creatures while he was in New York.

The bourgeois media tried to play on the
security provided for Castro to turn public
opinion against the Cuban leader. The
New York Times, for example, quoted one
resident of the wealthy midtown area near
the United Nations complex and the Cu-
ban mission as saying of the security
measures: “Now I've seen what it's like to
live in a police state.”

The gutter press even complained about
the money spent by the city government to
protect Castro. No such complaints were
made, of course, about the millions spent
on security for Pope John Paul II the week
before.

In any case, the sniping and carping by
the capitalist media certainly failed to
erase the impression made around the
world by Castro’s speech at the United
Nations. And it cannot hide the fact that
for the second time in a week defenders of
the Cuban revolution were able to take to
the streets and successfully demonstrate,
despite all-out mobilizations by counterre-
volutionary thugs. |
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U.S. Steps Up Threats in Caribbean

By David Frankel

As Cuban President Fidel Castro ad-
dressed the United Nations General As-
sembly October 12, 1,600 U.S. Marines
were landing on Cuban territory at the
Guantdnamo Bay Naval Base—the oldest
foreign base occupied by the U.S. military.

Referring in his speech to Washington’s
crude attempts to intimidate the Cuban
people and its blatant violations of their
sovereign rights, Castro said:

“In Havana [at the Nonaligned confer-
ence], the Cuban people’s right to choose
their political and social system was sup-
ported, as was their claim to territory
occupied by the Guantdnamo base, and the
condemnation of the blockade with which
the United States government continues
its efforts to isolate the Cuban revolution,
seeking to destroy it.

“We appreciate the deep feeling and the
international importance of the move-
ment’s recent denunciation in Havana of
the hostile acts, pressures, and threats
against Cuba by the United States, declar-
ing them to be a flagrant violation of the
charter of the United Nations and of the
the principles of international law, as a
threat to world peace.”

As for Washington’s hopes that such
pressures will cause Cuba to abandon its
support for anti-imperialist struggles
around the world, Castro declared that “we
assure the international community that
Cuba will remain true to the principles of
international solidarity.”

A report in the October 13 Washington
Post indicated that the American rulers
are moving ahead with more aggressive
steps in the Caribbean. Writers John
Goshko and George Wilson reported that
“the Carter administration is moving to
establish a multinational Caribbean sea-
going patrol force as part of its effort to
show resolve in the face of Cuban and
Soviet aggressiveness in the Western Hem-
isphere. . . . "

“Cuban and Soviet aggressiveness” are
State Department code words for the
threat of social revolution in Central
America and the Caribbean. As Goshko
and Wilson noted, “The administration
Caribbean task force, representing the
White House, State Department and Penta-
gon, is reviewing the military needs of El
Salvador, Guatemala and Honduras with
an eye to selling them ‘nonlethal’ equip-
ment.”

This move to renew open and direct
military sales to the three Central Ameri-
can dictatorships most severely shaken by
the Nicaraguan revolution—a trial balloon
for more substantial forms of aid—goes to
the core of what is really worrying Wash-
ington.
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“Air Force Lt. Gen. John S. Pustay, who
represents the Joint Chiefs of Staff in
many of the Caribbean task force meet-
ings, said in an interview yesterday that
the military threat from the Soviet brigade
in Cuba ‘is virtually zilch [zero],’” Goshko
and Wilson reported.

“The worrisome threat in the Caribbean,

he said, stems from the paramilitary oper-
ations of Cuban forces, with their ‘covert
assistance’ to the overthrow of President
Anastasio Somoza of Nicaragua a recent
example.”

Labeling the real aggressor in his UN
speech, Castro asserted that “the expe-
rience lived through in other areas led the
heads of state or government [at the Ha-
vana conference] to reject and condemn
any attempt to create in the Caribbean a
so-called security force, a neocolonial
mechanism which is incompatible with the
sovereignty, peace, and security of these
countries.” O

Grenada Demands U.S. Withdrawal From Caribbean

By Ernest Harsch

UNITED NATIONS—The Carter ad-
ministration’s war moves in the Carib-
bean, in particular its plans to establish a
permanent military intervention force for
the region, has drawn a sharp reaction
from the new government of Grenada.

Speaking before the Thirty-fourth Gen-
eral Assembly here on October 10, and at a
news conference at the UN the following
day, Prime Minister Maurice Bishop de-
manded the “immediate withdrawal” of
U.S. forces from the Caribbean.

“We reject the United States plan to set
up a military task force,” he said. “We
believe that it represents interference in
the sovereign affairs of our country.”

Bishop pointed out that more than
30,000 American troops were already
based in the Caribbean: in Panama,
Puerto Rico, and at Guantdnamo Naval
Base in Cuba. He declared his govern-
ment’s support to the Cuban demands for
the dismantlement of the Guantdnamo
base and the withdrawal of American
troops from Cuban soil.

“We have reason to be concerned about
these developments,” Bishop stressed,
pointing to Washington’s past military
interventions and destabilization efforts in
the Caribbean region—as in Cuba, the
Dominican Republic, Panama, Guatemala,
and other countries.

Carter’s October 1 speech, in which he
outlined Washington’s military steps in
the Caribbean—directed in particular
against Cuba—came in response to the
recent upheavals in the region, Bishop
stated.

“A wind of change is blowing through
the Caribbean,” he declared, citing the
examples of the “popular uprising in Nica-
ragua, the revolution in Grenada,” and the
recent changes of government in the is-
lands of Dominica and Saint Lucia.

Bishop himself came to power as a result
of an armed uprising in Grenada March
13, in which the pro-Washington dictator-
ship of Sir Eric Gairy was overthrown.

Bishop is the leader of the New Jewel
Movement, which at the time of Grenada'’s
independence in 1974 led a general strike
by dockers and other workers against the
Gairy regime.

The Bishop government has established
close relations with Cuba, and in July
signed a scientific and technological agree-
ment with it, under which Cuban technical
experts were to aid the new Grenadian
government.

When asked at the October 11 news
conference here how he ‘justified” his
regime’s ties with Cuba, Bishop replied,
“We do not feel we have to justify it.”

Bishop then added, “As far as we are
concerned, Cuba has led a very important
process, from which we have learned a lot
and from which we continue to learn a
lot.” He called Fidel Castro an “outstand-
ing figure,” both in the Caribbean and
throughout the world.

On the social and economic policies of
his government, Bishop stated at the news
conference that while foreign investors
were still welcome in Grenada, the govern-
ment would insist on certain guidelines,
especially that “workers must be allowed
to form and to join trade unions. The basic
human rights of workers—of the majority
of the people—must be respected.”

In his speech before the UN General
Assembly, Bishop also outlined his govern-
ment’s foreign policy.

He stated that the world economic sys-
tem, which was based on years of imperial-
ism and colonialism, was “manifestly un-
just” and should be changed. He called for
support to the rights of the Palestinian
people and rejected the Camp David ac-
cords. He expressed his government'’s sup-
port for the Heng Samrin regime in Kam-
puchea.

Bishop also backed the struggles of the
peoples of the Western Sahara, Namibia,
Zimbabwe, and South Africa, and de-

.manded the imposition of sanctions

against the racist regimes of southern
Africa. m]
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Full Text of Fidel Castro’s Speech at United Nations

‘I Speak on Behalf of Children of World
Who Don’t Even Have a Piece of Bread’

[The following is the full text of the speech given by Fidel
Castro before the United Nations General Assembly on October
12. This translation is based on the UN’s simultaneous transla-
tion, corrected against the original Spanish text by Intercontinen-
tal Press/Inprecor. Another translation was subsequently re-
leased by the Cuban mission to the UN.]

* * *

Most Esteemed President:
Distinguished representatives of the world community:

I have not come to speak about Cuba. I am not here to denounce
before this Assembly the aggressions to which our small but
honorable country has been subjected for twenty years. Nor have
I come to injure with unneccessary adjectives the powerful
neighbor in his own house.

We have been charged by the Sixth Conference of heads of state
or government of the Movement of Nonaligned Countries to
present to the United Nations the results of its deliberations and
the positions to be derived from them.

We are ninety-five countries from all the continents, represent-
ing the immense majority of humanity. We are united by the
determination to defend the cooperation between our countries,
free national and social development, sovereignty, security, equal-
ity, and self-determination.

We are associated in our determination to change the present
system of international relations, based as it is on injustice,
inequality, and oppression. In international politics we act as an
independent world factor.

Meeting in Havana, the movement has just reaffirmed its
principles and confirmed its objectives.

The Nonaligned countries stress that it is imperative to do away
with the enormous inequality that separates the developed coun-
tries from the developing countries. We are struggling to eradicate
poverty, hunger, disease, and illiteracy, from which hundreds of
millions of human beings still suffer.

We aspire to a new world order, one based on justice, on equity,
and on peace. One that will replace the unjust and unequal system
that prevails today, in which, as proclaimed in the final declara-
tion of Havana, “wealth is still concentrated in the hands of a few
powers, whose wasteful economies are maintained by the exploita-
tion of the workers as well as the transfer and plunder of the
natural and other resources of the peoples of Africa, Latin
America, Asia, and other regions of the world.”

Peace with Equality

Among the problems to be debated in the present session of the
General Assembly, peace is a concern of the first order. The
search for peace also constitutes an aspiration of the Movement of
Nonaligned Countries and has been the subject of its attention at
the Sixth Conference. But for our countries, peace is indivisible.
We want a peace that will equally benefit the large and small, the
strong and weak, peace that will embrace all regions of the world
and reach all its citizens.

Since its very inception the Movement of Nonaligned Countries
has considered that the principles of peaceful coexistence should
be the cornerstone of international relations, constituting the
basis for the strengthening of peace and international security,
for the relaxation of tensions and the expansion of that process to
all regions of the world and to all aspects of international
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relations, and must be universally applied in relations among
states.

But, at the same time, the Sixth Summit considered that these
principles of peaceful coexistence also include the right of peoples
under alien and colonial domination to self-determination, to
independence, sovereignty, the territorial integrity of states, the
right of every country to put an end to foreign occupation, to the
acquisition of territory by force, and the right to choose its own
social, economic, and political system.

Only in this way can peaceful coexistence be the foundation for
all international relations.

And this cannot be denied. When we analyze the structure of the
world today, we see that these rights of our peoples are as yet not
guaranteed. The Nonaligned countries know full well who our
historic enemies are, where the threats come from, and how to
combat them.

That is why in Havana we resolved to reaffirm that “the
quintessence of the policy of nonalignment, in accordance with its
original principles and essential character, involves the struggle
against imperialism, colonialism, and neocolonialism, apartheid,
racism, including Zionism, and all forms of foreign aggression,
occupation, domination, interference, or hegemony as well as the
struggle against great power and bloc policies.”

Thus it will be understood that the final declaration of Havana
also linked the struggle for peace with “political, moral, and
material support for the national liberation movements and joint
efforts to eliminate colonial domination and racial discrimina-
tion.”

The Nonaligned countries have always attached great impor-
tance to the possibility and necessity of détente among the great
powers. Thus the Sixth Conference pointed with great concern to
the fact that in the period that elapsed after the Colombo summit
conference there was a certain stagnation in the process of
détente, which has continued to be limited “both in scope and
geographically.”

On the basis of that concern the Nonaligned countries—who
have made disarmament and denuclearization one of the perman-
ent and most prominent objectives of their struggle, and who took
the initiative in the convocation of the tenth special session of the
General Assembly on disarmament—examined the results of
negotiations on strategic arms and the agreements known as
SALT II. They feel that these negotiations constitute an impor-
tant step in the negotiations between the two main nuclear powers
and could open up prospects for more comprehensive negotiations

leading to general disarmament and relaxation of international
tensions.

But as far as the Nonaligned countries are concerned, those
treaties are only part of the progress toward peace. Although
negotiations between the great powers constitute a decisive
element in the process, the Nonaligned countries once again
reiterated that the endeavor to consolidate détente, to extend it to
all parts of the world, and to avert the nuclear threat, the arms
build up, and war is a task in which all the peoples of the world
should participate and exercise their responsibility.

Mr. President, basing ourselves on the concept of the universal-
ity of peace, and on the need to link the search for peace, extended
to all countries, with the struggle for national independence, full
sovereignty, and full equality among states, we, the heads of state
or government who met at the Sixth Summit Conference in
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Havana, gave our attention to the most pressing problems in
Africa, Asia, Latin America, and other regions.

It is important to stress that we started from an independent
position that was not linked to policies that might stem from the
contradiction between the great powers. If in spite of that
approach, which was objective and uncommitted, our review of
international events became a denunciation of the supporters of
imperialism and colonialism, this merely reflects the essential
reality of today’s world.

Colonlalism, Racism, Apartheld

Thus, having started the analysis of the situation in Africa, and
having recognized the progress made in the African peoples’
struggle for their emancipation, the heads of state or government
stressed that a fundamental problem of the region is the need to
eliminate from the continent, and especially from southern Africa,
colonialism, racism, racial discrimination, and apartheid.

It was indispensable that we stress the fact that the colonialist
and imperialist powers were continuing their aggressive policies
with the aim of perpetuating, regaining, or extending their
domination and exploitation of the African nations.

And that is precisely the dramatic situation in Africa. The
Nonaligned countries could not fail to condemn the attacks on
Mozambique, on Zambia, on Angola, on Botswana, the threats
against Lesotho, the destabilization efforts that are constantly
being made in that area, the role played by the racist regimes of
Rhodesia and South Africa. The pressing need for Zimbabwe and
Namibia to be completely liberated quickly is not just a cause
of the Nonaligned countries or of the most progressive forces of
our era, but is already contained in resolutions and agreements of
the international community through the United Nations, and it
implies duties that must be taken up and whose infractions must
be denounced internationally.

Therefore, when in the final declaration the heads of state or
government approved the condemnation by name of a number of
Western countries, headed by the United States, for their direct or
indirect collaboration in the maintenance of racist oppression and
South Africa’s criminal policy, and when on the other hand they
recognized the role played by the Nonaligned countries, the
United Nations, the Organization of African Unity, the socialist
countries, the Scandinavian countries, and other democratic and
progressive forces in supporting the struggle of the peoples of
Africa, this did not involve even the slightest manifestation of
ideological leaning. It was simply the faithful expression of

Today one hour of labor in the developed
countries is exchanged for 10 hours of
labor in underdeveloped countries . . .

objective reality. To condemn South Africa without mentioning
those who make its criminal policies possible would have been
incomprehensible,

More forcibly and urgently than ever, the Sixth Summit Confer-
ence expressed the need not only to end the situation in which the
Zimbabwean and Namibian peoples’ right to independence is
denied and the Black men and women of South Africa’s pressing
need to attain a status in which they are considered as equal,
respected human beings is denied, but also to guarantee condi-
tions of respect and peace for all the countries of the region.

The continued support for the movements of national liberation,
the Patriotic Front and SWAPO, was a decision that was as
unanimous as it was expected. And let us state very clearly now
that this is not a case of expressing a unilateral preference for
solutions through armed struggle. It is true that the conference
praised the people of Namibia, and of SWAPQ which is their sole
and authentic representative, for having stepped up the armed
struggle and for advancing in it, and called for total and
effective support for that form of combat. But that was due to the
fact that the South African racists have slammed the door on any
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real negotiations and the fact that the efforts to achieve nego-
tiated solutions go no farther than mere maneuvers.

The attitude toward the Commonwealth’s decisions at its
Lusaka meetings last August to have the British government, as
an authority in Southern Rhodesia, call a conference to discuss
the problems of Zimbabwe confirmed the fact that the Nonaligned
countries are not opposed to solutions that may be achieved
without armed struggle, so long as they lead to the creation of an
authentic majority government and so long as independence is
achieved in a manner satisfactory to the fighting peoples, and
that this be done in accordance with the resolutions of such bodies
as the Organization of African Unity, the United Nations, and
our own Nonaligned countries.

Mr. President, the Sixth Summit once again had to express its
regret over the fact that Resolution 1514 of the General Assembly
of the United Nations, concerning the granting of independence to
colonial countries and peoples, has not been applied to Western
Sahara. We should recall that the decisions of the Nonaligned
countries and the resolutions of the United Nations, and more
specifically General Assembly Resolution 3331, have all reaf-
firmed the inalienable rights of the people of Western Sahara to
self-determination and independence.

In this problem Cuba feels a very special responsibility since it
has been a member of the United Nations commission that
investigated the situation in Western Sahara, and this enabled
our representatives to verify the Saharaoui people’s total desire
for self-determination and independence.

We repeat here that the position of the Nonaligned countries is
not one of antagonism against any country. The welcome that we
gave to the agreement between the Republic of Mauritania and
the POLISARIO Front and to the Republic of Mauritania's
decision to withdraw its forces from the territory of Western
Sahara is in keeping with the application of our principles and the
agreements of the United Nations, as is our deploring the
extension of Morrocco’s armed occupation of the southern part of
Western Sahara, previously administered by Mauritania.

Therefore the conference expressed its hope that the ad-hoc
committee established at the Sixteenth OAU Summit Conference
would make it possible to insure that the people of the Sahara
would be allowed to exercise their right to self-determination and
independence as soon as possible.

That same principle and that same position determined the
resolution on Mayotte and the Malagasy islands and the need for
them to be reintegrated into the Comoros and Madagascar respec-
tively.

Self-Determination for Palestine

Mr. President, there can be no doubt that the problem of the
Middle East has become one of the situations that give rise to the
greatest concern in today’s world. The Sixth Summit Conference
examined it in its two-fold dimension.

On the one hand the conference reaffirmed that Israel’s determi-
nation to continue to follow its policy of aggression, expansion-
ism, and colonial settlement in the occupied territories, with the
support of the United States, constitutes a serious threat to world
peace and security.

The conference also examined the problem from the standpoint
of the rights of the Arab countries and of the Palestinian question.

For the Nonaligned countries the Palestinian question is the
very crux of the problem of the Middle East. They both form an
integral whole and neither can be settled in isolation from the
other,

No just peace can be established in the region unless it is based
on total and unconditional withdrawal by Israel from all the
occupied Arab territories as well as the return to the Palestinian
people of all their occupied territories and the restoration of their
inalienable national rights, including their right to return to their
homeland, to self-determination, and to the establishment of an
independent state in Palestine in accordance with Resolution 3236
of the General Assembly.

This means that all measures taken by Israel in the occupied
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Palestinian and other Arab territories, including the establish-
ment of colonies or settlements on Palestinian land or other Arab
territories, whose immediate dismantlement is a prerequisite for a
solution of the problem, are illegal, null, and void.

As 1 stated in my address to the Sixth Summit Conference, “. . .
we are not fanatics. The revolutionary movement has always
learned to hate racial discrimination and pogroms of any kind.
From the bottom of our heart, we repudiate the merciless persecu-
tion and genocide that the Nazis once visited on the Jews, but
there is nothing in recent history that parallels it more than the
dispossession, persecution and genocide that imperialism and the
Zionists are currently practicing against the Palestinian people.

“Pushed off their lands, expelled from their own country,
scattered throughout the world, persecuted and murdered, the
heroic Palestinians are a vivid example of sacrifice and patriot-
ism, living symbols of the most terrible crime of our era.” [Ap-
plause]

Can anyone be surprised that the conference, for reasons that
stemmed not from any political prejudice, but rather from an
objective analysis of the facts, was obliged to point out that the
United States policy, in aligning itself with Israel and in support-
ing it and working to attain partial solutions that are favorable to
Zionist aims and to guarantee the fruits of Israel’s aggression at
the expense of the Palestinian Arab people and the entire Arab
nation, played a major role in preventing the establishment of a
just and comprehensive peace in the region?

The facts, and only the facts, led the conference to condemn the
policies and maneuvers of the United States in that region.

When the heads of state or government arrived at the consensus
that condemned the Camp David agreement and the Egyptian-
Israeli treaty of March 1979, their formulations had been preceded
by long hours of detailed study and fruitful exchanges which
allowed the conference to consider those treaties not only as a
complete abandonment of the cause of the Arab countries, but
also as an act of complicity with the continuing occupation of
Arab territories.

These words are harsh. But the words are true and just. It is not
the Egyptian people who have been subjected to the judgment of
the Movement of Nonaligned Countries. The Egyptian people
command the respect of each and every one of our countries, and
enjoy the solidarity of all our peoples.

The same voices that were raised to denounce the Camp David
agreements and the Egyptian-Israeli treaty eulogized Gamal
Abdel Nasser, a founder of the movement and an upholder of the
fighting traditions of the Arab nation. No one has been unaware
and no one will ever be unaware of Egypt’s historic role in Arab
culture and development or of its merits as a founding nation and
a driving force in the Movement of the Nonaligned Countries.

The conference also gave its attention to the problems of
Southeast Asia. The growing conflicts and tensions that have
been created in the region are a threat to peace that must be
avoided.

Similar concern was expressed by the Sixth Summit Conference
regarding the situation of the Indian Ocean. The declaration
adopted eight years ago by the United Nations General Assembly
that the Indian Ocean should be a zone of peace has not been
fulfilled. The military presence in the region is not reduced, but
rather is growing. Military bases have now reached as far as
South Africa, and are also serving as a means for surveillance
against the African liberation movements. The talks between the
United States and the Soviet Union are still suspended, despite
the recent agreement between the two countries to discuss their
resumption.

All this led to the Sixth Summit Conference’s invitation to all
states concerned to work effectively to fulfill the objectives of the
declaration of the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace.

The Sixth Conference also analyzed other issues of regional and
world interest, such as those touching on European security and
cooperation, the problem of the Mediterranean, the tensions that
still exist there and that have now been increased as a result of
Israel’s aggressive policy and the support given it by certain
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imperialist powers.

The conference also studied the situation in Cyprus, an island
still partially occupied by foreign troops, and Korea, still divided
despite the Korean people’s desire for a unified homeland. This led
the Nonaligned states to reaffirm and broaden resolutions of
solidarity aimed at fulfilling the aspirations of both peoples.

It would be impossible to refer to all the political decisions of the
Sixth Summit Conference. If we were to do so we would be unable
to touch upon what we consider to be one of the most fundamental
aspects of that Sixth Summit Conference: namely its economic
perspectives—the clamor of the people of the developing_countries,
weary as they are of their backwardness and the suffering it
engenders. Cuba as the host country will present to all members
of the international community copies of the conference’s final
declaration and additional resolutions. But before informing you
of how the Nonaligned countries view the world economic situa-
tion and what demands they make and what hopes they nurture,
perhaps you will allow me to take a few more moments to inform
you of the final declaration’s approach concerning Latin Ameri-
can issues of the moment.

U.S. Hands Off Latin America

The fact that the Sixth Conference was held in Latin America
allowed the heads of state or government meeting there to recall
that the peoples of that region began their efforts to obtain
independence at the very beginning of the nineteenth century.
They also did not forget, as is said in the declaration, that “Latin
America is one of the regions of the world that historically has
suffered the most from the aggression of imperialism, colonialism
and neo-colonialism from the United States and Europe.”

The participants in the conference were forced to point out that
remnants of colonialism, neocolonialism, and national oppression
still remain in that area of struggle. Thus the conference spoke out
in favor of the eradication of colonialism and all its forms and
manifestations. It condemned the presence of foreign military
bases in Latin America and the Caribbean, such as those in Cuba

Once again, we assure the international
community that Cuba will remain true to
principles of international solidarity . . .

and Puerto Rico, and again demanded that the government of the
United States and other colonial powers restore to those countries.
that part of their territory occupied by those bases against the will
of their people.

The experience lived through in other areas led the heads of
state or government to reject and condemn any attempt to create
in the Caribbean a so-called “security force,” a neocolonial
mechanism which is incompatible with the sovereignty, peace,
and security of these countries.

By calling for the restitution of the Malvinas Islands to the
Republic of Argentina, by reaffirming its support for the inaliena-
ble right of the people of Belize to self-determination, indepen-
dence, and territorial integrity, the conference once again gave
evidence of what its declaration had defined as the very quintes-
sence of nonalignment. It welcomed the fact that as of October 1
the treaties on the Panama canal concluded between the Republic
of Panama and the United States would enter into force. It gave
its full support to those treaties and it called for their being fully
respected in both letter and spirit, and called on all the states of
the world to adhere to the protocol of the treaty concerning the
permanent neutrality of the Panama Canal.

The heads of state and government reiterated their solidarity
with the struggle of the Puerto Rican people and their inalienable
right to self-determination, independence, and territorial integrity,
despite all the pressure, the threats, and the flattery that was
brought to bear by the U.S. government, despite the United States
government’s demand that the issue of Puerto Rico be considered
an internal question of the United States. And they called upon
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the government of the United States of America to refrain from
any political or repressive maneuvers tending to perpetuate the
colonial status of that country. [Applause]

No more appropriate tribute could be paid to the Latin Ameri-
can traditions of freedom and to the heroic people of Puerto Rico,
who in recent days have just celebrated another anniversary of
the “Cry of Lares,” which expressed their indomitable will for
freedom some hundred years ago.

When speaking to the Latin American reality, the heads of state
or government, who had already analyzed the significance of the
liberating process that took place in Iran, could not fail to refer to
the revolutionary upheaval in Grenada and the remarkable
victory of the people of Nicaragua and their vanguard, the
Sandinista National Liberation Front [Applause] and to emphas-
ize the historic significance of that event for the peoples of Latin
America and of the world. The heads of state or government also
stressed something new in Latin American relations, something
that sets an example for other regions of the world; namely the
way in which the governments of Panama, Costa Rica, and
Mexico, as well as the member countries of the subregional
Andean Pact—Bolivia, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Vene-
zuela—acted in consort and solidarity to achieve a just solution of
the Nicaraguan problem, as well as Cuba’s traditional solidarity
with the cause of that people.

End the Blockade

I confess that these considerations on Latin America would
alone have justified the Cuban people’s efforts and the work of the
hundreds of thousands of men and women of our country who
were determined to enable Cuba to give a worthy welcome to the
fraternal nations of the Movement of Nonaligned Countries at the
Havana summit conference. But for Cuba there was much more
than this. There is something that, on behalf of our people, we
would like to thank you for in this forum of the United Nations. In
Havana, the Cuban people’s right to choose their political and
social system was supported, as was their claim to the territory
occupied by the Guantdnamo base, and the condemnation of the
blockade with which the United States government continues its
efforts to isolate the Cuban revolution, seeking to destroy it.
[Applause]

We appreciate the deep feeling and the universal resonance
of the movement’s recent denunciation in Havana of the hostile
acts, pressures, and threats against Cuba by the United States,
declaring them to be a flagrant violation of the charter of the
United Nations and of the principles of international law, as a
threat to world peace.

Once again, we respond to our brothers, and we assure the
international community that Cuba will remain true to the
principles of international solidarity.

An Arduous Battle

Mr. President, history has taught us that when a people, freeing
itself from a colonial or neocolonial system obtains its indepen-
dence, it is at one and the same time the last act in a lengthy
struggle and the first in a new and arduous battle. Because the
independence, sovereignty, and freedom of our apparently free
peoples are constantly threatened by foreign control over their
natural resources, by financial impositions by official interna-
tional bodies, and by the precarious situation of their economies,
all of which reduce the fullness of our sovereignty.

For this reason, at the very beginning of their analysis of the
world economic problems, the heads of state or government,

“Once again solemnly emphasized the paramount importance of
consolidating political independence through economic emancipa-
tion . . . and they therefore reiterated that the existing interna-
tional economic system runs counter to the basic interests of the
developing countries and is profoundly unjust and incompatible
with the development of the Nonaligned countries and other
developing countries, and does not contribute to the elimination of
the economic and social evils that afflict those countries. . . .”
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“You cannot speak of peace on behalf of tens of
millions of human beings all over the world who are
starving to death or dying of curable diseases. You
cannot speak of peace on behalf of 900 million illiter-
ates.”

And furthermore, they emphasized “the historic mission that
the Movement of Nonaligned Countries should play in the
struggle to obtain the economic and political independence of all
developing countries and peoples; to exercise their full and
permanent sovereignty and control over their natural and all
other resources and economic activities; and to promote a funda-
mental restructuring of the world economy through the establish-
ment of the new international economic order.”

And the statement concludes with the following words: “The
struggle to eliminate the injustice of the existing international
economic system and to establish a new international economic
order is an integral part of the people’s struggle for political,
economic, cultural, and social liberation.”

It is not necessary to show here how profoundly unjust and
incompatible with the development of the underdeveloped coun-
tries the existing international economic system is. The figures
are already so well known that it unnecessary for us to repeat
them here.

There are discussions on whether there are only 400 million
undernourished people in the world or whether the figure has once
again risen to 450 million, as certain international documents
stated, Four hundred million hungry men and women already
constitute too heavy an accusation.

But nobody doubts that all the hopes that have been raised ir
the developing countries appear to have been dashed and extin-
guished at this ending of the second development decade.

The director-general of the Food and Agricultural Organization
council has acknowledged that “progress is still disappointingly
slow in relation to the long-term development goals contained in
the International Development Strategy, in the Declaration and
the Program of Action on the Establishment of the New Interna-
tional Economic Order, and in the Resolution of the World Food
Conference and in several subsequent conferences.” We are still
far from having achieved the modest 4 percent annual average
increase in the developing countries’ food and agricultural produc-
tion, which was proposed ten years ago to solve some of the most

1015




pressing problems of world hunger and to approach still-low
consumption levels. As a result of this, food imports by the
developing countries, which right now constitute an aggravating
factor on their unfavorable balance of payments, will soon,
according to FAO figures, reach unmanageable proportions.

In the face of this, official commitments of foreign aid to
agriculture in the developing countries are falling off. This
panorama cannot be prettied up. At times certain official docu-
ments reflect circumstantial increases in the agricultural produc-
tion of some areas of the underdeveloped world, or stress the
cyclical price increases registered by some agricultural items. But
these are cases of transitory advances and of short-lived advan-
tages.

The developing countries’ agricultural export revenues are still
unstable and insufficient to meet their import needs for food,
fertilizers, and other items required to raise their own production.
Per capita food production in Africa in 1977 was 11 percent below
that of ten years earlier,

While backwardness in agriculture is perpetuated, the process of
industrialization cannot advance either. And it cannot advance
because most of the developed countries view the industrialization
of the developing countries as a threat.

Industrial Stagnation

In 1975, the Lima World Conference on Industrialization pro-
posed as a goal to the developing countries that we be responsible
for 25 percent of the world’s manufacturing output by the year
2000. But the progress from the Lima conference to today has
been so insignificant that if the measures proposed by the Sixth
Summit Conference are not implemented and if a crash program
is not put into effect to modify the economic policies of most of the
developed countries, that target will never be met. We now
account for less than 9 percent of the world’s manufactured
output.

Our dependency is once again expressed in the fact that the
countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America import 26.1 percent
of the manufactured goods that enter into international trade, and
we export only 6.3 percent of them.

It may be said that some industrial expansion is taking place.
But it does not take place at the necessary pace, nor in the key
industries of industrial economy. This was pointed out at the
Havana conference. The world redistribution of industry, the so-
called industrial redeployment, should not consist of a new
confirmation of the deep economic inequalities that emerged in
the colonial era of the nineteenth century. At that time we were
condemned to be producers of raw materials and cheap agricultu-
ral products. Now, an effort is being made to use the abundant
labor power and starvation wages in the developing countries to
transfer to them the low technology industries, the industries of
lowest productivity, and those that most pollute the environment.
We categorically reject this.

The developed market-economy countries today absorb more
than 85 percent of the world’s manufactured goods, including
those whose industrial production requires the highest technol-
ogy. They also control more than 83 percent of all industrial
exports; 26 percent of those exports go to the developing countries,
whose markets they monopolize.

The most serious aspect of this dependent structure is that our
imports, that is, consumer items as well as capital goods, are all
manufactured according to the demands, needs, and technology of
the most developed industrial countries and the patterns of
consumer societies, which are thus introduced through the chinks
of our trade, contaminating our own societies, and in this way
adding a new element to the already permanent structural crisis.

The result of all this, as was noted by the heads of state or
government in Havana, is that the gap between the developed and
developing countries not only persists, but has substantially
increased. The relative share of the developing countries in the
world output decreased considerably during the last two decades,
which has still more disastrous effects on such problems as
malnutrition, illiteracy, and poor sanitation and health services.
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Some would like to solve the tragic problem of humanity with
drastic measures to reduce the population. They remember that
wars and epidemics helped to reduce population in other eras.
They wish to go even further. They want to blame underdevelop-
ment on the population explosion.

But the population explosion is not the cause, but the result of
underdevelopment. Development will bring solutions to the prob-
lems of poverty and also, through education and culture, will help
our countries to attain rational and adequate rates of growth.

A recent report put out by the World Bank paints an even
blacker picture. It is possible—the report says—that by the year
2000 some 600 million people on this earth may still be submerged
in absolute poverty.

Mr. President, distinguished representatives, the state of agri-
cultural and industrial backwardness from which the developing
countries have still not managed to emerge is, as the Sixth
Summit Conference pointed out, undoubtedly the result of unjust
and unequal international relations. But, as the Havana declara-
tion also points out, to this is now added the prolonged world
economic crisis.

I shall not dwell too long on this aspect. Let us however state
that we heads of state or government consider that the crisis of
the international economic system is not a phenomenon of a
cyclical nature, but is rather a symptom of the underlying
structural maladjustments and of a disequilibrium that are part of
its very nature; and that that imbalance has been aggravated by
the refusal of the developed market-economy countries to control
their external imbalances and their high rates of inflation and
unemployment. That inflation has precisely been engendered in
those developed countries that refuse now to implement the only
measures that could eliminate it. And let us further point out, and
this is something to which we will return later and which has also

The debts of the least developed countries
are burdens impossible to bear, to

which no solution can be found.

They must be cancelled!

been set down in the Havana declaration, that this crisis is also
the result of the persisting inequality in international economic
relations, so that eliminating the inequality, as we propose, will
contribute to reducing and eliminating the crisis itself.

Havana Conference Guidelines

What are the main guidelines formulated in Havana by the
representatives of the movement of nonaligned countries?

We condemn the persistent diversion of human and material
resources into an arms race which is unproductive, wasteful, and
dangerous to humanity. [Applause] And we demand that a
substantial part of the resources now devoted to arms, particu-
larly by the major powers, be used for economic and social
development.

We expressed our grave concern over the negligible progress
that has been made in the negotiations for the implementation of
the declaration and the program of action on the establishment of
a new international economic order. We point out that this was
due to the lack of political will on the part of most of the developed
countries and we specifically censure the delaying, diversionary,
and divisive tactics adopted by those countries. The failure of the
fifth UNCTAD session highlighted that very situation.

We confirm that the unequal exchange in international eco-
nomic relations, defined as an essential characteristic of the
system, has, if possible, become even more unequal. While the
prices of manufactured goods, capital goods, foodstuffs, and
services that we import from the developed countries are con-
stantly rising, the prices of the raw materials we export are
stagnating and are subject to constant fluctuation. The terms
of exchange have worsened. We emphasized that protectionism,
one of the factors aggravating the Great Depression of the 1930s,
has been reintroduced by some developed countries.
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The conference deplored the fact that in the GATT negotiations
the developed countries belonging to it did not take into account
the interests and concerns of the developing countries, especially
the least developed among them.

The conference also denounced the way in which certain
developed countries are intensifying their use of domestic subsi-
dies for certain products, to the detriment of the products of the
developing nations.

the conference further deplored the shortcomings in the scope
and operation of the Generalized System of Preferences, and in
that spirit condemned the discriminatory restrictions contained in
the United States Foreign Trade Act and the inflexible positions
adopted by some developed countries, which prevented the adop-
tion of an agreement on these problems at the fifth session of
UNCTAD.

We express our concern over the constant deterioration of the
international monetary situation. The instability of the exchange
rate of the main reserve currencies, along with inflation, increases
the imbalance in the world economic situation, creates additional
economic difficulties for the developing countries, lowering the
real value of their export earnings and reducing the value of their
foreign currency reserves.

We point out that the disorderly growth of international liquid-
ity, mainly through the use of devalued United States dollars and
other reserve currencies, is a negative factor. We note that while
the inequality of international economic relations is raising the
developing countries’ accumulated foreign debt to over $300
billion, the international financial bodies and the private banks
are raising their interest rates, are imposing shorter terms of loan
amortization, and are thus financially strangling the developing
countries.

The conference denounced all this as constituting an element of
coercion in negotiations, which allows them to obtain additional
political and economic advantages at the expense of our countries.

The conference took into account the neocolonialist determina-
tion to prevent the developing countries from exercising their full,
effective, and permanent sovereignty over their natural resources
and it reaffirmed this right. It was for this reason that it
supported the efforts of raw-material producing developing coun-
tries to obtain just and remunerative prices for their exports and
to improve, in real terms, their export earnings.

Moreover, the conference paid more attention than ever to the
strengthening of economic relations and to scientific-technical
and technological transfers among the developing countries. The
concept of what could be defined as “collective self-reliance,” that
is, mutual support and collaboration among the developing
countries, so that in the first place they will depend on their own
collective forces, is given greater emphasis in the Havana declara-
tion than it ever had before.

Cuba, as president of the movement and coordinating country,
intends together with the Group of 77 to do everything necessary
to promote the program of action outlined by the conference with
regard to economic cooperation.

Nevertheless, we cannot conceive of that ‘“collective self-
reliance” as anything even remotely resembling self-sufficiency.
We rather consider it to be a factor in international relations that
will mobilize all the possibilities and resources of that considera-
ble and important part of humanity represented by the developing
countries and incorporate them in the general current of resources
and economies that can be mobilized in both the capitalist camp
and the socialist countries.

Energy and Monopolies

Mr. President, the Sixth Summit rejected the attempts of certain
developed countries to try to use the question of energy to divide
the developing nations.

The energy problem can only be examined in its historic
context, by taking into account the fact that the wasteful con-
sumption patterns of some of the developed countries and the role
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“The Sixth Summit considered that . . . principles of
peaceful coexistence also include the right of peoples
under alien and colonial domination to self-
determination, independence, sovereignty. . . . "

played by transnational oil corporations has led to the squander-
ing of hydro-carbons, and by noting the plundering role of
transnational corporations, which have benefited from cheap
energy supplies—which they have used irresponsibly—up until
only recently. The transnationals have been exploiting both the
producers and consumers and reaping unjustified windfall profits,
while at the same time falsifying facts by shifting the blame for
the present situation onto the developing countries that are
exporters of oil. )

Permit me to recall that in my opening remarks to the confer-
ence [ pointed out the desperate situation of the non-oil-producing
underdeveloped countries, especially the least developed ones, and
at that time I expressed the confidence that the Nonaligned oil-
producing countries would devise formulas to help alleviate the
unfavorable situation of those countries that had already been hit
by the world inflation and by the inequalities of trade relations,
and who suffer serious balance-of-payments deficits and sharp
increases in their foreign debts. But this does not obviate the
principal responsibility of the developed countries, their monopo-
lies, and their transnational corporations.

The heads of state or government, when considering the matter
of energy from this standpoint, stressed that this subject should
be the main focus of global negotiations within the United
Nations, with the participation of all countries and linking the
energy question to all the development problems, to financial and
monetary reforms, to world trade and raw materials, so as to
make a comprehensive and global analysis of the aspects which
have a bearing on the establishment of the new international
economic order.

In reviewing the main problems confronting the developing
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“Some may think that we are asking too much, but | think that the figure [$300 billion] is still modest. . . .
Humanity wastes this much every year on its military spending.”

countries within the context of the world economy, we could not
fail to examine the functioning of the transnational corporations.
Once again their policies and practices were declared unaccepta-
ble. It was charged that in their search for profits they exhaust
the resources, distort the economy, and violate the sovereignty of
developing countries. They undermine the rights of people to self-
determination, They violate the principles of noninterference in
the affairs of states. And they frequently resort to bribery,
corruption, and other undesirable practices, through which they
seek to subordinate—and they manage to subordinate—the devel-
oping countries to the industrialized countries.

In view of the inadequate progress achieved in the work carried
out within the United Nations for drawing up a code of conduct to
regulate the activities of transnational corporations, the confer-
ence reaffirmed the urgency of early completion of this work, in
order to provide the international community with a legal instru-
ment with which at least to control and regulate the activities of
the transnational corporations in accordance with the objectives
and aspirations of the developing countries.

In setting forth all the overwhelming negative aspects in the
economic situation of developing countries, the Sixth Summit
called special attention to the mounting problems of the least
developed, the most disadvantaged, the landlocked countries, and
those isolated in the hinterlands, and asked that urgent measures
be adopted to alleviate their problems.

That, Mr. President, distinguished representatives, was the far
from optimistic, rather somber, and discouraging picture which
the members of the nonaligned movement had in mind when they
met in Havana. But the nonaligned countries did not allow
themselves to be swept into positions of prostration or exaspera-
tion, however understandable that might have been. While
drawing up strategic concepts for advancing and continuing in
their struggle, the heads of state or government repeated their
demands and defined their positions.

Eliminating Unequal Exchange

The first and fundamental objective in our struggle consists of
reducing and finally eliminating the unequal exchange that
prevails today and converts international trade into a very useful
and helpful vehicle for the plundering of our wealth. Today, one
hour of labor in the developed countries is exchanged for ten
hours of labor in the underdeveloped countries.

The Nonaligned countries demand that serious attention be
paid to the integrated program for commodities, which up until
now has been manipulated and juggled in the so-called North-
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South negotiations. In the same way, we demand that the
Common Fund, which was projected as an instrument of stabiliza-
tion that would establish a permanent linkage between the prices
we receive for our products and those paid for our imports, and
which has scarcely begun to have an impact, be given a true
impulse and impetus.

As far as the nonaligned countries are concerned, this linkage—
which permanently ties the prices of their export items with the
prices of basic equipment, industrial products, raw materials, and
technology that they import from the developed countries—
constitutes an essential pivot for all future economic negotiations.

The developing countries demand that the countries that have
created inflation and have stimulated it through their policies
adopt the necessary measures to control it and thus put an end to
the aggravation of the unequal exchange between our countries.

The developing countries demand—and will continue their
struggle to achieve—access to the markets of the developed
countries for the industrial products of their incipient economies;
a halt to the vicious protectionism that has been reintroduced in
the international economy and that threatens once again to lead
us into a murderous economic war; and that nonreciprocal tariff
preferences be applied generally and without deceptive falsehoods
so that the young industries of the developing countries can be
developed without being crushed in the world market by the
superior technological resources of the developed countries.

The Nonaligned countries consider that the negotiations which
are about to be concluded on the law of the sea should not be used
as certain developed countries seek to use them—to ratify and
endorse the existing imbalance as regards sea resources—but
should serve as a vehicle for equitable redress. The conference on
the law of the sea has once again brought out and stressed the
arrogance and imperialist determination of some countries which,
placing their technological possibilities ahead of the spirit of
understanding and accomodation requested by the developing
nations, threaten to take unilateral action in carrying out deep-sea
mining operations.

The foreign debt of the developing countries has now risen to
$335 billion. It is estimated that about $40 billion a year goes to
servicing this foreign debt, which represents more than 20 percent
of their exports. On the other hand, the average per capita income
in the developed countries is now fourteen times that of the
underdeveloped countries. This situation is insupportable.

The developing countries need the establishment of a new
system of financing, enabling them to obtain the necessary
financial resources to ensure continuous and independent develop-
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ment of their economies. These financing methods should be long-
range and low-interest. The use of these financial resources should
be completely at the disposition of the developing countries. This
will enable them to establish a system of priorities for their own
economies, in accordance with their own plans for industrial
development, and it will help prevent those funds from being
absorbed, as they are today, by transnational corporations, which
use alleged financial contributions for development to aggravate
the distortions of the developing countries’ economies and reap
maximum profits from the exploitation of these countries’ resour-
ces.

The developing countries, and on their behalf the movement of
Nonaligned nations, demand that a substantial portion of the
immense resources now being squandered by humanity on the
arms race be dedicated to development, which in turn would
contribute to reducing the danger of war and to helping improve
the international situation.

Expressing the position of all the developing countries, the
Nonaligned countries call for the establishment of a new interna-
tional monetary system, which will put an end to the disastrous
fluctuations to which the main currencies used in the interna-
tional economy, especially the United States dollar, are today
subject. The financial disorder also hits the developing countries,
which hope that when the outlines of the new international
monetary system are drawn up, they, as the majority of the
countries in the international community, representing as they do
more than 1.5 billion men and women, may be given a voice in the
decision-making process.

Summing up, Mr. President, distinguished representatives:

Unequal exchange is ruining our peoples. It must end!

Inflation, which is being exported to us, is crushing our peoples.
It must end!

Protectionism is impoverishing our people. It must end!

The existing imbalance in the exploitation of the resources of
the sea is abusive. It must be abolished!

The financial resources received by the developing countries are
insufficient. They must be increased!

Arms expenditures are irrational. They must cease and the
funds thus released must be used to finance development!

The international monetary system prevailing today is bank-
rupt. It must be replaced!

The debts of the least developed countries, and of those in a
disadvantageous position, are burdens impossible to bear, to
which no solution can be found. They must be cancelled! [Ap-
plause]

Indebtedness oppresses the rest of the developing countries
economically. There must be relief!

The economic chasm between the developed countries and the
countries seeking development, is not narrowing but widening. It
must be closed!

These are demands of the underdeveloped countries.

Mr. President, distinguished representatives:

Response to these demands, some of which have been systemati-
cally presented by the developing countries in international
forums through the Group of 77 and by the movement of Non-
aligned countries, would permit a change of course in the interna-
tional economic situation that would provide the developing
countries with the institutional conditions for organizing pro-
grams that would definitely place them on the road to develop-
ment.

Funds for Development

But even if all these measures were implemented, even if all the
mistakes and evils of the present system of international relations
were rectified, the developing countries would still lack one
decisive element: international financing.

All the domestic and internal efforts, all the sacrifices that the
peoples of the developing countries are making and are willing to
make, and all the opportunities for increasing the economic
potential that could be achieved by eliminating the inequality
between the prices of their exports and those of imports and by
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improving the conditions in which their foreign trade is carried
out, would not be enough.

In thelight of their true financial situation at present, they need
further resources to be able both to play their debts and to make
the enormous expenditures required on a global level required for
the jump into development. Here again, the figures are far too well
known to require repeating.

The Sixth Summit Conference was concerned not only because
the debts of the underdeveloped countries were practically unbear-
able, but also because that debt was growing yearly at a rate that
could be termed galloping and alarming. The data contained in
the recent World Bank report, which came out while we were
holding the conference in Havana, confirmed that the situation
was growing worse daily. In 1978 alone, the foreign public debt of
ninety-six of the developing countries rose by $51 billion. This rate
of growth has raised the foreign debt to the astronomical figures
already mentioned.

We cannot, Mr. President, resign ourselves to this somber
prospect!

Bombs may kill the hungry, the sick, and
the ignorant, but bombs cannot Kkill

hunger, disease, ignorance. Nor can bombs
kill the righteous rebellion of peoples . . .

The most renowned economists, both Western and those who
ascribe to Marxist concepts, admit that the system of interna-
tional indebtedness of the developing countries is completely
irrational and that its persistance could lead to a sudden interrup-
tion that might endanger the entire precarious and unstable
balance of the world economy.

Some try to explain the surprising economic fact that the
international banking centers continue to provide funds to coun-
tries that are technically bankrupt by arguing that these are
generous contributions to help those countries meet their eco-
nomic difficulties. But this is not so. In fact, it is an operation for
saving the international capitalist order itself. In October 1978,
the Commission of European Communities admitted by way of
clarification:

“The present balance of the world economy depends to a
considerable extent on continuing the flow of private loans to non-
oil-producing developing countries . . . on a scale unprecedented
prior to 1974, and any obstacle to that flow will endanger that
balance.”

World financial bankruptcy would be very hard, most of all for
the underdeveloped countries and the workers in the developed
capitalist countries. It would also affect even the most stable
socialist economies. But it is doubtful that the capitalist system
would be able to survive such a catastrophe. And it would be
difficult for the resulting dreadful economic situation not to
inevitably engender a world conflagration. There is already talk
of special military forces to occupy the oil fields and the sources of
other raw materials.

But if it is the duty of everyone to be concerned over this somber
prospect, it is first of all the duty of those who possess the greatest
wealth and material abundance.

In any case, the prospect of a world without capitalism is not
too frightening to us revolutionaries. [Laughter and applause]

It has been proposed that instead of a spirit of confrontation we
employ a sense of world economic interdependency that will
enable us to call on the resources of all our economies to obtain
joint benefits. But the concept of interdependency is acceptable
only when you start by admitting the intrinsic and brutal
injustice of the present interdependency.

The developing countries will not accept the unjust, arbitrary
international division of labor which modern colonialism imposed
on them with the English industrial revolution and which was
widened and deepened by imperialism as “interdependency.”

If we wish to avoid confrontation and struggle, which seem to
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be the only road open to the developing countries—a road that
offers long and arduous battles whose proportions no one today
can predict—then we must all seek and find formulas for coopera-
tion to solve the great problems, which, while affecting our
peoples, cannot be solved without also affecting the most deve-
loped countries in one way or another.

Not so many years ago we stated that the irrational squander-
ing of material goods and the subsequent waste of economic
resources by developed capitalist society had already become
intolerable. Is that not the cause of the dramatic energy crisis that
we face right now? Who, if not the non-oil-producing underdeve-
loped countries, has to bear the main brunt of it?

This sentiment of the necessity of putting an end to the waste of
the consumer societies in regard to resources is very widely held.

World financial bankruptcy would be very
hard most of all for the underdeveloped
countries and the workers in the developed
capitalist countries. It is doubtful that
capitalism would be able to survive such a
catastrophe . . . In any case, the prospect
of a world without capitalism is not too
frightening to us revolutionaries . . .

A recent document of the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization states, “The present way of life, especially in the
industrialized countries, may have to undergo a radical and
painful change.”

Naturally, the developing countries cannot and do not hope that
the transformation they seek and the financing they require will
come to them as a gift following mere analyses on international
economic problems. In this process, which implies contradictions,
struggles, and negotiations, the Nonaligned countries must first
of all depend upon their own decisions and their own efforts.

That conviction emerges clearly from the Sixth Summit Confer-
ence. In the economic portion of the final declaration, the heads of
state or government acknowledge the need to carry out in their
countries the necessary economic and social structural changes,
considering that this is the only way to eliminate the present
vulnerability of their economies and to turn a simple statistical
growth into genuine development.

Cuba’s Example

The heads of state and government recognize that only thus will
their people be willing to pay the price required of them to become
the main protagonists in the process. As I said on that occasion,
“If the system is socially just, the possibilities of survival and
economic and social development are incomparably greater.”

The history of my own country provides irrefutable proof of this.

The emerging and crying need to solve the problem of underde-
velopment brings us back, Mr. President, to the problem I
mentioned a little while ago, and which is the last one I should
like to submit to this Thirty-Fourth Session of the General
Assembly. I refer specifically to international financing.

One of the most serious phenomena that accompany the
accelerated indebtedness of the developing countries, as we have
already said, consists of the fact that the majority of the funds
received from outside by the developing nations have to cover
their trade balances and negative current accounts, renew their
debts, and make interest payments.

If we take as an example the non-oil-exporting developing
countries to whose situation I referred at the Havana conference,
we note that in the last six years alone they have run up deficits
in their balance of payments of over $200 billion.

In view of this, the investments required by the developing
countries are enormous and they need them primarily, and with
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practically no exception, in those branches of production that
yield low profits and therefore do not appeal to private foreign
lenders or investors.

To increase the production of foodstuffs so as to do away with
the malnutrition that afflicts those 450 million persons I men-
tioned earlier, we must provide many new land and water resour-
ces. According to specialized estimates, 76 million more hectares
of land in the developing countries would have to be cultivated,
and over 10 million more hectares of land irrigated in the next ten
years to meet these needs.

Irrigation systems for 45 million hectares of land would have to
be repaired. And therefore, even the most modest estimates
admit—and I refer to aid and not the total flow of resources—that
between $8 billion and $9 billion a year will be required to obtain
an agricultural growth rate of from 3.5 to 4 percent in the
developing countries.

With regard to industrialization, the estimates are far higher.
The United Nations Conference on Industrial Development, when
defining the goals for the Lima session, stated that at the heart of
international development policy there should stand a target to be
achieved in the year 2000 of annual levels of between $450 billion
and $500 billion a year, of which a third, that is, from $150 billion
to $160 billion, will have to be financed from external sources.

But, Mr. President, distinguished representatives, development
includes more than agriculture and industrialization. Develop-
ment primarily involves attention to human beings, who should
be the protagonists and goal of all development efforts. .

To cite the example of Cuba alone, I will point out that during
the last five years our country has invested an average of nearly
$200 million a year in school construction. Investment in medical
equipment and construction of public health facilities averages
over $40 million a year. And Cuba is only one of nearly 100
developing countries, and one of the smallest in terms of geo-
graphy and population.

Therefore, it can be deduced that the developing countries will
need tens of billions of dollars more invested every year to
overcome the results of backwardness in education and in public
health services.

This is the big problem that faces us.

And that is not, gentlemen, our problem alone, a problem solely
for the countries victimized by underdevelopment and insufficient
development. It is a problem for the international community as a
whole.

Redressing Imperialist Plunder

On more than one occasion it has been said that we were forced
into underdevelopment by colonization and imperialist neocoloni-
zation. Therefore the task of helping us to emerge from underde-
velopment is first and foremost a historic and moral obligation for
those who benefited from the plunder of our wealth and the
exploitation of our men and women for decades and for centuries.
[Applause] But it is at the same time the task of all mankind as a
whole, as was stated at the Sixth Summit Conference.

The socialist countries did not participate in the plunder of the
world and they are not responsible for the phenomena of underde-
velopment. But even so, because of the nature of their social
system, in which international solidarity is a premise, they
understand and assume the obligation of helping to overcome it.

Likewise, when the world expects the oil-producing developing
countries to contribute to the universal flow of external financing
for development, it does not do so as a function of historic
obligations and duties that no one can impose, but because of a
hope for and a duty of solidarity among underdeveloped countries.
The big oil exporting countries should be aware of their responsi-
bilities.

Even those developing countries that are relatively more ad-
vanced should make their contributions. Cuba, which is not
speaking here on behalf of its own interests and which is not
defending here a national objective, is willing to contribute, in
accordance with its means, thousands or tens of thousands of
technicians, doctors, teachers, agronomists, hydraulic engineers,
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mechanical engineers, economists, middle-level technicians,
skilled workers, and so on.

The time has therefore come for all of us to join in the task of
drawing entire peoples, hundreds of millions of human beings, out
of the backwardness, poverty, malnutrition, disease, and illiteracy
that keep them from enjoying full human dignity and pride.
[Applause]

We therefore must mobilize our resources for development, and
this is our joint obligation.

Mr. President, there are so many special multilateral funds,
both public and private, whose purpose is to contribute to one or
another aspect of development, be it agricultural or industrial, or
meeting deficits in the balance of payments. Therefore it is not
easy for me, on presenting to this Thirty-Fourth Session of the
General Assembly a report on the economic problems discussed at
the Sixth Summit Conference of Nonaligned Countries, to formu-
late a concrete proposal for the establishment of a new fund.

But there can be no doubt that the problem of financing should
be discussed thoroughly and fully in order to find a solution to it.
In addition to the resources already mobilized by various banking
channels, loan organizations, international bodies, and private
finance agencies, we must discuss and decide upon the strategy
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“Cuba alone has invested an aerage of nearly $200 million a year in school construction.”

i

e

for the next development decade, so that in that strategy we will
include an additional contribution of not less than $300 billion at
1977 real value, to be invested in the underdeveloped countries
and to be made in yearly installments of at least $25 billion from
the very beginning. [Applause] This aid should be in the form of
donations and long-term moderate- and low-interest credits.

It is imperative that these additional funds be mobilized as the
contribution of the developed world and of other countries with
resources to the underdeveloped world over the next ten years.

Money for Arms or People?

If we want peace, these resources will be required. If there are no
resources for development there will be no peace. Some may think
that we are asking too much, but I think that the figure itself is
still modest. According to statistical information, as I stated in_
the inaugural session of the Sixth Summit Conference of Non-
aligned Countries, the world is making an annual investment in
military expenditures of more than $300 billion.

With $300 billion you could in one year build 600,000 schools
with a capacity for 400 million children; 60 million comfortable
homes for 300 million people; 30,000 hospitals with 18 million
beds; 20,000 factories with jobs for more than 20 million workers;
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or you could build irrigation systems to water 150 million hectares
of land, which with appropriate technology could feed a billion
people. Humanity wastes this much every year on its military
spending.

Moreover, consider further the enormous waste of human
resources in full youth, of technicians, of scientists, of fuel, raw
materials, and other items. This is the fabulous price of prevent-
ing a true climate of confidence and peace from existing in the
world.

The United States alone will in the 1980s spend six times this
much on military activities.

We are requesting less for ten years of development than is
spent in a single year by the ministries of war, and much less
than a tenth of what will be spent for military purposes in ten
years.

Some may consider our demand irrational. But where the true
irrationality lies is in the world’s madness in our era and the peril
that threatens humanity. The enormous responsibility of study-
ing, organizing, and distributing these amounts of resources
should be entrusted entirely to the United Nations. These funds
should be administered by the international community itself on a
footing of absolute equality for all countries, whether they be
contributors or beneficiaries, without any political conditions, and
without the amount of the donations having anything to do with
the voting power and deciding when loans are to be granted and
to whom.

Enough of words! Now to deeds! Enough of
abstractions! We want concrete action . . .

Even though the flow of resources should be measured in
financial terms, it should not consist only of money. It may well
be made up of equipment, fertilizer, raw materials, fuel, and
complete factories valued in the terms of international trade. Aid
in the form of technical personnel and the training of cadres
should also be considered a contribution and counted as such.

We are convinced, Mr. President, distinguished representatives,
that if the secretary general of the United Nations, with the
assistance of the president of the General Assembly, with all the
prestige and weight of this organization behind them, and further
supported from the very outset by the backing that the developing
countries and especially the Group of 77 could and would give that
initiative—we are convinced that we would be able to call together
the various factors we have mentioned and initiate discussions in
which there would be no room for the so-called North-South, East-
West antagonisms, joining together instead all forces in a com-
mon undertaking, a common duty, a common hope. And that is
how this idea that we are now submitting to the General Assem-
bly could be crowned with success.

This is not a project that will benefit only the developing
nations. It will benefit all countries.

As revolutionaries we are not afraid of confrontation. We have
placed our trust in history and peoples. But as spokesman and
interpreter of the feelings of ninety-five nations, I have the duty to
struggle to achieve cooperation among people, a cooperation
which if obtained on a new and just basis will benefit all countries
comprising the international community and will especially
improve the prospects for peace.

Development at the short-term view may well be a task entail-
ing apparent sacrifices and even donations which may seem
irrecoverable. But the vast world now living submerged in
backwardness with no purchasing power and extremely limited
consumer capacity will, with its development, add a flood of
hundreds of millions of consumers and producers to the interna-
tional economy. It is only in this way that the international
economy can be rehabilitated and heip the developing countries
emerge from the crisis in which they are submerged.
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The history of international trade has shown that development
is the most dynamic factor in world trade. A major portion of the
trade of today takes place among fully industrialized countries.
We can assure you that as industrialization and progress spread
throughout the world, so trade will also spread to the benefit of
all.

And it is for this reason that on behalf of the developing
countries we advocate our cause and we ask you to support it. But
this is not a gift which we seek from you. If we do not come up
with effective solutions we will all be equal victims of the catas-
trophe.

Humanity's Rights

Mr. President, distinguished representatives, human rights are
very often spoken of, but we must also speak of humanity’s rights.

Why should some people go barefoot, so that others may travel
in expensive cars?

Why should some live only thirty-five years, so that others may
live seventy?

Why should some be miserably poor, so that others be exagger-
atedly rich?

I speak on behalf of the children of the world who don’t even
have a piece of bread. [Applause] I speak on behalf of the sick who
lack medicine. I speak on behalf of those who have been denied
the right to life and to human dignity.

Some countries are on the sea, others are not. [Applause] Some
have energy resources, others do not. Some possess abundant land
on which to produce food, others do not. Some are so glutted with
machinery and factories that even the air cannot be breathed
because of the poisoned atmosphere. [Applause] And others have
only their own emaciated arms with which to earn their daily
bread.

In short, some countries possess abundant resources, others
have nothing. What is their fate? To starve? To be eternally poor?
Why then civilization? Why then the conscience of man? Why
then the United Nations? [Applause] Why then the world?

You cannot speak of peace on behalf of tens of millions of
human beings all over the world who are starving to death or
dying of curable diseases. You cannot speak of peace on behalf of
900 million illiterates.

The exploitation of the poor countries by the rich must cease.

I know that in many poor countries there are exploiters and
those who are exploited.

I address myself to the rich nations, asking them to contribute.
And 1 address myself to the poor nations, asking them to distrib-
ute.

Enough of words! Now to deeds. [Applause]

Enough of abstractions. We now want concrete action! Enough
of speaking about a speculative new international order, which
nobody understands. [Laughter and applause] We must now
speak of a real, objective order which everybody understands!

I have not come here as a prophet of the revolution. I have not
come here to ask or to wish that the world be violently convulsed.
I have come to speak of peace and cooperation among the peoples.
And I have come to warn that if we do not peacefully and wisely
solve and eliminate the present injustices and inequalities, the
future will be apocalyptic. [Applause]

The noise of weapons, of threatening language, and of overbear-
ing behavior on the international arena must cease. [Applause]

Enough of the illusion that the problems of the world can be
solved by nuclear weapons. Bombs may kill the hungry, the sick,
and the ignorant but bombs cannot kill hunger, disease, and
ignorance. Nor can bombs kill the righteous rebellion of the
peoples. And in the holocaust, the rich, who are the ones who
have the most to lose in this world, will also die. [Applause]

Let us say farewell to arms, and let us in a civilized manner
dedicate ourselves to the most pressing problems of our times.
This is the responsibility, this is the most sacred duty of the
statesmen of all the world. Moreover, this is the basic premise for
human survival.

I thank you. [Ovation)
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Statement of the Fourth International

Nicaragua: Revolution on the March

[The following statement was adopted
October 1 by majority vote of the United
Secretariat of the Fourth International.]

* * *

1. The July 1979 revolutionary over-
throw of the Somoza dictatorship opens
the way to the socialist revolution in
Central America. This constitutes the most
serious blow to U.S. imperialism in Latin
America since the opening of the Cuban
revolution in 1959. The Pentagon considers
the entire area of the Caribbean and
Central America, from Florida to the
southern end of the Panama Canal, to be a
direct military preserve. This includes
Cuba (with the Guantdnamo base), Puerto
Rico, Haiti, and Santo Domingo, as well as
Nicaragua.

After the victory of the Cuban revolution
U.S. imperialism tightened its grip on this
region. The military dictatorships of Cen-
tral America especially were more tho-
roughly integrated, militarily and politi-
cally, into the counterrevolutionary
imperialist system. In 1961 the invaders of
Cuba, who suffered a stinging defeat at the
Bay of Pigs, left from Somoza’s Nicaragua.
An anti-Cuban press campaign was then
organized by the Interamerican Press As-
sociation, whose vice-president was none
other than Pedro Joaquin Chamorro, a
leading bourgeois political opponent of
Somoza.

The revolution in Nicaragua has ex-
ploded as the crisis of the dictatorial
regimes in Central America, particularly
in El Salvador is intensifying. Led by the
Sandinist National Liberation Front
(FSLN), the victory of the Nicaraguan
masses over the Somoza regime has great
attractive power for the workers, peasants,
and revolutionists throughout Latin Amer-
ica. It is part of a more general renewed
upsurge of the toiling masses of the region
which we have seen in the massive protest
mobilizations in Colombia in 1977, the rise
of workers militancy in Brazil in 1978 and
1979, the general strike and political radi-
calization expressed in the support to the
Workers, Peasants, Students, and People’s
Front (FOCEP) in Peru in 1979, the strug-
gles and general strike in Bolivia in 1979,
the accentuation of working-class resist-
ance in Argentina, and the popular upris-
ing in Grenada in 1979.

The imperialist strategists and politi-
cians will do everything possible to con-
tain and then smash the unfolding revolu-
tion in Nicaragua.

2. The death agony of Somozaism lin-
gered for nearly two years. Beginning in
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September 1977, demonstrations, guerrilla
actions, strikes, and urban uprisings grad-
ually multiplied, culminating in a popular
insurrection that lasted one-and-a-half
months.

The activities and goals of the mass
movement, as well as its degree of organi-
zation, demonstrated the tendency of the
masses to play an independent role—to
refuse to subordinate themselves to the
class needs of the opposition bourgeoisie.
The latter mustered all its energy to come
up with a negotiated solution to the crisis
of Somozaism, to ensure the continuity of
the National Guard and, aside from a few
modifications, the rest of the state struc-
ture,

The Somozaist regime was largely the
creation of American imperialism. U.S.
military forces operated in Nicaragua from
1911 on. The United States government
placed Anastasio Somoza Garcia at the
head of the National Guard in 1933. In
1936, through a power grab ratified by
fake elections, he became president. The
origin of Somozaism—a regime imposed
and propped up by the United States—was
an important factor in explaining why any
broad opposition movement that developed
immediately combined struggle against
the dictatorship with anti-imperialism.

To try to bolster its legitimacy, the
dictatorship allowed a bourgeois opposi-
tion party, the Conservative Party, to
exist. But the Somoza family’s complete
control of the state apparatus, the Na-
tional Guard, and the Liberal Party dem-
onstrated the real content of this “two-
party” system. The dictatorship resorted to
fake elections (1957 and 1967), constitu-
tional maneuvers (1963), a state of siege
(1974-77), and fierce repression in an at-
tempt to solve the festering crisis of its
system of domination.

The opposition bourgeoisie strengthened
its economic position during the 1960s.
Integration in the Central American Com-
mon Market fostered the development of
agribusiness and industry. Established
bourgeois groups profited and broadened
their base in industry, agribusiness, and
banking. They opposed the Somoza family
and its hangers-on because they were
“unfair” competitors. However, they
needed the regime’s army to guarantee the
general conditions for superexploitation of
the workers and agricultural laborers and
to combat the military initiatives of the
FSLN.

The state of siege decreed in December
1974, after the FSLN captured many digni-

taries of the regime, gave impetus to the
political crisis of the bourgeoisie. They all
took advantage of the state of siege to
crush the workers demanding higher
wages (the 1973-74 strikes in the construc-
tion industry and hospitals). This helped
the bourgeoisie carry out the necessary
structural transformations of the economy
stemming from the development of the
international capitalist recession. But the
Somoza clique took advantage of emer-
gency legislation and military tribunals to
monopolize speculative operations and get
their hands on profitable business. The
opposition bourgeoisie found this unequal
match more and more unbearable as the
economic crisis deepened.

No oppositionists were any longer safe
from the repression, the ferocity of which
was eliminating the last traces of legiti-
macy of the regime at the same time that it
legitimized the masses’ use of armed strug-
gle as a component of political action. The
opposition bourgeoisie began to take its
distance from the dictator more clearly
and call for his departure. By September
1977, the Somozaist regime was politically
isolated within the country, and its inter-
national decline was accelerating.

3. From the end of 1977 to the end of
1978, the different factions of the opposi-
tion bourgeoisie tried, unsuccessfully, to
secure the departure of Somoza and his kin
while keeping a lid on the mass movement.

On January 10, 1978, Pedro Joaquin
Chamorro Cardenal, owner of the big daily
La Prensa, was assassinated by Somoza-
ists. An entire process was set in motion.
The opposition bourgeoisie and imperial-
ism were robbed of an alternative leader-
ship to Somoza having a following among
broad layers of the petty bourgeoisie and
to some degree a following among the
popular masses. From 1974 on, Chamorro
had brought together significant sectors of
the bourgeoisie within the Democratic
Union for Liberation (UDEL). As the head
of La Prensa, he had forged an image as a
resolute oppositionist. His elimination
both accentuated the crisis among the
bourgeoisie and made it more difficult to
dam up the mass movement.

The UDEL issued a call on January 24
for an employers “strike,” which paralyzed
a big part of the economy. Under this
pressure the Conservative Party broke its
pact with Somoza’s Liberal Party. Despite
the repression, street demonstrations deve-
loped in Matagalpa and Managua, in
which the FSLN showed itself politically.
In early February, with attacks on Na-
tional Guard barracks in cities like Gran-
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ada and Rivas, FSLN armed initiatives
acquired a new dimension.

When the UDEL suspended the employ-
ers ‘“strike” on February 6, the effort by
the trade-union leadership to transform it
into a genuine workers strike failed. This
reflected the relationship of class forces
that shaped the broad opposition move-
ment at that stage. But a few weeks later
the popular uprisings in Monimbé (a dis-
trict of Masaya) and Subtiava (a district of
Leén) foreshadowed the dynamic of the
coming insurrections. The prerevolution-
ary crisis intensified.

Under the spur of mass activity and the
growing prestige of the FSLN, the opposi-
tion bourgeoisie reorganized its forces and
sought, once again, to negotiate the dicta-
tor’s exit. In July 1978 the Broad Opposi-
tion Front (FAO) was created. Along with
others, it incorporated the Nicaraguan
Democratic Movement (MDN) of Alfonso
Robelo Callejas, an industrialist; the
UDEL; and the Group of Twelve (public
figures tied to industry, commerce, and the
liberal professions). This latter group es-
tablished links with the current of the
FSLN called the “Tercerista” tendency.
Both factions of the Stalinist Nicaraguan
Socialist Party (PSN) also participated in
the FAO. The Catholic church publicly
called for Somoza’s withdrawal.

But Somoza resisted, using the relative
autonomy acquired during several decades
of control over the state apparatus, the
army, and a section of the country’s econ-
omy. This placed the bourgeois opposition
in a difficult position, especially in light of
the FSLN’s armed actions such as the
spectacular occupation of the National
Palace on August 22-24, which resulted in
the freeing of FSLN prisoners. To the
masses it was clear that the FSLN was the
only opposition force that had turned its
back on behind-the-scenes negotiations to
assure the succession of the regime and
was determined to slug it out with Somoza.

The FAOQ, pushed to the wall, issued a
call on August 25 for a total economic
stoppage. The employers association—
unlike in the January protest stoppage
called by the UDEL—supported the action.
Its consequences were three-fold: the eco-
nomic crisis deepened and the workers
were the first to pay the price for it, which
intensified the class division within the
anti-Somoza forces; the mass movement
displayed a growing independence from
the bourgeois leadership in comparison to
the manufacturers “strike” of January; on
this momentum, the FSLN launched its
military offensive of September 9 in the
cities of Leon, Esteli, Masaya, and Chinan-
dega, where the popular uprisings culmi-
nated in takeovers by the masses.

The counterattack by the National
Guard was strong and brutal. By the end
of September it had succeeded. A massacre
of youth and anyone suspected of FSLN
sympathies was unleashed. But the FSLN
forces swelled as thousands of youth es-
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caped the cities and joined its ranks to
avenge those who had been slaughtered.

Somoza had won a military battle, but
he came out of it politically isolated inter-
nationally. The opposition bourgeoisie
sought to use this weakness, as well as the
momentary retreat by the masses, to make
one last attempt to negotiate what the
FSLN dubbed “Somozaism without Som-
oza.”

Under the aegis of a mediation panel—
on which the United States was flanked by
Guatemala and the Dominican Republic—
the FAO began a “dialogue” with the
dictatorship. American imperialism’s di-
rect intervention in the negotiations led
the “Tercerista” wing of the FSLN to
break with the mediation efforts in Oc-
tober 1978. Followed by the Group of
Twelve, both cut off relations with the
FAO, gutting its negotiating authority.
Despite the multiple concessions made by
the FAO, the “dialogue” with the dictator-
ship came to an end in mid-January 1979.

This division initiated a new stage in the
organization of the anti-Somoza forces.
The National Patriotic Front (FPN) was
formed, reflecting the weakening bourgeois
role in the anti-Somoza camp. It encom-
passed a few minor bourgeois formations,
the Group of Twelve, and the United
People’s Movement (MPU), which included
various trade unions as well as mass
organizations largely led by the FSLN.
Very importantly, two of the labor federa-
tions, the Federation of Nicaraguan
Workers (CTN) and the Independent Gen-
eral Confederation of Labor (CGTI), affil-
jated. On January 10, 1979, the anniver-
sary of Chamorro’s assassination, tens of
thousands of demonstrators came out into
the streets of Managua at the call of the
FPN. In the afternoon, the workers who
had demonstrated initiated a one-day gen-
eral strike.

Three changes found expression in this
new phase of the struggle. First, the FPN
more clearly took up the demands of the
popular masses who were hit by the crisis,
and called—for the first time—for expropri-
ation of the Somoza clique’s assets as well
as for dissolution of the National Guard.
Second, the FSLN consolidated the politi-
cal organization of the mass movement
under the umbrella formation of the MPU,
and thus prepared the way for organizing
popular committees. Third, convergence
among the different tendencies in the
FSLN was facilitated by the “Terceristas’”
break with the FAO. The struggles against
the dictatorship and imperialism were now
inseparably intertwined in the movement
against Somoza. The conditions for the
insurrection were ripening.

4. The revolutionary overthrow of the
Somozaist regime by a nationwide general
strike that was transformed into an insur-
rection in the main cities of Nicaragua was

preceded and prepared by the military
offensive organized by the FSLN.

The social forces that supported and
participated in the heroic battle against
imperialism and the dictatorship were
concentrated among the proletarian and
gemiproletarian forces of the cities, the
agricultural proletariat, the semiproletar-
ianized and pauperized peasantry, and
sections of the radicalized petty bourgeoi-
sie (the student movement and women'’s
movement, organized in AMPRONAC—
Association of Women Concerned with the
National Problem), all of whom were
brought under the banner of the MPU.

During the last two decades, imperialist
and native capitalist penetration of the
countryside and the development of
agribusiness—based on the cultivation
and exportation of cotton, coffee, sugar
and meat—had a twofold consequence: the
impoverished peasants were driven into
the cities and the ranks of the agricultural
proletariat employed in the big modernized
estates swelled.

Industrial development was tied to agri-
cultural exports (canning, food industries),
to industries aimed at exports to the Cen-
tral American Common Market (textiles,
pesticides, fertilizers, food) and to a new
wave of imperialist investments (assembly
or finishing plants, including in the tax-
free and duty-free zone of Managua, the
city where 85% of light manufacturing was
concentrated). Thus, even though it re-
mained relatively weak, the industrial
proletariat grew and consolidated itself
during the last few years. If we add con-
struction workers (whose numbers grew
rapidly immediately after the earthquake
in 1972), and transport workers, the indus-
trial proletariat in 1978 represented a force
of approximately 100,000 out of an eco-
nomically active population of roughly
700,000.

The urban population grew by 50% be-
tween 1970 and 1978 when it reached a
total of 1,265,000 persons out of a popula-
tion of 2,400,000. This was reflected not
only in the swelling of the proletariat but
also of the underemployed or unemployed
semiproletarian masses who crowded
around the major cities. These changes in
the social structure are related to the
central role of the urban insurrections in
the fight against the dictatorship.

The majority of the agricultural proletar-
iat of 300,000 work in the cotton, coffee,
and sugar industries. Women and children
constitute a significant proportion of this
labor force, which is largely dependent on
temporary work and which migrates ac-
cording to the agricultural cycle. Savagely
superexploited, these workers see their
wages taken back by their employers, who
own the stores that sell the necessities they
must have.
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The concentration of land ownership is
demonstrated by the fact that 1.5% of the
landowners own 41.2% of the arable lands.
The Somoza family itself grabbed between
a quarter and a third of these latifundia.
At the opposite end of the spectrum, 78.2%
of working farmers owned only 17.7% of
the land. This includes a large number of
poor peasants, who in addition to working
their plots are also compelled to sell their
labor power in order to survive.

The economic crisis, which had intensi-
fied after 1975, dealt a brutal blow to the
working class, the rural proletariat and the
semiproletarianized small peasants, who
already lived in some of the worst poverty
in Central America. The economic collapse
in 1978-79, the disruption of the agricultu-
ral cycle during the civil war, and the
devaluation of the cordoba by 43% in April
1979, which caused an inflationary explo-
sion, made the life of the toiling masses
unbearable. An ever higher percentage of
them—approaching 50% of the active popu-
lation in mid-1979—were doomed to unem-
ployment. The urban petty bourgeoisie was
also hard hit. To this should be added the
massive repression, which became the sole
instrument of rule after the failure of the
FAO negotiations. With their backs to the
wall, the masses saw the overthrow of the
tyranny as the only way to survive. Social
polarization was widened to the utmost.

In Nicaragua, the working class, like the
agricultural proletariat and the pauperized
peasantry, did not have a long tradition of
organized struggles as in Cuba and Gua-
temala. Nevertheless, beginning in 1973
74, the trade-union movement made signif-
icant progress. In 1977, the formation of
the Agricultural Workers Association
marked a step forward in the organization
of this social layer.

In the final months, land occupations,
general strikes and urban uprisings com-
bined with the military attacks on the
cities by the FSLN and guerrilla opera-
tions, demonstrating the convergence of
those exploited and oppressed social layers
which were the motor force of the Nicara-
guan revolution in the head-on battle
against Somoza.

The two years of open combat against
the dictatorship acted as a powerful stimu-
lus to the development of mass conscious-
ness. The widespread organization of the
masses in neighborhood committees and
self-defense units gave a distinctive char-
acter to the last ten months of the struggle.
The intervention of the masses in this
form was to be a factor in unleashing the
dynamic of the permanent revolution.

Sandinism gave a common ideological
and political element to the fight against
the dictatorship. The power of the Nicara-
guan ruling classes was almost entirely
dependent on American imperialism, and
this was obvious to the masses. After the
ouster of Santos Zelaya by the United
States in 1909, no substantial sector of the
local oligarchy mounted any resistance to
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American domination. Thus, Augusto
César Sandino’s military struggle against
imperialism from 1927 to 1933 was insep-
arable from the struggle against the dicta-
torship established by the U.S. Marines.
The armed struggle against imperialism
and the dictatorship thus expressed a class
division. The essential features of Sandi-
nism incorporated a type of revolutionary
nationalism of petty-bourgeois origin, but
with very deep popular roots.

5. From the time of its formation in 1961
under the impact of the socialist revolution
in Cuba, the FSLN was able to tap the
tradition of this radical anti-imperialist
movement. Thus, in comparison with other
armed struggle movements that arose in
Latin America during the same period, it
had a somewhat broader appeal once the
masses began to enter into struggle.

Furthermore, the very origin of the dicta-
torship, the crushing weight of the Na-
tional Guard in the Somozaist apparatus,
the regime’s inability to broaden its social
base and acquire legitimacy and the ab-
sence of any political niche whatsoever for
the petty bourgeoisie, created fertile
ground for the FSLN’s activity.

Against a backdrop of economic crisis,
all these factors came to the fore in the
second half of the 1970s. Starting in mid-
1978, masses of young workers, poor pea-
sants, agricultural laborers, students, and

Managua’'s Santa Rosa neighborhood in August.
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unemployed youth began to join the
FSLN'’s military actions. Large numbers of
young women—workers and students—
took part.

The division of the FSLN into three
tendencies in 1975 (in reality three sepa-
rate parties) revealed the sharpness of the
debates over the forms of struggle against
the dictatorship. But the content of the
discussions reflected the ripening of objec-
tive conditions favoring the overthrow of
Somoza. These debates were over the rela-
tion between armed struggle and the mo-
bilization of the masses, the role of urban
mobilizations and those of the peasantry,
the importance of the radicalization of
sections of the petty bourgeoisie, the rela-
tion between military and political activi-
ties, and the purpose of pacts with the
opposition bourgeoisie.

Two tendencies claimed to be Marxist:
the “Prolonged People’'s War” tendency
and the “Proletarian” (Marxist-Leninist)
tendency. The former, identifying with the
Chinese, but above all with the Vietnam-
ese experience, envisioned a war of liber-
ation that would be supported by a strong
base in the rural areas and could thus deal
decisive blows to the cities. The latter put
the emphasis on work in the cities, espe-
cially in the neighborhoods, but also in the
labor movement, student movement, and
the women’s movement. This was prepara-
tion for an urban uprising which would
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coincide with an offensive by FSLN
troops. The “Proletarian” tendency was
the most dubious about a policy of allying
with the bourgeoisie, and did not spare its
criticisms of the third tendency, the “Ter-
ceristas.” The latter represented the big-
gest force numerically. They were the most
involved in military actions and in rela-
tions with sectors of the bourgeoisie within
the FAO. Part of their leadership had ties
with the Second International.

None of the three tendencies developed a
clear understanding of the dynamic of the
permanent revolution that would come
into play with the overthrow of the dicta-
torship. Some advocated that the struggle
be limited to establishing a “bourgeois
democratic stage.” Others saw such a
stage simply as a temporary step on the
way to a socialist revolution.

Each tendency consciously worked to
maintain the common framework of the
FSLN. The debate among them acceler-
ated the political development of the FSLN
as a whole.

An important transformation took place
in the FSLN after the unification of the
three tendencies in December 1978. As the
common statement of the new leadership
of the FSLN explained, this unification
was carried out to “guarantee that our
people are not dispossessed of their heroic
struggle by the maneuvers of Yankee
imperialism and sectors of the local bour-
geoisie who are ready to sell out the father-
land.”

Under the pressure of the need to lead
the civil war and the popular insurrection,
the structures of the old tendencies broke
up. The leading bodies of the former ten-
dencies were fused. The breadth of the
mass mobilizations, and the semispontane-
ous rise of committees and even popular
militias stimulated the ideological develop-
ment of the cadres of the FSLN who were
leading this process. The impetuousness of
the mass movement forced them to make
constant readjustments. The collapse of
the institutions of the Somozaist regime
gave rise to a revolutionary process that
did not fit the preconceived schemas of the
“democratic stage.” The FSLN thus under-
went a profound transformation; the
former lines of cleavage were rendered
obsolete.

The intransigent and courageous combat
of the FSLN, its leading role in the first
phase of the revolution, its ties to the
living forces of the mass movement, the
lessons that this leadership, still prag-
matic and heterogeneous, has drawn from
the powerful upsurge of the class struggle,
testify to the potential for further political
development by the cadres of the FSLN.

6. At the end of May 1979, the FSLN
launched a new wave of military attacks.
It opened up several fronts, which served
to scatter the forces of the National Guard
and weaken the control of the repressive
apparatus in the cities. On June 4, a
general strike, this time called by the
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FSLN, paralyzed the entire country.

In the days that followed, insurrections
broke out in Chinandega, Leén, Mata-
galpa, Esteli, Masaya, Granada, and Ca-
razo. In fact, the leaders of the FSLN had
been carefully preparing this insurrection
since March. The Civil Defense Commit-
tees (CDC) organized a political campaign.
With the help of AMPRONAC, they set up
small clinics and infirmaries. They built up
stores of basic foodstuffs and other neces-
sities. They stockpiled Molotov cocktails
and homemade contact bombs to defend
themselves against Somoza’s murderous
assault. They established underground
print shops with primitive equipment,
ready to start operations whenever neces-
sary.

A spontaneous insurrectional movement
began on June 10 in the main working-
class neighborhoods of Managua. “Liber-
ated zones” sprang up in the capital.
Managua's toiling population—with its
youth in the forefront—mounted an
eighteen-day siege against the aircraft,
artillery, and armored tanks of the Na-
tional Guard. Their courage and determi-
nation enabled them to hold out despite
the weakness of their weaponry. On June
28, the FSLN organized an orderly retreat
by 6,000 persons to Masaya, a city twenty-
eight kilometers away, which demon-
strated the FSLN’s authority and prestige
among the toiling population and the
residents of the working-class neighbor-
hoods, as well as their degree of self-
discipline.

On June 17, the Junta of the Nicaraguan
Government of National Reconstruction
(GRNN) was set up. Taking the form of a
coalition with bourgeois figures, its
membership—Violeta Barrios de Cha-
morro, the widow of Pedro Joaquin Cha-
morro (leader of the UDEL); Sergio Ra-
mirez Mercado (a member of the Group of
Twelve); Alfonso Robelo Callejas (indus-
trialist and founder of the MDN); Daniel
Ortega (representing the FSLN); and
Moisés Hassan (representing the MPU)—
fundamentally reflected the regroupment
of forces that had taken place with the

FPN. Its composition remains the same
today.

On June 24, the Organization of Ameri-
can States declared its opposition to Som-
oza, whose isolation within the country
was symbolized by his “bunker.” Interna-
tionally he was supported only by the
dictatorships of Chile, Uruguay, Argen-
tina, Paraguay, Honduras, El Salvador,
and Guatemala. Israel joined in, delivering
weapons to him. Imperialism took its
distance from Somoza only with great
hesitation and reticence. Its strategy al-
ways included the goal of maximizing the
genocidal destruction Somoza would
bring down on the workers and peasants
of Nicaragua. That was considered a
prerequisite for making a smooth transi-
tion to a new bourgeois regime,

The national bourgeoisies of Venezuela,
Mexico, Costa Rica, and Panama, with the
consent of American imperialism, stepped
up efforts to assure that the unfolding of
the civil war would not break the conti-
nuity of bourgeois state institutions and to
guarantee at least a sector of the National
Guard would fuse with the ‘“regular”
FSLN troops. To this end, these govern-
ments were forced to recognize the GRNN.

The civil war and the developing insur-
rection had a profound impact on the
organization of the masses and the armed
forces of the FSLN, as dual power deve-
loped in Nicaragua.

In the liberated cities, the CDCs became
organs of people’s power. They replaced
the administrative structures of the Somoz-
aist regime. They carried out the multiple
tasks related to food distribution, medical
care, minimal sanitation, and city admin-
istration, while maintaining order and
paralyzing the remaining Somozaist ca-
pacity for action.

Popular militias were formed in the
course of the insurrection, not only in the
cities but also in some rural areas. These
strengthened the FSLN’s military poten-
tial, even though they possessed only
primitive weapons. Most arose spontane-
ously in response to the needs of resistance
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to the National Guard's counterattacks.
They were generally led by members of the
FSLN and placed themselves under the
command of the front. The militias appear
under various names, such as Popular
Action Committees (PAP), Revolutionary
Commandos of the People (CRP), and
Revolutionary Youth Brigade (BJR).

Finally, the FSLN’s regular troops in-
creased in number. On the northern and
southern front, the FSLN forces more and
more took on the features of a regular
army whose strength made possible large-
scale confrontations with the National
Guard.

The latter possessed a hard core of some
7,000 men, which since September 1978
had been reinforced by the compulsory
recruitment of 8,000 new members. The
FSLN troops, with only light infantry
weapons, never exceeded 5,000 men, to
which must be added the several thousand
irregular fighters in the cities, most often
youth. The synchronization of the urban
insurrections, the long-term fierce resist-
ance of the population in the working-class
neighborhoods of Managua, and the coor-
dinated attacks by the FSLN on several
fronts increasingly demoralized the Na-
tional Guard, confining its activity to
defense of its own barracks and Somoza’s
“bunker.”

Somoza's flight on July 17 inaugurated
the final phase in the overthrow of the
regime. The Somozaist deputy Francisco
Urcuyo was supposed to transfer power to
the Junta of the GRNN. But above all,
according to the American plans, his role
was to make a transition that would guar-
antee a role for at least an important
section of the National Guard in the mil-
itary structure of the new regime. Urcuyo’s
appeals to the FSLN to lay down their
arms, and his proclaimed determination to
remain in office through the 1981 presiden-
tial elections, were the final provocation in
the eyes of the FSLN. The entire house of
cards built on the hope for “change with
continuity” came tumbling down.

The FSLN launched a final military
offensive to remove Urcuyo. The popula-
tion of Managua again rose up massively.
Militia fighters and residents of the
working-class neighborhoods captured the
“bunker” and distributed among them-
gelves the tens of thousands of weapons
that they appropriated. The National
Guard shattered. A big section fled, with
weapons and baggage, to Honduras, Gua-
temala, and El Salvador. The FSLN’s
regular troops made their entry into the
capital, and the Junta of the GRNN was
installed in Managua.

7. The various decrees adopted by the
Junta of the GRNN in the first two
months give a clear indication of the
initial direction the revolution is taking in
the wake of the victorious popular insur-
rection.

The enormous assets of Somoza and the
Somozaists were expropriated by July 20;
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these included banking, industry, com-
merce, transport, fishing fleets, agricul-
ture, real estate, shipyard and port equip-
ment, and media property.

The banks were nationalized and all
foreign banking placed under strict con-
trol. This is a necessary first step to
prepare economic planning.

All maritime, air, and essential land
transport have been nationalized.

The agrarian reform has begun, starting
with the land taken from Somoza and his
cohorts. This represents around 50% of the
arable land. Given the lack of farm equip-

SANDINO

ment, fertilizer, other materials, and finan-
cial resources, and the small numbers of
technical cadres, this reform is being car-
ried out first in those regions where the
agricultural proletariat is numerous (the
cotton region for instance), and where
small farmers live in conditions of extreme
poverty. Distribution of the land, establish-
ment of cooperatives or communal owner-
ship of the lands (Sandinist Agricultural
Production Units—UPAS), and creation of
state farms (State-owned Production
Units—UPES) are the basic measures of
the present agrarian reform. A decree
abolishing the right to expropriate small
farmers for reasons of indebtedness rounds
out the initial steps. The agrarian reform
is being organized by the National Insti-
tute of Agrarian Reform (INRA), which is
headed by one of the nine FSLN com-
manders of the revolution, Jaime Whee-
lock. An integral part of the agrarian
reform is the independent organization of
the campesinos in the Association of Field
Workers (ATC).

A state monopoly has been established
over the principal exports of food and
agricultural products. Somoza's arms
debts owed to Israel and Argentina have
been abrogated, but the pressure of the
massive foreign debt remains and the

question of how to deal with it is unre-
solved.

The withdrawal of 500- and 1,000-
cordoba bills took away the capital of a
section of the Somozaists who had taken
refuge in the embassies or fled, and dealt a
blow to businessmen who had taken ad-
vantage of the civil war to sell cattle
illegally or to initiate other speculative
operations. This radical measure against
the capitalists not only makes possible a
redistribution of the wealth according to
the needs of the masses, but it also fore-
shadows the possibility of other decrees in
the realm of currency to fight economic
sabotage.

The educational system was reorgan-
ized; a centralized public health system is
being established; the social security sys-
tem is being set up on an effective basis for
the first time in Nicaraguan history, and
public health campaigns have been
launched (vaccination, for example). A
literacy campaign to teach 700,000 persons
to read and write will begin early in 1980,
to be implemented over a two-year period
by teachers and students. The first steps
have been taken to ensure distribution of
drinkable water in the poorest neighbor-
hoods, and establish minimal child-care
facilities and health clinics.

After forty years of dictatorship, the
democratic rights of the masses have been
assured.

The FSLN inherited a country that had
been bled dry. At least forty thousand
persons died in the civil war, the number
of wounded reached 80,000 and the produc-
tive apparatus was paralyzed to a large
extent by the destruction. The agricultural
cycle was disrupted. One million persons
have to be fed, 45% of whom are children
under fifteen years old. The foreign debt
amounts to $1.5 billion, but the Somozaists
left virtually nothing in the state treasury.

In such a situation—given the lack of
experienced cadres, the relative newness of
the organizations of the masses, the em-
bryonic character of the party the FSLN is
starting to build, the constant and real
threat of counterrevolutionary military
intervention, and all the constraints im-
posed by international imperialism and its
institutions—the FSLN is seeking to gain
time. They must have a breathing space,
in order to organize the support of the
masses, who are becoming more politi-
cized, in order to stand up to a bourgeois
counterattack that will without question be
unleashed as the revolution deepens.

In the short run a pressing objective is to
begin a minimal level of production in the
privately owned industries and the big and
medium-sized farms that are still in the
hands of their owners.

In the same way, it is correct to appeal
for aid from all countries to obtain credits
and food (even if this may be used as a
means of pressure).

“Reconstruct Nicaragua” is a slogan
that corresponds precisely to the extreme
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A strong regular army is needed to discourage counterrevolutionary invasions.

economic and social crisis in the country,
and to the urgent needs of the masses, 60%
of whom are at present doomed to unem-
ployment.

But the semicolonial nature of Nicara-
gua and the depth of the devastation mean
that the needs of the masses cannot be met
in the framework of a “mixed"” capitalist
economy combining a state-owned and a
private sector which is aided by the
former. If private ownership is main-
tained, if the laws of capitalist accumula-
tion continue to dictate the country’s eco-
nomic development, the immense efforts of
the toiling population can only be re-
warded by austerity measures and by the
continuation of a miserable living stan-
dard. That would be the only way to
guarantee capitalist profits.

The agrarian reform will not be able to
reach its stated goals in the social and
economic areas if it does not become
closely linked with nationalized industry
operating under workers control, with both
sectors included in an overall economic
plan.

Economic aid from the imperialist coun-
tries and the capitalist countries of Latin
America will be an instrument for attempt-
ing to attach the Nicaraguan economy to
the international capitalist market. It will
be used to try to impose the decisions
reached in the inner sanctums of the
International Monetary Fund, which will
insist that repayment of loans take prece-
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dence over social needs, thus reinforcing
the pressure for an austerity program.

The final result of such a course would
be to firmly reinstate the bourgeoisie—in
collaboration with Somozaists and a sector
of the petty bourgeoisie—in command of
the country. Repression against the van-
guard and the masses would have to be
reinstituted and imperialism would regain
many of its former positions.

Thus the “reconstruction of Nicaragua”
in the interests of the workers and poor
peasants makes it necessary to extend
workers control of production; expropriate
the imperialist banks and enterprises;
repulse the attempts of the imperialist
financial institutions to use the foreign
debt as a means of pressure; nationalize
the remaining privately owned industries
and large firms; and begin overall eco-
nomic planning. Along this path, the
system of capitalist accumulation will be
destroyed.

In other words, the tasks before the
Nicaraguan masses and their leadership
require resolutely continuing along the
road opened twenty years ago by the
Cuban revolution.

8. Today, to prepare to carry out these
tasks means strengthening all the organi-
zations the toiling masses began building
during their struggle against the dictator-
ship and in the first months of their revo-
lution,

The anti-Somoza bourgeoisie saw the
overthrow of the dictatorship as the way to
install a democratized and modernized
bourgeois state that would be able to
restructure and revitalize the economy.
This, they hoped, would permit the indus-
trialists and business owners to improve
their position in the Central American
Common Market, and, more generally, to
profitably adjust the place occupied by
Nicaraguan capital in the international
division of labor. A state sector would aid
such a reorganization of the economy. This
perspective was shared by one faction of
the Nicaraguan Stalinists that collabo-
rated closely with the FAOQ.

The revolutionary overthrow of the ty-
rant, however, did not put the Nicaraguan
revolution on this road. The growing indi-
cations of uneasiness among the bourgeoi-
sie offer striking confirmation.

The FSLN is now encouraging and
organizing the formation and extension of
the Sandinista Defense Committees
(CDS). It has given them the central role
in administering not only the neighbor-
hoods (districts) but the municipalities.
The neighborhood CDSs democratically
elect delegates to Sandinista district com-
mittees (CBS). From the CBSs, delegates
are elected to the zonal councils. Thus a
democratically structured formation is be-
ing built which centralizes and coordinates
the CDSs on a municipal scale. The CDSs
combine these administrative functions
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(which continue to increase following the
collapse of the old structures) with func-
tions of surveillance, cultural activities,
and political agitation and propaganda.
They represent at once organs to adminis-
ter government power and the main politi-
cal formations through which the FSLN
political leadership in the neighborhoods
is assured.

The FSLN has likewise encouraged and
led the organization of a Sandinista
Workers Federation (CST). These unions
increase the degree of workers’ organiza-
tion; enable them to defend their economic,
social, and political demands; and mobilize
them for the defense and deepening of the
revolution.

The development of the CDSs and their
coordination and centralization not only at
the municipal, but also at the regional and
national level, intertwined with the imple-
mentation of economic and social policies
made necessary by the economic crisis and
the immediate needs of the masses, can
only go in the direction of further weaken-
ing the economic and social power of the
bourgeoisie. All steps in this direction
prepare the way for the establishment of a
workers state based on these organs, on
the trade unions, and on the mass organi-
zations. All major steps in this direction
also inevitably exacerbate the confronta-
tions between the classes and the political
currents that reflect their interests.

In addition, the FSLN is setting up mass
organizations for the youth, students, and
women.

That is why maneuvering to gain the
time to consolidate the CDSs and CST, to
set up a mass youth organization (whose
involvement in the struggle against the
dictatorship was decisive) fits into a cor-
rect policy of preparing for future battles
with the forces of counterrevolution. No
headlong plunge into ultraleftism can re-
place this preparation, which is necessary
to raise the consciousness of the masses.
For it is the masses themselves who would
be the main victims of any attempt to
precipitate a premature confrontation.

The tempo will be dictated, to a large
extent, by the logic of the conflicts in-
volved in solving the social and economic
crisis in the interests of the toilers, and by
the danger of imperialist intervention. But
preparing the masses through their own
struggles to understand the inevitability of
this confrontation—and doing so without
adventuristically forcing the rhythm of the
class struggle 1in its international
context—is one of the most important and
difficult tasks of the leadership of the
revolution.

The unavoidable confrontation with im-
perialism is exactly what the FSLN leader-
ship is feverishly preparing for. It has
correctly devoted a large part of its energy
to building an army, the Sandinist Peo-
ple’s Army (EPS)—initially based on the
“regular” guerrilla troops and on the incor-
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poration of a section of the popular mil-
itias.

The Somozaist National Guard, with
thousands of men, is waiting on the
borders; it can be beefed up by CIA-
recruited mercenaries and get support from
the CONDECA (Central American De-
fense Council) military forces. Only a
strong and efficient regular army can
reduce the human cost of repulsing direct
or indirect intervention by imperialism
and its local allies.

The popular militias in the neighbor-
hoods remain an important element of the
revolution’s defense system. The leader-
ship of the FSLN has forcefully taken the
offensive to defend the militias against the
campaign launched by La Prensa concern-
ing “abuses” by militia members. The
FSLN has declared that it wants universal
military training for youth and workers
conducted in the barracks of the Sandinist
People’s Army.

The Sandinist People’s Army and the
popular militias—led, trained, and
disciplined—are complementary to one
another. Both are needed to respond to
sabotage and military operations of all
kinds. Nicaragua is geographically vulner-
able to an armed invasion by counterrevo-
lutionary forces.

Any plans the bourgeoisie may have of
trying to consolidate a capitalist state and
relaunch a rationalized capitalist economy
are more difficult to realize because of the
total replacement of the old army by the

Nicaragn children organied by FSLN.

FSLN troops. For this reason the Nicara-
guan bourgeoisie, together with the rulers
of various Latin American countries, will
try to “regularize” the Sandinist People’s
Army by offering to train the bulk of its
officer corp in the military academies of
Panama, Venezuela, or Mexico. The FSLN
publicly rebuffed Carter's “offer’” to in-
itiate this process through bases in Pa-
nama.

In order to accomplish their strategic
goals, the FSLN leadership places high
priority on building a vanguard party,
rooted in the masses, organized through
the CDSs. The consolidation of the gains
of the toiling masses in a workers state
based on centralized workers, soldiers, and
peasants committees is intimately con-
nected to progress in the construction of a
revolutionary socialist proletarian party
within which the political vanguard of the
Nicaraguan working class can debate out
and decide the most important questions
facing the revolution.

The character and history of the leader-
ship of the FSLN as well as its role in the
first phase of the revolution show that it
would be an error to place any a priori
limit bevond which decisive sectors of the
FSLN cannot go as the process of perman-
ent revolution unfolds.

9. The victorious popular insurrection
tore apart the Somozaist bourgeois state
structure and destroyed its central pillar,
the National Guard. However, a decayed
bourgeois state remains whose fundamen-

Anibal Yanez/Perspectiva Mundial
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tal laws protect private ownership of the
means of production (industry and land),
hence capitalist accumulation.

The bourgeoisie has its economic organi-
zations (chambers of commerce and indus-
try and various employers associations)
which are supported by their counterparts
in Central America and international
financial institutions.

They own the country’s main daily
paper (La Prensa) and own and operate
several radio stations; they are getting
support from the Catholic hierarchy; and
they are rebuilding their political parties,
the Social Democrats, the Social Chris-
tians, and the Democratic Conservatives.
They have a presence in the government,
ministries, and central bank, and even
have a finger in the FSLN.

This bourgeois camp faces the growing
power of the CDSs, the popular militias,
the CST, and the ATC. The prestige of the
FSLN is based on these strengthened mass
organizations. It is intensifying its educa-
tional and propaganda campaign through
control of the daily Barricada, the only
national TV network, and several radio
stations.

Through large-scale nationalizations
and the implementation of the agrarian
reform, the economic and social power of
the bourgeoisie has been weakened. Most
importantly, the leadership of the FSLN
totally and directly controls the armed
forces, the Sandinist People’s Army.

The FSLN, whose authority and prestige
among the masses is undisputed, holds the
real political decision-making power. This
reflects the social relationship of forces,
the FSLN'’s role in reinforcing and leading
the mass organizations, and their total

leadership of the army and militia.

The place and role of the GRNN must be
understood in the context of the present
transitional phase in Nicaragua. While
governmental decisions cannot be made
without the consent of the leadership of
the FSLN, it would be an error to reduce
the bourgeois presence in this government
to mere decoration. They get support from
four sources: the native exploiting classes,
which are trying to reorganize; imperialist
institutions, which hope to slow down the
advance of the revolution while the coun-
terrevolution on the economic, diplomatic,
and military planes is prepared; the na-
tional bourgeoisies in Latin America, who
desire, above all, to prevent a new Cuba;
and the international apparatus of the
Social Democracy, which is a political tool
of imperialism, especially for the European
powers.

Progress toward the establishment of a
workers state will be reflected in a realign-
ment of social forces that will have reper-
cussions in the composition of the govern-
ment, including a break with bourgeois
forces, and even shifts within the FSLN
itself.

10. Revolution and counterrevolution
are confronting one another in Nicaragua.
In the near future, three different attempts
to stall and then brutally reverse the
revolution will converge, complement each
other, or be jointly organized.

The first attempt is the preparation for a
military intervention from the neighboring
countries, through the proliferation of sab-
otage or the formation of a counterrevolu-
tionary “guerrilla” force.

The second attempt—organized by impe-
rialism and some Latin American

bourgeoisies—will be to take advantage of
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San Antonio sugar mill is striking example of reconstruction needs.
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the urgent need for food, financial, techni-
cal, and economic aid in general. The
pressures will be exerted in many ways.
First of all, the imperialists seek to change
the relationship of forces in various gov-
ernmental and nongovernmental institu-
tions (role of the central bank, place and
role of the bourgeois ministers, etc.). In
addition, aid programs may not only have
strings attached, but may be channeled to
specific sectors of the economy with the
goal of reinvigorating a section of the
bourgeoisie (for example, construction, an
important sector that is still privately
owned). Finally, the aid will be doled out in
such a way as to make it appear that
imperialism is not trying to strangle the
revolution. But aid doled out with an
eyedropper is part of a deliberate strategy
to bide time until accelerating social and
economic difficulties provoke a growing
discontent and weaken the popular sup-
port and prestige of the Sandinistas. This
is the precondition for any potentially
successful political and military counterat-
tack.

The third angle of attack is taking shape
within Nicaragua itself. Using every wea-
pon of economic sabotage at their disposal,
all sections of the ruling classes will seek
to prevent the liquidation of an economy
based on private ownership.

Among the middle peasants, and even
the small peasants, industrialists and lati-
fundists will try to find allies to consoli-
date a social base of support.

At the present time, having lost control
over events since the middle of July, the
bourgeoisie is carrying on a political cam-
paign to slow down the revolutionary
process and reassert its role. This offensive
is focused on trying to actually implement
the “constitution of the Republic,” which
reflects the agreements signed in June.
Their goal is to make the country’s legal
institutions into the sole real decision-
making centers. They call for the “institu-
tionalization” of a “Council of State” and
demand that the Supreme Court assert its
power. In this way they hope to reduce,
before obliterating, the power of the CDSs,
militias, the joint national leadership of
the FSLN, etc.

Tomorrow, if economic dislocation pro-
duces a more tense political climate, the
bourgeoisie will not wage a battle to “insti-
tutionalize” the popular organs of power
but to hold “free elections” and set up
parliamentary institutions.

The bourgeoisie understands quite well
that the anticapitalist struggle combined
with the fight against imperialism has
replaced the struggle against the dictator-
ship. On the social and political level, this
means that the working class and agricul-
tural laborers and the poor peasantry will
spearhead future developments in the revo-
lution. Sabotage by the bosses, a capitalist
investment strike, hoarding and specula-
tion with respect to food products, and
refusal to sow and harvest will need to be
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met by an extension of workers control
over production, greater control over distri-
bution by the neighborhood committees,
and extension of the agrarian reform. It is
through the CDSs, the CST, and the ATC
that these battles can best be organized
and led.

“Institutionalization,” and tomorrow the
campaign for “free elections,” are tried
and tested methods of the bourgeois coun-
terrevolution when faced with the social
dynamic and its organizational
expression—the consolidation of the mass
organizations.

To raise the slogan of “free elections” for
a constituent assembly today amounts to
blocking the proletariat’s assertion of its
anticapitalist strength, to counterposing
the establishment of bourgeois parliamen-
tary institutions to the development and
nationwide centralization of organs of
power of the popular masses. These institu-
tions can only facilitate the bourgeois
political counteroffensive, derail the mass
movement, and break the dialectical in-
terrelationship that has been established
between the activity of the masses and the
leftward evolution of the FSLN leadership.

To focus political intervention today on
the slogan “all bourgeois ministers out of
the government!” would likewise be to
succumb to the sectarian temptation of
applying an abstract schema. Such an
orientation fails to correctly assess the far-
reaching break in continuity that has
taken place in terms of military power, the
location of the real center of power, the
character of governmental measures up to
now, and the experiences necessary for the
consciousness and organization of the
masses to develop. Such a slogan amounts
to deliberately choosing, today, a direct
confrontation on the national and interna-
tional level, based solely on the correct
observation that representatives of antago-
nistic social forces exist within the govern-
mental structure.

In the struggle to build a workers and
peasants government, forces that to many
appeared united in the struggle against the
dictatorship will openly confront each
other. But the coming confrontations can
be most effectively prepared for today by
explaining and supporting the government
measures that help meet the needs of the
toiling population and promote the organi-
zation of the masses.

11. The Nicaraguan revolution is part of
the international confrontation of oppos-
ing class forces. A profound political crisis
in relation to the U.S. rulers’ use of mil-
itary power, which has been a factor since
the 1975 defeat suffered in Vietnam, was
evident in Nicaragua. The U.S. had diffi-
culty imposing its proposed solutions in
1978; and in 1979 the Organization of
American States rebuffed the U.S.
sponsored drive for a joint military inter-
vention.

But it would be false to draw the conclu-
sion from these setbacks for Carter that
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imperialism will not do everything possi-
ble to crush this revolution, which has
been born right in its own backyard.
Washington cannot be caught short by a
new Cuba. Thus, the future of this revolu-
tion is closely tied to the relationship of
forces on an international scale as well.
The Cuban leadership has given decisive
support to the struggle against the Somoz-
aist dictatorship. Cuba is massively aiding

MI [RUSH E5 L# CRUSA D

MI PUERLD LB [ALSA nE

AMERTLR, LR CRUSH DE
10005 LOS PUEBLOS DPRI-

MIDOS. A ~

Fr“ed Murphy/IP-I
“My cause is the cause of my people, the
cause of America, the cause of all the
oppressed peoples.”

the revolution following the victory, pro-
viding material, technical, and food aid.
Hundreds of Cuban teachers, doctors, and
nurses have come to the aid of the toiling
masses in Nicaragua. The international-
ism of the Cuban leadership has been
clearly shown in support of this revolution.

Each new advance of the revolution in
Nicaragua, with the shock waves that it
directly spreads throughout Central Amer-
ica, not only raises the possibility of the
extension of the revolution, but also poses
two objective contradictions for the Cuban
leadership.

First of all, to loosen the noose placed
around Cuba’s neck by American imperial-
ism, the Cuban leadership is correctly
seeking to develop economic ties with
Latin American countries (Mexico, Vene-
zuela, etc.). However, while these bourgeoi-
sies may accept and even support a move-
ment against a given dictatorship—in the
hopes of having easier access to the Cen-
tral American market—they are deter-
mined to prevent a socialist revolution in
Central America. They will therefore nego-
tiate the extension and strengthening of
their trade and diplomatic relations with
Cuba from this standpoint.

Secondly, the entire political strategy of
the Soviet bureaucracy is to oppose any

disruption of the international status quo
on the political and military level, espe-
cially in a part of the world that is so
sensitive for the United States. The Cuban
leadership must also take this into ac-
count, for only the USSR and the workers
states could provide the necessary aid for
Nicaragua in the event of a break with the
capitalist world market.

The counterattack against Cuba
launched by the United States, on the
pretext of the “discovery” of a Soviet
“combat brigade” on the island, is in-
tended to give a warning to Castro, but is
also an intervention in the relations be-
tween Havana and Moscow, designed to
get the Kremlin to try to put a stop to the
Cuban aid to the Nicaraguan revolution.
Thus defending Cuba against this impe-
rialist pressure and fighting to lift the
economic blockade are intertwined with
the defense of the Nicaraguan revolution.

12. The shock wave produced by the
example of the Nicaraguan revolution is
hitting the countries of Latin America.
During the long mass struggle against
Somoza, ties had already been established
between the vanguard movements in the
region.

The FSLN victory has had a powerful
impact on El Salvador, the Central Ameri-
can country where the social and political
crisis is the most mature.

The agrarian question is at the center of
the crisis in El Salvador, a country where
more than 4.2 million inhabitants are
crowded into a territory one-sixth the size
of Nicaragua.

Underemployment and unemployment
are having devastating effects. More than
30% of the “economically active” rural
population works only two to three months
a year, and 20% works a maximum of six
months a year.

While American imperialism firmly sup-
ports the military government, it would
like to install some safety valves. At U.S.
urging, President Arturo Armando Molina
initiated a limited agrarian reform plan in
1977. It was rapidly shelved, not only
because of the resistance of the landed
oligarchy, but because the militancy of the
agricultural laborers and impoverished
peasants threatened to burst through the
narrow limits of the reform.

In an ever more constricted economic
climate the social and political crisis has
intensified since 1978. The imperialist
enterprises have frozen their investments;
capital is fleeing the country. Strikes are
proliferating, and the workers more and
more often occupy factories that close or
lay them off. They are defying the security
forces with greater and greater confidence.
The boldness of actions carried out by the
armed urban resistance fronts is increas-
ing. Despite the brutality of the military
repression, mass demonstrations in the
capital of San Salvador are becoming a
common occurrence.

American imperialism is redoubling its
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efforts to encourage a “democratic open-
ing” that could defuse the explosion. The
efforts are aimed at making use of an
existing alternative bourgeois leadership.

However, the close relationship that
exists between the agrarian question and
any plan for a “democratic opening” in-
creases the odds against the success of the
fake liberalization measures being plotted
by Washington. A massive explosion
against the tyranny, which will be met by
violent attacks from the army, becomes
more and more likely.

This advance of the popular forces in El
Salvador weakens the opportunities for
launching a direct counterrevolutionary
attack against Nicaragua from this coun-
try. At the same time, however, the over-
throw of the Romero dictatorship would
increase the pressure for imperialist inter-
vention and would raise the stakes for the
anti-imperialist forces in the region.

Throughout Latin America as a whole,
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the impact of the Nicaraguan revolution
and of its direct consequences in Central
America is considerable. First, the oldest
dictatorship in Latin America, which
weighed heavily on the entire region, has
been thrown out. Moreover, this revolution-
ary upsurge fits into a rising curve of mass
activity on the continent since 1977, and
can only strengthen it. Finally, the general
features of the revolutionary process in
Nicaragua, those that go beyond the
unique aspects, can now be assimilated by
the most conscious sectors of the proletar-
iat seeking to develop a revolutionary stra-
tegy.

This revolution has once again high-
lighted:

In the current climate of economic crisis
the internal contradictions within the
bourgeoisie and its crisis of leadership are
sharpened;

The combined activity of the semiprole-
tarian urban masses, the working class,
the agricultural laborers, the impoverished

Anibal Yahez/Perspectiva Mundial
Women have played a big role in the Nicaraguan Revolution.

peasants and sectors of the petty bourgeoi-
sie can open a breach;

The interrelationship of the struggles
against imperialism and a dictatorial re-
gime, and their anticapitalist dynamic;

The central role of the organization of
the masses themselves in the struggle
against the dictatorship, especially in de-
veloping the conditions under which a
general strike, guerrilla actions, and popu-
lar insurrection converge;

The predominance of proletarian forms
of organization in the final phase of the
struggle—trade union pickets and defense
guards, people’s militias, civil defense com-
mittees, armed detachments—and the dis-
locating effects these forms have on the
bourgeois army;

The way in which the industrial and
rural proletariat and the impoverished
peasants move to center stage as the
permanent revolution deepens;

The vital necessity of a revolutionary
leadership to bring this process to its
conclusion—that is, to expropriate the
capitalists and nationalize all means of
production, to destroy the bourgeois state,
its institutions, and its army, to build a
state based on the organs of workers
power, to establish an overall economic
plan corresponding to the interests of the
toiling population, and to defend the gains
of the revolution by arming the people.

13. The Fourth International and its
sections must mobilize all their forces to
defend the Nicaraguan revolution and
support the FSLN.

American imperialism is already organ-
izing an intervention to prevent the birth
of a new Cuba in Latin America. It will
need the more or less open complicity and
participation of the Latin American bour-
geoisies.

To stay the criminal hand of the Ameri-
can government and its henchmen and the
counterrevolutionary maneuvers of the
Latin American bourgeoisies, a vast solid-
arity and aid movement must be built
through the broadest possible outreach
and education work, and through the
proliferation of united-front initiatives.

Members of the Fourth International in
all countries of the world, first and fore-
most those in the Latin American sections,
and their comrades who are struggling in
the very heart of the bastion of Yankee
imperialism—will be able to revive the
example of proletarian internationalism
provided by the movement against the
imperialist war in Vietnam, which contrib-
uted to the resounding political defeat
inflicted on Washington.

Economic aid and food are also weapons
in the arsenal of revenge the international
bourgeoisie will use against a revolution
that has inherited the ruins of a bloody
dictatorship!

The unified solidarity and aid movement
must use every means to provide material
help to Nicaragua.

It will demand that the mass working-
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class organizations, humanitarian and
church groups, contribute their resources
to meet the immediate needs of the Nicara-
guan people.

It will expose governments that indulge
in humanitarian rhetoric while doling out
sums that are ludicrous by comparison
with the needs of a population deprived of
food and medical care. It will demand that
these governments immediately provide
massive aid, unconditionally and with no
strings attached, to the authorities of free
Nicaragua.

The organizations of the Fourth Interna-
tional, in building the solidarity and aid
movement, will strive to create a united
front of all parties and trade unions in
order to forge the chain of class solidarity
with the Nicaraguan workers. Within this
framework, they are renewing the urgent
appeal to the workers states that was
made by Che Guevara for the defense of
the Vietnamese revolution. Following Cu-
ba’s example, all the workers states must
provide massive material aid to the Nica-
raguan revolution with no strings at-
tached!

By furthering this campaign of solidar-
ity and aid, by rejecting any routinist or
passive attitude, the Fourth International
can best contribute to defense of the revo-
lution on the march in Nicaragua.

By explaining its program and ideas the
Fourth International places itself firmly
on the side of the FSLN’s battle to ensure
the victory of the socialist revolution.

By acting as loyal militants in the
framework of the organization which led
the overthrow of Somoza and leads this
revolution, the members of the Fourth
International in Nicaragua will defend the
fundamental ideas of revolutionary Marx-
ism. For these ideas reflect the interests of
the workers and poor peasants and point
to the strategic tasks to be carried out that
can culminate in the establishment of a
workers state based on the democracy of
workers and peasants councils. m}
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Statement on Simoén Bolivar Brigade

In August the leadership of the Sandi-
nista National Liberation Front (FSLN)
expelled the non-Nicaraguan members of
the “Simén Bolivar Brigade” from Nicara-
gua. The world capitalist press has por-
trayed the Simén Bolivar Brigade (SBB) as
“Trotskyist.” The United Secretariat of the
Fourth International, the worldwide Trot-
skyist organization, is issuing this state-
ment to clarify its relation to the Simén
Bolivar Brigade.

The Simén Bolivar Brigade was formed
in June of this year by the Colombian
Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores
(PST—Socialist Workers Party). Its ostens-
ible purpose was to recruit a military
brigade to fight with the FSLN in the final
offensive against the Somoza regime.

Although individuals who passed
through the brigade found their way to the
front and were integrated into the FSLN
units, the brigade as a unit entered Nicara-
gua after the fall of Managua. Sections of
the brigade went to Managua, Bluefields,
and other cities.

The Simén Bolivar Brigade not only
presented itself as part of the FSLN, but
claimed to be acting for the FSLN and its
leadership. However, it never in fact ac-
cepted the discipline of the FSLN, but
instead set its own course. Falsely posing
as an armed unit of the FSLN, the brigade
endeavored to impose its own leadership
on workers involved in organizing unions
in various factories, in some cases through
authoritarian and manipulative methods.
It even introduced the outrageous rule of
“double affiliation” of these unions to both
the Sandinista Workers Federation (CST)
and the SBB! This activity received broad
notoriety in Nicaragua. In Bluefields, a
town on the east coast largely cut off from
the rest of the country where there were
few FSLN cadres, the brigade presented
itself as the FSLN leadership of the city
and surrounding area. The FSLN was
obliged to send in an armed unit into
Bluefields to establish its authority.

Faced with this situation, the FSLN
leadership publicly called for a meeting
with the Simén Bolivar Brigade. The Bri-
gade responded by organizing a demon-
stration of workers near the meeting site.
The workers involved were brought to this
demonstration under the false pretense
that they were there to discuss their prob-
lems with the FSLN leadership.

The FSLN leadership held two meetings
with the Simén Bolivar Brigade, lasting
many hours, to try to resolve the situation.
They proposed that the brigade become a
disciplined and loyal part of the FSLN, as
an international brigade. But the brigade
leadership refused to place itself under the
discipline of the FSLN, despite its public
stance that it is a military, and not politi-
cal organization. Consequently, the FSLN

leadership expelled the brigade’s non-
Nicaraguan members. They were sent to
Panama, as a first step on their way.
When the Torrijos regime utilized the
opportunity to arrest and beat members of
the brigade before sending them on, which
we condemn and denounce, the FSLN
leadership issued a statement that it had
not arrested or mistreated any member of
the brigade, and that its intention was
solely to expel them from Nicaragua.

» L] L]

The Colombian PST is a sympathizing
organization of the Fourth International.
However, the entire project of setting up
the Simén Bolivar Brigade was not done
under the guidance of, or in collaboration
with, the elected leadership bodies of the
Fourth International. It set its own course,
against the policies of the Fourth Interna-
tional.

The disregard for and contempt of the
Fourth International on the part of the
leaders of the Simén Bolivar Brigade was
exemplified by their refusal to allow a
representative of the United Secretariat of
the Fourth International who was present
to attend the meetings between the FSLN
and the Simén Bolivar Brigade, although
this was agreeable to the FSLN.

Documents of the Colombian PST state
that the project of the Simén Bolivar
Brigade was largely conceived and exe-
cuted as a factional operation against the
FSLN and the majority of the Fourth
International. The Colombian PST placed
its own factional interests above those of
the Nicaraguan revolution.

This behavior of the brigade could pro-
vide a pretext to forces opposed to the
advance of the revolution to advocate the
use of repression in the workers movement
to settle political differences, against the
policy of the FSLN.

The United Secretariat of the Fourth
International condemns and repudiates
the Simén Bolivar Brigade and its activi-
ties.

At the same time, the Fourth Interna-
tional considers the expulsion of the Simén
Bolivar Brigade from Nicaragua to be a
mistake. We don’t want to minimize the
fraudulent and irresponsible character of
the Simén Bolivar Brigade operation. But
we believe that the prestige and political
authority of the FSLN are sufficiently
great to have enabled it to solve the
problem of the Simén Bolivar Brigade by
using public criticism and condemnation.

Intercontinental Press/Inprecor
will give you a week by week
analysis of the most important
world events.
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Answer Rightist Terrorism

FSLN Strengthens Unions, Militias, Defense Committees

By Fred Murphy

MANAGUA—The government and
mass organizations have redoubled their
efforts to put a stop to counterrevolution-
ary terrorism following the October 4
murder of FSLN militant Marcel Pallais
Checa. Pallais’s bullet-riddled body was
found near the Central American Univer-
sity campus here early October 5.

Pallais had been in charge of an effort to
stop sabotage at the Villa Fontana Tele-
communications Complex. It is thought
that supporters of the Somoza dictatorship
whom Pallais had dismissed from their
posts may have had a hand in his death.

Immediately after Pallais’s murder, un-
its of the Sandinista People’s Army (EPS)
were deployed on all the main streets of
Managua. Checkpoints were set up and all
vehicles were searched for weapons. Sub-
stantial quantities of weapons were reco-
vered. During subsequent nights, there
was a diminishing of terrorist gunfire in
Managua.

The FSLN has continued to urge citizens

to be on the alert for counterrevolutionary
activity. In the neighborhoods the Sandi-
nista Defense Committees (CDS)—‘“the
eyes and ears of the revolution”—remain
on alert.

The Pallais assassination is the most
recent incident in a resurgence of counter-
revolutionary terrorist activity since late
September. In response, the FSLN has
launched a “Control Somocismo, Defend
the Revolution” campaign through the
CDS and taken social and economic mea-
sures to deepen the revolutionary process
initiated by the overthrow of Somoza in
July.

Through the “Control Somocismo” cam-
paign, the CDS are being organized on a
block-by-block basis to gather data on
suspicious incidents and on the wherea-
bouts and activities of known Somocistas
who may be involved in counterrevolution-
ary crimes.

The FSLN is also taking important steps
to reorganize and strengthen the militias.

Many fighters have now been integrated
into the EPS, essential for defense against
the ominous possibility of invasion by
National Guard units in Honduras and El
Salvador, backed up overtly or covertly by
Washington and its client dictators in
Central America. Other fighters have now
joined the Sandinista National Police.

As the revolution moves to get produc-
tion back under way and begin the other
crucial reconstruction projects in the war-
ravaged country, full-time militia duty is
being replaced by regular part-time train-
ing and drilling.

In the face of internal and external
threats to the revolution, the FSLN has
announced its intention to expand the
militia to increase the masses’ prepared-
ness for self-defense. (See box.)

Involving the Masses

Marches and rallies have been held in
Managua and other parts of the country to
explain the need for the “Control Somo-

Anibal Yahez/Perspectiva Mundial

“All of imperialism's power could not stop Vietnam and will not be able to stop Nicaragua.”
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cismo” campaign and to encourage mass
participation in it. On October 3, FSLN
Comandante Jaime Wheelock spoke at one
of the largest of these, a rally of several
thousand at the Casa del Gobierno (Go-
vernment House) in central Managua.

The efforts of the army and the Ministry
of Interior are “not enough” to defeat the
counterrevolution, Wheelock explained.
Victory will come only if the workers and
peasants “prepare themselves to control
the productive wealth of our country.”

In the workplaces confiscated from the
Somocistas, Wheelock said, “we need to
have unions with full participation in
power. . . . There must be neither exploit-
ers nor exploited. There must be just and
equitable relations. The workers must
know their jobs in order to govern their
production. The task of the state is solely
that of administration. The workers are
the true owners of the national wealth.”

Social and Economic Measures

Along with this extension of workers
control over production through the
unions, the FSLN leaders plan to respond
to the Somocista terror—and to Washing-
ton's military threats in the Caribbean—
by deepening the social transformations in
other ways, as well.

Among the steps recently taken or an-
nounced are the following:

¢ “Intervention” by the government of
more than 200 housing developments in
which the owners were evading real estate
laws by denying tenants vital water, elec-
tricity, and sewage facilities. Residents
will now make their payments directly to
the government and will be provided with
such facilities.

(In the early months of the Cuban revo-
lution, “interventions” often preceded di-
rect nationalization. The government
would appoint managers who ran the
enterprises in conjunction with committees
of workers.)

* A big increase in social security pen-
sions. Under the dictatorship payments to
the aged, invalids, widows, and orphans
had remained at the same level since 1963
and even at that time were grossly inade-
quate. Retroactive payments will be made
to those who were denied pensions because
of technicalities in the laws.

® The Nicaraguan Institute for Agrar-
ian Reform has announced that it is con-
sidering further land expropriations in the
provinces of Masaya, Nueva Segovia,
Madriz, and Esteli, where huge expanses
of private landholdings exist side by side
with hundreds of tiny peasant plots. At a
news conference October 4, Wheelock, who
is the Agrarian Reform Minister, reiterated
that under Nicaragua’s new Bill of Rights,
land ownership is subject to restrictions on
the basis of “public utility and social
interest.” Therefore, no holdings are neces-
sarily exempt from intervention if they
should be needed to improve the conditions
of the poor peasants.
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If these lands are taken over, it will
represent further inroads into the property
rights of the “anti-Somoza” landlords.

* On October 5, state prosecutor Ernesto
Castillo announced that in addition to
ongoing investigations into the extent of
Somocista property holdings—all of which
are subject to immediate expropriation—
his office is also launching probes into the
dealings of some ostensibly anti-Somoza
capitalists.

Castillo said that the Banco de América
and Banco Nicaragiiense financial
groups—the two main power centers of the
capitalist opposition to Somoza—are being
investigated.

“The Government of National Recon-
struction will deal harshly with all those
whose operations turn out to have been in
collaboration with Somocismo,” Castillo
said.

® The Ministry of Economy has estab-
lished controls on meat prices that are to
be enforced in collaboration with the
CDS—through neighborhood price com-
mittees, in other words. Similar controls on
other basic necessities are expected soon.

Bourgeois Maneuvers

While no open opposition to these moves
has been expressed by the small capitalist
political parties here—the Social Demo-
crats, Social Christians, and Democratic
Conservatives—there are growing signs
that the bourgeois forces are looking for
ways to put a brake on the revolution. The
Chamber of Commerce has organized sev-
eral meetings to press for convoking the
“Council of State,” a legislative body

called for in the program of the Govern-
ment of National Reconstruction published
just prior to Somoza’s fall.

This council was to be made up of thirty-
three representatives from the bourgeois
parties, Chamber of Commerce and Indus-
try, FSLN, trade unions, the Catholic
Church, and other groups. Its proposed
composition was disproportionately weight-
ed toward the most conservative sectors of
the anti-Somoza front. The bourgeois for-
ces hoped it would serve as a check on the
social and economic measures taken after
Somoza’s fall.

Since that time, however, the
Sandinista-led government has charted a
course that shows it to be far more repre-
sentative of the interests of the workers
and peasants than the forces that were to
have made up the “Council of State.”

No date has been set for the convocation
of the “Council of State.” Junta member
Moisés Hassan pointed out October 5 that,
in any event, its composition would have
to be reconsidered, since a number of
groups that were to have seats no longer
exist.

The FSLN’s refusal to bend to the capi-
talists’ demands for immediate convoca-
tion of a nonrepresentative, bourgeois-
dominated body is consistent with its
overall radical course. When agreements
reached with bourgeois forces prior to
Somoza’s fall stand in the way of this
course, the Sandinistas increasingly rely
on the principles laid out in the August 21
“New Bill of Rights,” interpreted in the
interests of the Nicaraguan workers and
peasants, O

MANAGUA—At a news conference
here October 9, interior Minister Tomés
Borge gave the following response to a
question on plans for stengthening and
reorganizing the militias:

“The compaiiero’s question is very
important, because it is necessary to
clarify our plans regarding the militias.
The present militias are being inte-
grated into the army, into the police,
into production. It has been a rather
slow process, owing to the material
limitations that exist, to other problems
of organization, and so on.

“Once the present militias are inte-
grated into the army, the state security
organs, or the centers of production—or
into the universities and high schools,
because there are many milicianos who
are university or high-school students—
we will then create a national militia.

“In fact it is already being created.
This means that workers in the facto-
ries, students in the universities and
high schools, and employees and offi-
cials in the government ministries who

‘We Are Going to Have a Militia of 300,000’

want to voluntarily join the militias
(and we emphasize the word “volun-
tary,” because joining is not going to be
obligatory) will be able to do so.

“We calculate that in several months
we are going to have 300,000 milicianos
in Nicaragua.

“These milicianos will be integrated
into their centers of production—the
workers in the factories will themselves
be the milicianos.

“They will have their weapons. These
won't be carried through the streets;
they will be kept in a certain place
inside the factories, and will of course
be controlled by the milicianos them-
selves.

“These arms will be used to stand
guard over the factory, to help keep
order in the city, or to join in combat if
necessary—if our country is attacked.

“Therefore, the militias will also have
military training at least one day a
week, so that if it is necessary to defend
the country the Nicaraguan people,
through their organized militias, will
surely be able to do so without delay.”
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Selections From the Leit

[The Sixth Summit Conference of Non-
aligned Countries, held in Havana Sep-
tember 3-9, was not given extensive cover-
age in the press of the world radical
movement. Here, however, are excerpts
from some assessments of the conference,
taken from newspapers received by Inter-
continental Press/Inprecor.]

“Sekai Kakumei” (World Revolution),
central organ of the Japan Revolutionary
Communist League (Japanese section of
the Fourth International). Published week-
ly in Tokyo.

The September 17 issue features an
editorial under the headline: *“Anti-
Vietnam Maneuvers Smashed—Nona-
ligned Conference Registers Advance for
Anti-Imperialist Forces.”

“The Sixth Nonaligned Summit Confer-
ence, in which ninety-five countries partici-
pated, has attracted international atten-
tion as a major event affecting the course
of world politics.”

The editorial went on to comment on the
four most noted points in the outcome of
the conference, which it listed as the
refusal to seat the Pol Pot delegation as
representatives of Kampuchea, the censure
of Egypt for its betrayal of the Arab cause,
the condemnation by name of major impe-
rialist powers including Japan for their
collaboration with the South African
apartheid regime, and the admission into
the Nonaligned Movement of Nicaragua,
whose representative appealed for aid to
the revolution there.

“As these four decisions show, despite a
crisis that could have split it, the Non-
aligned Conference went on, with the anti-
imperialist positions of Cuba and Vietnam
setting the tone throughout. On the eve of
the conference, U.S. imperialism stirred up
a campaign about ‘3,000 Soviet troops
stationed in Cuba’ in an attempt to isolate
Vietnam and Cuba, but this met with no
success at all.

“The bourgeois media have portrayed
the conference proceedings as a conflict of
‘pro-Soviet radicals’ vs. ‘moderates,” and
have frowned at ‘the excesses of the Cu-
bans.” But that was not the case.

“On the contrary, the course of the
conference reflected the fact that, despite
the difficulties facing the working-class
side internationally (such as the Sino-
Soviet conflict), the world situation is
tending to strengthen anti-imperialist for-
ces. It favors the spread of revolution, and
is driving the imperialist powers and their
colonial stooges into a corner.

“The conference shows that the slogan
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of ‘Nonalignment’ has lost its content, that
the semicolonial world is rapidly being
polarized between revolution and counter-
revolution, anti-imperialism and proimpe-
rialism. . . .

“What we see today are the youth, the
workers, the people of the entire world
rising up to carry on the fight that Viet-
nam began, to fight for a new world. The
revolutions in Nicaragua and Iran are
nothing but the harbingers of uprisings to
come by the peoples of countless other
countries.

“In response to the Nicaraguan revolu-
tion, even here in Japan there are those
who cry about how it ‘was instigated by
the USSR and Cuba’ (the Revolutionary
Marxist Faction [sectarians who hold the
view that the Soviet Union is “state capi-
talist”]), or who scream ‘don’t let Nicara-
gua become another Cuba! (the [pro-
Peking] Labor Party). These are the same
people who chime in with the bourgeoisie
denouncing ‘Vietnam's aggression against
Kampuchea,’ and calling ‘for the return of
our Northern Territories [parts of the Japa-
nese Empire occupied by Soviet troops in
World War II]’ And it won’t stop there.
Frightened by the advance of the world
revolution, even self-proclaimed ‘revolu-
tionists’ are losing their sense of direction
under the impact of the historic changes
that are starting to shake the world.”

Ut hrckl 7

“What Is to Be Done?” Fortnightly
newspaper of the Socialist Workers Orga-
nization, a sympathizing organization of
the Fourth International in Costa Rica.

A headline in the September 24 issue
asks “Who Are the Nonaligned?” A secon-
dary head answers, “Tyrants, dictators
and . . . Cuba!”

The article argues that “it is the world-
wide confrontation between the two funda-
mental classes—the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie—that ultimately determines
the social character of nation-states. . . .

“There are no intermediate modes of
production. A country is capitalist or it
isn't.

“In this context, take countries such as
Argentina, Cuba, Bolivia, Vietnam, Egypt,
Yugoslavia, Panama, Syria, Arabia, etc.,
which form part of the Nonaligned Move-
ment. What common basis do they have?
What common interests do they repre-
sent? . . .

“The apparent ‘common objective’ of the
nonaligned countries is the ‘anti-imperial-
ist struggle.” This is the sorry pretense of
the rulers of nations subject to imperialist
domination, rulers who are obliged by the
powerful mass movements in their own
countries to rely directly on the strong

hand of imperialism to maintain them-
selves in power. . ..

“In this context, the nonaligned move-
ment is mainly an instrument of the bour-
geois governments which take part in it in
order to give themselves cover in face of
their own people in struggle. . . . These
governments are direct agents of imperial-
ism. It is through them that imperialism is
able to subject the masses to superexploita-
tion. . . .

“The presence of the Cuban bureaucracy
in this movement of the nonaligned has a
clear purpose: to legitimize this organiza-
tion, to usurp the prestige of the Cuban
revolution in order to give credibility in the
eyes of the masses to the bourgeois politi-
cians, presidents, and proimperialist dicta-
tors who protect the bosses’ interests in
their respective countries.”

“Red,” weekly newspaper of the Revolu-
tionary Communist League, French sec-
tion of the Fourth International. Published
in Paris.

Under the headline “A Tempest in a
Teapot,” Vincent Kermel writes in the
September 7-13 issue:

“Would the sixth summit conference of
the Nonaligned movement become the site
of a battle for the political clarification
essential to the anti-imperialist struggle?
This was undoubtedly the position of the
Cuban minister of foreign affairs, Isidoro
Malmierca. . . .

“The proof, we were told, was that the
Carter administration awaited the opening
of the summit meeting to make public the
presence in Cuba of a Soviet brigade of
3,000 men—something Moscow had never
denied. And wasn’t it Castro who declared
that the United States had engaged in
‘feverish contacts’ to try to torpedo the
final document drafted by Cuba?

“The fact remains, however, that all the
reactionary bourgeois states in the Non-
aligned movement will end up supporting
such resolutions. For in the final analysis,
all the states present, including Cuba, are
perfectly comfortable with the heteroge-
neity of the Nonaligned movement.

“So, what will emerge from this diplo-
matic tempest? A few vehement condem-
nations, some fine-sounding resolutions
polished and passed by consensus, and
agreement to meet again at the seventh
Nonaligned summit.

“The popular masses of the so-called
Third World states therefore have no stake
in these resolutions, any more than they
have in the ritual formulations denouncing
imperialism and calling for a new eco-
nomic order—formulations that are usu-
ally passed unanimously at this sort of
meeting.

“And it will take more than Castro’s
blistering statement on solidarity with the
Soviet Union—addressed to an assembly
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of kings, heads of state, and governmental
ministers—to convince us of the contrary.”

( Jocialist Action )
Published twice monthly in Auckland,
New Zealand.

“Cuba Summit Victory for Workers” was
the headline of an article by Peter Collins
in the October 5 issue.

“The [Nonaligned] conference was a
major setback for the capitalist powers,
particularly the United States which did
everything it could to disrupt the confer-
ence,” the article said.

According to Collins, “The capitalist
governments in the Nonaligned Movement
are being pushed by the pressure of their
own people, and now by the Cuban exam-
ple, to denounce or even take steps against
the powerful imperialist countries. . . .

“The Cuban policy aims to bring to-
gether the strongest front against the
imperialist powers. In doing so it under-
mines the power of other regimes in the
Non-Aligned Movement who are commit-
ted to the status quo.”

Socialist weekly published in Sydney,
Australia. Presents the views of the Social-
ist Workers Party.

Fidel Castro’s complete speech to the
Nonaligned conference is printed in the
September 27 issue. The editors note that
Castro’s speech, “a blistering denunciation
of imperialist crimes against the semico-
lonial world—set the political tone for the
discussion and debate that followed.”

THE MILITANT

A socialist weekly published in the inter-
ests of the working people. Printed in New
York City.

“American working people have every
reason to hail the outcome of the Sixth
Summit Meeting of Nonaligned Nations in
Havana,” the editorial in the September 28
issue declared.

The editorial—a statement adopted by
the Political Committee of the U.S. Social-
ist Workers Party—said:

“The Havana summit condemned U.S.
war moves in the Middle East and Central
America. It demanded independence for
Puerto Rico, which is today a colony of the
US. It called for removing U.S. troops
from Cuba and South Korea. It gave new
inspiration to the fight for the massive
international aid that the peoples of Nica-
ragua and Indochina desperately need to
rebuild their war-ravaged lands.

“These actions put new obstacles in the
way of the Carter administration’s war
drive, which threatens to use American
working people as cannon fodder, as it did
in Vietnam.
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“The conference registered the hatred
that hundreds of millions of people feel for
apartheid, Zionism, and every other form
of racist oppression. That will strengthen
the fight against racist oppression and
discrimination here in the United States as
well.

“The Cuban government, which hosted
the gathering, argued forcefully for the
adoption of these progressive stands. The
leadership displayed by the Cubans at the
conference is an extension of their anti-
imperialist actions in Africa, Latin Amer-
ica, and elsewhere.

“This heroic and self-sacrificing ex-
ample—not ‘Soviet troops’ or ‘Soviet domi-
nation’—is the reason for the escalating
U.S. attacks on Cuba. The capitalists who
run this country have an undying hatred
for a government that, in Fidel's words,
cannot be bribed, bought, or intimi-
dated. . . .

“War, economic misery, and social catas-
trophes are built into the -capitalist
system—not only for the peoples of the
colonial and ex-colonial countries but for
the American working class as well. . . .

“More and more workers in this country
are realizing that their interests lie in
opposing the policies of the capitalist
government at home and abroad. Their
thinking is beginning to converge with the
consciousness of superexploited millions in
Asia, Africa, and Latin America.

“They are coming to the realization that
the fate of the American working people
and of the peoples whose demands were
voiced in Havana are completely tied to-
gether.”

A two-and-a-half page article in the
same issue examines in greater detail the
debate at the conference, the role of the
Cuban government, Washington’s cam-
paign against the Nonaligned meeting,
and the significance of the outcome.

The previous issue of the Militant
printed the full text of Castro’s speech at
the Nonaligned Conference.

Guardian
An independent radical newsweekly pub-
lished in New York.

An editorial in the September 26 issue
cites as the first achievemeént of the Non-
aligned conference in Havana that the
governments involved “sharply upheld
their independent, nonbloc character.”

The heart of the editorial is a polemic
against the role of Cuba, which sought to
place responsibility for oppression and
exploitation around the world squarely on
U.S. imperialism.

While claiming that “the U.S. is the
main danger to the working peoples and
oppressed nations of the world,” the editor-
ial argues that the Soviet Union should
also be viewed as an enemy.

According to the editorial, the USSR
“has become transformed into a big-power
hegemonist state, posing long-term dan-

gers to the struggle for independence,
liberation and revolution.”

Echoing Washington’s propaganda
about Soviet “imperialism,” the editorial
warns: “With thousands of troops sta-
tioned permanently outside its borders,
naval fleets throughout the world, a vast
arsenal of nuclear weapons and signifi-
cant economic clout, the Soviet Union is in
a position to back up its superpower aims
with concrete actions.”

Expressing its opposition to the stand
taken by the Cuban and Vietnamese gov-
ernments somewhat shamefacedly, the
Guardian says:

“By nature, the gquestion of nonalign-
ment is a complex question. Some coun-
tries are fronting for the interests of U.S.
imperialism; many are genuinely striving
for a firmly independent and nonaligned
path; and a few are independently putting
forward views that would move the Non-
aligned Movement toward uncritical al-
liance with the USSR and reduce its inde-
pendent character.”

In the Guardian's view, it is at least as
important for the Nonaligned govern-
ments to take their distance from the
Soviet workers state as to take a stand in
opposition to U.S. imperialism.

Socialist
Worker

Newspaper of the Socialist Workers
Party. Published weekly in London.

Ian Birchall sums up the view of the
British SWP—a group that believes all the
existing workers states are capitalist
countries—by declaring in the September
22 issue:

“The recent conference of non-aligned
nations held in Cuba was, as far as the
real struggle against imperialism is con-
cerned, an irrelevant charade.”

Dismissing the dispute over whether to
seat the genocidal regime of Khmer Rouge
leader Pol Pot, or the current Kampuchean
government of Heng Samrin as “the sick-
est joke of the conference,” Birchall in-
sisted that one was just as bad as the
other.

“Tito was backing the Pol Pot govern-
ment, which butchered a fair proportion of
its citizens, while Castro backed the pres-
ent regime, imposed on the Kampucheans
by the Vietnamese Army.

“The final compromise, to leave the seat
empty, was worthy of the best traditions of
nit-picking imperialist diplomacy. At least
the Kampuchean people weren't misrepres-
ented.”

Birchall makes no mention of Washing-
ton’s attacks on the conference, and in
particular on Cuba’s leadership role in it.
He concludes that the oppressed masses
have “nothing to hope for from alignment
with Washington or Moscow—nor will
non-aligned conferences help them. The
struggle against imperialism must go
hand in hand with revolution at home.”
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Industrial Workers Take the Lead

New Zealand: General Strike Challenges Muldoon Government

By Philip Ferguson

AUCKLAND—Major factories and
hundreds of other workplaces across New
Zealand were silent on September 20 as
industry here ground to a halt. The coun-
try’s first-ever general strike was on, as
working people responded with enthusi-
asm to the strike call issued by the Federa-
tion of Labour (FOL) on the evening of
September 17.

The FOL was backed up by the Labour
Party leadership and the Combined State
Unions which groups together unions in
the state sector. It was the most impressive
show of labour unity in New Zealand
history.

The national stoppage caused the em-
ployers 80 million New Zealand dollars in
lost production, with up to 85 percent of
the industrial work force out in the main
cities. It was the strongest expression yet
of working people’s determination to get
rid of the hated national government of
Robert Muldoon.

In Auckland the strike was accompanied
by a 3,000-strong march of unionists in the
central city.

The strike was sparked by government
interference in an agreement negotiated by
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the drivers’ union.

The stage was set when the government
passed the Remuneration Act in August.
This act allowed the government to gain
more direct control over wage levels, with
Muldoon stating that he would not tolerate
increases above 10 percent.

First in line for the government were the
drivers. After months of fighting for a
decent increase, including widespread
strike action, they had managed to wring
an 11 percent rise from the wealthy truck-
ing companies.

Muldoon then stepped in, declaring that
the government would cut the drivers’ pay
rise back to 9.5 percent.

As it was, the drivers’ rise was quite
modest—certainly below the annual level
of inflation—and only put $114 per week in
the hands of the average driver.

The drivers announced that they would
take direct action nationally if the govern-
ment cut back the increase.

They were backed up by the Federation
of Labour (which incorporates almost all
the unions of industrial workers) and the
unions in the state sector.

On September 14 workers at one of the

Auckland Trades Council leaders march at head of demonstration September 20.

major Wellington car plants walked out
over Muldoon’s interference in the drivers’
agreement. Two days later 2,000 workers
attending the last of a series of local
meetings organised by the Wellington
Trades Council to oppose the new act,
voted for the FOL to call a national stop-
page and launch an ongoing campaign to
smash the act.

In Auckland on the morning of Sep-
tember 17, 900 delegates from unions
throughout the city met and unanimously
voted for a general strike.

Workers’ anger at the interference in the
drivers’ agreement was capped off by the
fact that the government had just had its
own round of big pay rises. Muldoon’s rise
took him to a salary of $1,000 a week.

Massive solidarity developed around the
drivers as working people saw that a
threat to one agreement put everyone's
right to decent wage increases in jeopardy.

Meat workers’ union leaders announced
that they would not negotiate a pay agree-
ment for the upcoming season so long as
the government interfered in the drivers’
agreement. This would hold up New Zea-
land’s major export industry, a vital area
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for the capitalist class.

Leaders of the Public Service Associ-
ation—the country’s largest union, which
covers 50,000 state sector workers—
announced their support for the drivers, as
did leaders of the Combined State Unions.

The Labour Party parliamentary leader-
ship also gave its support.

Caught between the militancy of their
members and the government’s intransi-
gence, the FOL leaders called a general
strike. This was backed by Labour Party
leader Bill Rowling.

Support for the strike was overwhelming
among industrial workers, and many
white-collar workers joined in as well, with
their unions declaring support for the
strike but not insisting that they all go out.

Most of the capitalist dailies claimed
that the strike had failed, largely pointing
to the number of white-collar workers who
had not stopped work in the central busi-
ness districts of major cities.

But their claims were belied by the fact
that overall, the vast majority of workers
stayed home. The newspapers themselves
did not come out on the day of the strike.

It was clear that the bosses, their news
media and their government received a
major knockback. They were surprised at
the unity of all sectors of the labour
movement and the degree of union organi-
sation which developed in the two days
before the strike and on the day itself.

In particular, flying pickets were orga-
nised in Auckland, Wellington, and other
places to help ensure the closing down of
industrial areas.

The Socialist Action League is raising
the call for the whole labour movement—
the unions and the Labour Party—to wage
a massive campaign to bring down Mul-
doon’s government, replacing it with a
Labour government committed to the inter-
ests of working people in every area.

The time has never been better for such
a campaign. Discontent has been brewing
for several years over the Muldoon govern-
ment’s attacks on living standards and
democratic rights. This paved the way for
the success of the strike.

In 1977 trade unions in Wellington orga-
nised a 20,000-strong march against a
government bill increasing the powers of
the Security Intelligence Service, New
Zealand’s secret police.

There has been massive opposition to
the government’s 1977 anti-abortion legis-
lation and important struggles over Maori
land, climaxing in the seventeen-month
occupation of ancestral land at Bastion
Point in Auckland city. Mass revulsion
followed a 700-strong police and army
invasion of the Point in May 1978 which
ended the occupation and resulted in the
largest mass arrest in New Zealand his-
tory.

Opposition to the government’s reaction-
ary social policies has increasingly gone
hand-in-hand with workers’ militancy on
economic issues and cutbacks in state

October 22, 1979

Trotskyist Paper
Well Received

The Trotskyists of the Socialist Ac-
tion League mobilized for the Sep-
tember 20 general strike. With a big
majority of its members in the indus-
trial work force, the League was right
in the thick of the action.

The strike coincided with a sales
campaign launched by the Trotskyist
fortnightly, Socialist Action, to get out
the word to NZ workers about the
revolution in Nicaragua.

On the day of the strike, supporters of
the paper took to the streets in working-
class suburbs in Auckland and Welling-
ton, selling more than 1,400 papers.

spending. In particular the industrial
workers have moved to the centre of poli-
tics as the most powerful and militant
opposition to the government.

Workers were particularly angered when
the Muldoon government won the most
seats in the November 1978 elections,
although it was outpolled by Labour. Since
then there has been a growing sentiment
for an all-out confrontation with the To-
Tries.

There was a major confrontation be-
tween the government and rail workers
earlier this year which could have sparked
a national stoppage. This ended in a
standoff. On May 17, 10,000 workers
marched through winter rain in Welling-
ton at the opening of Parliament to show
their opposition to the government.

Workers feel that not only does the
government have to be fought, but that
they have the strength to beat it.

The general strike certainly showed this,
pointing the way ahead and marking a
turning point in New Zealand politics.
Workers have gained a real taste of the
power they have in united mass action. As
Wellington Trades Council president Pat
Kelly commented afterwards, “Things will
never be the same for the boss class in this
country.” a
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AROUND TTHE WORLD

Rudolf Bahro Freed

East German so- ™
cialist dissident Ru- §
dolf Bahro was re-
leased from prison
October 11, in a vic-
tory for the two-year
long international de-
fense campaign that
has been waged in
his behalf.

Bahro was one of
the first political pri- & .
soners to be released under the special
amnesty decreed to celebrate the thirtieth
anniversary of the founding of the German
Democratic Republic.

Bahro had been jailed in August 1977
after his book The Alternative in Eastern
Europe was published by the West German
Metalworkers union.

His case was taken up by a broad, labor-
based defense campaign in Western Eu-
rope, which included a four-day interna-
tional conference in West Berlin in
November 1978.

Czechoslovak, Polish, and Soviet dissi-
dents spoke out in his defense, as did
representatives of the Italian Communist
Party.

Greek Trotskyist on Trial for
‘Insulting the Authorities’

Greek Trotskyist and trade-union leader
Giannis Felekis was scheduled to appear
before a court of appeals in Athens Oc-
tober 15, to appeal his previous conviction
and ten-month prison sentence on charges
of “insulting the judicial authorities.”

Those charges stem from testimony by
Felekis at the 1978 trial of four other
Trotskyist activists, who had been arrested
for putting up posters that “insulted the
police authorities.” Felekis explained that
the judicial system was not really impar-
tial since it is designed to defend capitalist
property.

Support to the defense effort can be sent
c/o0 S. Zaphiratos, P.O. Box 2083, Central
Post, Athens.

Civilian Regime Installed in Ghana
After more than seven years of military
rule, a civilian regime was inaugurated in
Ghana September 24. Hilla Limann, the
head of the People’s National Party (PNP),
was sworn in as president. The bourgeois
PNP is a revival of the Convention Peo-
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ple’s Party of Kwame Nkrumah, who was
overthrown by an imperialist-backed mil-
itary coup in 1966.

The new regime may face considerable
difficulties in administering the country.
The economy has been hit by rampant
inflation, shortages of basic commeodities,
and a decline in the output of the main
export crop, cocoa, all at a time of rising
mass discontent.

The widespread discontent in Ghana
was reflected to an extent by the June 4
uprising in the ranks of the military,
which led to the overthrow of the military
dictatorship of Gen. Frederick Akuffo. The
Armed Forces Revolutionary Council
(AFRC), composed of junior officers and
enlisted men, took power. Under mass
pressure it executed eight top military
officers, arrested dozens of corrupt officials
and businessmen, seized some companies,
and imposed price controls and measures
against hoarding.

Flight-Lt. Jerry Rawlings, the chairman
of the AFRC, later explained that the
uprising was intended to head off a mass
upsurge. “I knew this country was going to
explode,” he said, “and I tried to prevent it
by my actions. . . .”

Although designed to divert mass anger
over the country’s problems toward a few
corrupt individuals, the AFRC’s actions
were nevertheless extremely popular, and
raised mass expectations. Increasingly,
workers began to raise their own demands:
for rent controls, for the removal of corrupt
managers, for the reinstatement of dis-
missed workers, and for higher pay.

Rawlings warned the new regime, which
was elected to office under the AFRC, that
if it was unsuccessful in controlling the
situation, “I can see waves of revolution
worse than what is happening in the
country right now. . . .”

Kampuchea Halls Cuban Aid

The Kampuchean government of Heng
Samrin has sent a message of thanks to
the Cuban people and armed forces, thank-
ing them “for the considerable aid they
have provided in all fields to the Kampu-
chean people and armed forces.”

The statement, issued by the Kampu-
chean Defense Ministry and made public
by the Kampuchean news agency SPK
October 2, added: “We are proud to have
the Cuban armed forces as our close com-
rades in arms.”

Brazil Strikers Clash With Police

The center of Sdo Paulo was turned into
an armed camp September 13, as striking
bank workers supported by office workers,
street vendors, and townspeople con-
fronted the police.

According to the September 14 Folha de
Sao Paulo, the clashes with police began
after nearly a thousand bank employees
organized a demonstration demanding “an
end to the military dictatorship, better
wages, and freedom of assembly.”

Office workers in nearby buildings
showed their solidarity with the demon-
strators by throwing confetti, but as the
police repression escalated they began
throwing typewriters, wastebaskets, con-
tainers of water, telephones, and chairs,
which were obviously aimed at the police.

Four members of the bank workers
union leadership in Sdo Paulo who sup-
ported the strike were removed from their
posts by Labor Minister Murilo Macedo.

In Rio de Janeiro the strike was more
peaceful and also more effective, with
nearly all bank agencies in the center of
the city remaining closed for lack of per-
sonnel. The labor minister removed the
entire leadership of the union in Rio.

The political police arrested thirteen
demonstrators in Rio and Sa@o Paulo, in-
cluding members of Socialist Convergence,
a legal organization that calls for the
formation of a workers party.

In the southern city of Porto Alegre,
where bank workers were also on strike,
union leader Olivio Dutra was arrested
and held incommunicado for thirteen days.
This was despite the fact that Brazilian
law does not allow a prisoner to be kept
incommunicado for more than ten days.

The bank workers struggles are part of a
series of labor actions in defiance of the
military regime in recent weeks. There
have also been strikes by metalworkers,
bus drivers, and construction workers,
including a massive walkout by 250,000
metalworkers in Rio de Janeiro September
12-18.

The government has given a lot of
publicity to its upcoming “wage reform”
package, which will give organized
workers a raise of 12 to 22 percent as of
November. But this is far below the rate of
inflation, which in the past twelve months
has reached 51.9 percent, the highest level
since 1965. Unorganized workers will not
receive even this stingy raise.
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