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Dear friends, and I say “dear friends”
with great pleasure! It is difficult to summa-
rize or make a synthesis of the contents of
these conference days, but I can make some
comments.

Throughout the last few days we have
heard the best sentiments and the best ideas
of this century, expressed as a call to battle,
you could say. We have discussed many as-
pects arising from humanity’s concerns over
many years. In one way or another, you have
expressed values for which humanity has bat-
tled and fought throughout this century now
drawing to a close.

Throughout this conference, you have
discussed the issues central to the long-
fought struggles for independence and
against colonialism, neocolonialism and im-
perialism — the fight by the world’s peoples
for equality, for justice, for their develop-
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ment, for their sovereignty, never so threat-
ened as today; the fight for social justice, the
fight against exploitation, the fight against
poverty, the fight against ignorance, the fight
against disease, the fight for all vulnerable
and dispossessed peoples; the fight for dig-
nity, the fight for respect for women; the
fight for unity among all peoples and races;
the fight for peace — all of these values and
many more. Thus we could say that this has
not been just a conference of solidarity with
Cuba, and it fills us with pride that this soli-
darity has inspired such a discussion.

The best values of our time have been re-
flected at this meeting, and we have also seen
the presence of many, though not all — for
there are so many that they would never fit
into 1,000 or 10,000 theatres such as this one
— of the world’s finest, most selfless and al-
truistic citizens, representatives of human-
ity’s best. This meeting has been attended by
persons with the highest human and moral
sensibility.

I greatly admire humankind’s capacity to
give, to sacrifice, to show generosity, and
each time we receive visitors to Cuba, I ob-
serve them, assess them and try to gauge how
they are thinking and feeling. My admiration
for so many human values never ceases.
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Absent from this meeting are many,
many people whom we know as friends, who
have demonstrated their solidarity and who
have been examples of sensitivity, solidarity
and human generosity. But those traits re-
main the indelible, unforgettable impression
that we will take away with us from this con-
ference. How has this conference unfolded
and developed? Everyone I have talked with
has told me it has gone well; it has been un-
like many of the other conferences we have
had, where everyone who wanted to speak
did so and the meetings became an intermi-
nable series of speeches, and although this
meeting has witnessed many excellent, bril-
liant, profound and cogent speeches, an
event many days longer and dedicated to let-
ting everyone speak would not have had the
same quality.

Thus there have been speeches, state-
ments from the floor, questions and answers;
we have had the working commissions on
various themes; those who did not speak here
spoke there, and a miracle has been worked
to allow contributions from hundreds of peo-
ple, although it was impossible for everyone
to speak.

I think that the people who did speak
more or less expressed the sentiments of eve-

3



ryone present. For that reason, we have to
congratulate the organizers and leaders of
this event, [applause] since in spite of differ-
ences, we have not had a Tower of Babel sit-
uation, and despite language diversity — 109
countries are represented here, according to
the information given out — we have under-
stood each other perfectly well, because, alt-
hough we have different languages and even
different political opinions, we were unani-
mous in the noble idea of solidarity with the
Cuban people. [Applause]

The blockade has become the central is-
sue of this event. Many people have talked
on this subject; comrades have stated that
there is nothing much to add about the
blockade. But, essentially, what is the block-
ade? The blockade is not only the prohibition
by the United States for any kind of com-
merce with our country — whether it is tech-
nology or machinery; whether it is something
more, food; whether it is medicine. The
blockade means that they cannot sell to
Cuba even an aspirin to relieve a headache,
or an anti-cancer drug which could save lives
or alleviate the suffering of the terminally ill;
nothing, absolutely nothing can be sold to
Cubal!

The blockade is not only the prohibition



of all credits and finance facilities. The block-
ade 1s not only the total closure of economic,
commercial and financial activities by the
United States, the world’s richest nation, the
most powerful nation of the world in eco-
nomic and military terms. It is not only just
90 miles off our coasts, but a few inches away
from us, in the occupied territory of the
Guantanamo naval base. The most powerful
imperialist nation is not only close to us, but
within Cuba; and it is not only close to us
with its ideas, its theories, its concepts, its
philosophy, but it is also among us in that
minority which unfortunately supports the
concepts, philosophy and ideas they have
been disseminating for so many years
throughout the world.

The United States does not trade with
markets that trade with Cuba, but it does
want to export ideas, and the worst ideas; it
does not export foodstuffs to Cuba, it does
not export medicines, technology or machin-
ery to Cuba, but it does export incredible
quantities of ideas. What is happening now is
that before the ideas market was much wider,
and it exported many ideas to the socialist
bloc, to the former Soviet Union and other
countries; these days the United States re-
serves its counter-revolutionary ideas for us,
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from a vast and powerful stock of enormous,
infinite mass media programming. This trade
1s a one-way trade as we do not have that
kind of mass media, those enormous com-
munications systems which cost billions, ten
of billions of dollars every year, which we are
condemned to receive, not to exchange.

But the blockade is not only that; the
blockade is an economic war waged against
Cuba, an economic war; it is the tenacious,
constant persecution of any Cuban economic
deal made anywhere in the world. The
United States actively operates, through its
diplomatic channels, through its embassies,
to put pressure on any country that wishes to
trade with Cuba, or any business interest
wishing to make commercial links with or in-
vest in Cuba, to pressure and punish any
boat transporting cargo to Cuba,; it is a uni-
versal war, with an immense balance of
power in its favour, against the economy of
our country, going to the extreme of individ-
ual moves against persons or individuals who
attempt to undertake any economic activity
in relation to our country.

They euphemistically refer to it as an em-
bargo; we call it a blockade, but it is not an
embargo or a blockade; it is war! A war
solely and exclusively waged against Cuba
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and against no other country in the world.

We have not only had to endure the
blockade during the years of the Revolution;
we have also had to endure incessant hostil-
ity in the political sphere, from attempts to
eliminate the Revolution’s leaders, through
every known form of subversion and desta-
bilization, to direct and perennial sabotage
of our economy.

During the last 35 years, we have been the
victims of every kind of sabotage. I am not
just referring to piracy, mercenary invasion,
dirty wars in the mountains and the plains,
consistent and widespread destabilization at-
tempts, but we have also been the victims of
direct sabotage involving explosives and in-
cendiary devices. Our country has also been
subject to chemical warfare, through the in-
troduction of toxic elements, and biological
warfare via the introduction of plant, animal
and human diseases. There are no weapons
or resources that have not been used against
our country and our Revolution by U.S. au-
thorities and governments.

But you don’t have to take my word for
it. From time to time documents appear, pa-
pers that have been declassified after 25
years, although there are others that are kept
for 50 or 100 years; some say they hold them
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back for 200 years, something for the grand-
children or the great-grandchildren or great-
great-grandchildren of the current genera-
tion, who will one day learn about the bar-
barities which these “champions” of free-
dom, these “champions” of human rights
have committed.

The war waged against the Cuban Revo-
lution has been total and absolute, and it is
not an old war; it is still being maintained,
and plans are being made and carried out to
sabotage our economy and our strategic in-
dustries.

Currently, organizations closely linked to
the U.S. government are preparing to attack
the Revolution’s leaders — nobody should
think that this is a thing of the past, it’s going
on right now. They are planning dirty wars,
armed mercenary infiltrations to kill, sabo-
tage, create insecurity and to bring death to
every part of our country. I am saying this in
all seriousness, that such actions against
Cuba are being planned by the United States.
This amounts to something more, much
more than an economic blockade.

All these policies come accompanied by
an incessant defamation and slander cam-
paign against our country, as a justification
for their crimes. Now the fundamental em-
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phasis is being put on the human rights ban-
ner; human rights are being quoted by those
people who have committed and are commit-
ting all kinds of atrocities against our coun-
try.

As I recently stated to the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights, with
whom I conversed at length, the most brutal
and cruel violation of the human rights of
our people is being committed with the pur-
pose of killing off 11 million Cubans or
bringing them to their knees through hunger
and disease!

The United States talking about human
rights! They began by exterminating their
earliest Indigenous or Native population.
Who could forget that period and that tradi-
tion of collecting the scalps of American In-
dians? They killed more American Indians
than buffalo, and they even finished off the
buffalo. [Applause]

They expanded their country at the cost
of other territories; they extended their coun-
try by grabbing land, thus dispossessing their
neighbours, in one way or another, of mil-
lions of square kilometres of land. In terms
of Mexico alone, they grabbed over half of
its territory; they still occupy Puerto Rico;
they have wanted to devour Cuba for over

9



150 years; they have intervened dozens of
times in Latin American countries; they im-
posed a canal in Panama. This refers just to
our hemisphere. I have not mentioned the
wars in Viet Nam, Laos, Cambodia and in
many other places.

What a history! And what a paradox that
they have just approved Proposition 187 —
this was not 100 years ago, nor 100 days ago,
but just a few weeks ago — to bar health care
and education for undocumented children,
for those families living in what was once
Mexican territory. [Applause]

What respect for human rights are shown
by these concepts? What ideas, what con-
cepts about human beings? It’s inconceivable
that a child could fall ill and not be treated,
when $300 billion are spent on the military
budget and on the most sophisticated weap-
ons ever known!

We don’t have to look back in history. In
contemporary times, since the start of the
Revolution, what has been the history of the
foreign policy of the United States, that
“champion” of freedom, that “champion” of
human rights? A close alliance with the most
repressive and bloody regimes in the world.

If we turn to Europe, we can recall that
immediately after World War I the United
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States became the ally of Spanish fascism,
which was supplied with weapons from Hit-
ler and Mussolini and which cost millions of
lives.

We cannot overlook the U.S. alliance
with South Viet Nam and its genocidal war
against the Vietnamese people in the south
and north of that country. We cannot over-
look the Korean war, because Korea was
completely demolished, reduced to dust. We
cannot ignore Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and
the unnecessary use of nuclear weapons — a
completely unnecessary use which, in any
event, could have been used against military
installations but instead fell on civilian pop-
ulations of hundreds of thousands of inhab-
itants. It rang in the era of atomic terror in
the world.

We cannot forget the alliance with South
Africa and apartheid. Neither can we forget
that the apartheid regime built its own nu-
clear weapons, and when we were fighting in
southern Angola against the apartheid army,
alongside the Angolans, South Africa al-
ready had nuclear weapons, various nuclear
weapons! The United States knew that South
Africa had nuclear weapons and that those
nuclear weapons could have been used
against Cuban and Angolan soldiers. Ah!
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But this was the South Africa of racism and
fascism.

The United States has created a great fuss
and has even threatened war against North
Korea, due to its assumption that the North
Koreans were developing nuclear weaponry,
but it tolerated, allowed and indirectly facili-
tated South Africa’s building of nuclear
weapons.

But if we come closer to our continent,
and to recent times, who could forget the
dirty war in Nicaragua, orchestrated via
armed mercenaries, which cost tens of thou-
sands of lives and the mutilation of thou-
sands and thousands of Nicaraguans? Who
could forget that? [Applause] The ‘“cham-
pion” of freedom! The “champion” of hu-
man rights!

Who could forget the dirty war in El Sal-
vador, the U.S. government support for a
genocidal government to which it gave bil-
lions of dollars in sophisticated weapons to
trample on the people’s rebellion, a war that
caused over 50,000 deaths?

And why did the Malvinas War happen?
Simply because the United States had been
using Argentina’s 401st special forces battal-
ion for its dirty war against Nicaragua and El
Salvador, and it provided such exceptional
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service to the United States that the battalion
felt it could occupy the Malvinas Islands.
This has nothing to do with Argentina’s
right to the Malvinas, which we have always
defended. [Applause] But the Argentine mili-
tary felt that the moment had come to collect
from the United States for services rendered
in Central America, so that the former would
back them in their military adventure. It was
an adventure, in fact, because in the final
analysis that is not the way to wage war. You
either wage war or you don’t. And if you
wage war you take it to its ultimate conse-
quences, if it’s a just war. [Applause] And
they invaded the Malvinas Islands. But when
the United States was put into the position of
choosing between its allies and its British
forebears, they chose and backed the British.
Who can forget what has happened in
Guatemala since Arbenz’ government in the
*50s, [applause] when a popular government
chosen by the people was trying to carry out
agrarian reform to help campesinos and In-
digenous communities? Immediately the
dirty war broke out and they were invaded
by mercenaries. And what has happened
since then? What has happened up until now?
Over 100,000 people have disappeared. This
is a country where for decades there were no
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political prisoners because everyone disap-
peared. To this day, who supplies this gov-
ernment, who trains it, who prepares it? The
“champion” of freedom, the “champion” of
human rights. What happened in Chile with
Salvador Allende’s government, which had
great popular support? [Applause] They plot-
ted against him, the economy was blocked in
many ways and conditions were gradually
created for a coup which gave the country
thousands and thousands of disappeared
persons and murders.

And what happened in Argentina with
that military government I mentioned? They
say at least 15,000 disappeared [the audience
tells him “30,000!”"]. 1 say “at least,” because
I don’t want people to think I'm exaggerat-
ing and yet many say there were 30,000; and
some people here are saying even more. But
let’s take my figures as the minimum. Are
15,000 disappeared really a small amount?

And who provided weapons to this gov-
ernment, who backed it, who gave it political
support, who made use of their services in
Central America? The “champions” of free-
dom, the “champions” of human rights!

And what happened in Uruguay? And
what happened in Brazil? And who sup-
ported the coup leaders and those who tor-
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tured and killed people and made them “dis-
appear”? Who invaded the Dominican Re-
public at the time of the Caamano rebellion?
[Applause] Who invaded Grenada? [Ap-
plause] Who invaded Panama? [Applause]
The “champions” of freedom and human
rights!

Which of those governments was har-
assed? Which of the governments I named
have been blockaded? Which of them have
been denied credit and trade? Which was de-
nied the purchase of weapons and war mate-
riel? Who didn’t they train in so-called anti-
subversive action? Who didn’t they train in
the arts of crime, disappearances and tor-
ture? And these are the ones who blockade
Cuba, who slander Cuba, who accuse Cuba
of human rights violations to justify their
crimes against our people.

And I can say dispassionately, without
being subjective, that Cuba is the country
that has done the most for human beings.
[Prolonged applause and shouts]

What revolution was more noble? What
revolution was more generous? What revolu-
tion showed most respect for people? And
I'm not only talking about a victorious revo-
lution in power, but since the time of our own
war, of our own revolutionary struggle,
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which established inviolable principles, be-
cause what made us revolutionaries was re-
jection of injustice, the rejection of crime and
the rejection of torture. During the 25
months that our intense war lasted, in which
we captured thousands of prisoners, there
was not one case of physical violence to ob-
tain information, not even in the midst of the
war [applause]; there was not one case of kill-
ing a prisoner. What we would do with pris-
oners is set them free — we would keep their
weapons, which was all we were interested in,
and we treated these arms suppliers with all
the consideration they deserved [laughter and
applause]. At first they had been led to be-
lieve that we would kill them all, and in fact
they would resist up to the bitter end. But
when they discovered during the course of
the war the true behaviour of the Rebel
Army, they would give up their weapons with
less of a struggle when they were surrounded,
when they knew they had lost. Some of those
soldiers surrendered three times, because
they were switched from one front to the
other and they were used to surrendering,
they had experience. [Laughter and applause)

But the most important thing is that the
Cuban Revolution has maintained the prin-
ciples of never resorting to torture, of never
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stooping to crime, without exception to this
day [applause], no matter what they say, no
matter what they write. We know that a lot
of this slander has been written by people in
the CIA’s pay.

Are there many other examples like it in
history? In the world’s history there have
been many revolutions and in general they
were rough, very rough: England’s civil wars,
the French Revolution, the Russian Revolu-
tion, the Spanish Civil War and the Mexican
Revolution. We know quite a bit about rev-
olutions and many books have been written
about them and about counter-revolutions.
Well, one does not even speak of counter-
revolutions. Revolutions tend to be generous
and counter-revolutions are unfailingly mer-
ciless. Just ask the members of the Paris
Commune. [Applause]

In the case of Cuba there has not been
one exception. In the whole history of the
Revolution, there has not been one single
case of torture — and [ mean that literally —
not one political murder, not one disappear-
ance. In our country we do not have the so-
called death squads that sprout like mush-
rooms in this hemisphere’s countries. [Audi-
ence names several countries] You speak for
us! [Applause] We prefer not to mention
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names, but everything has happened in our
hemisphere.

Why is there no mention made of the
United States, where people have been bru-
tally murdered for defending civil rights, men
like Martin Luther King and many others, a
country where as a rule only blacks and His-
panics are given the death sentence?

Our country does not have the phenom-
ena we see in others, such as children mur-
dered on the streets allegedly to avoid the
spectacle of begging and apparently to fight
crime. The Revolution eradicated begging,
the Revolution eliminated gambling, the
Revolution eliminated drugs, the Revolution
did away with prostitution.

Yes, unfortunately there can be some
cases or tendencies that due to the economic
difficulties, and the opening to numerous
outside contacts encourages some “jinet-
eras”. We do not deny this, and from time to
time some may turn up on 5th Avenue, but
one should not confuse decent people with
Jjineteras. [Applause] Such cases exist but we
fight against it. We do not tolerate prostitu-
tion; we do not legalize prostitution. [Ap-
plause]

There may be some children, encouraged
by their parents, who approach tourists and
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ask them for gum or something else; these are
phenomena that we experience due to the
special situation that we are living in, at a
time of great economic difficulties as the
blockade has been strengthened. But these
things were not known during the normal
times of the Revolution.

You won’t see people sleeping in door-
ways, covered with newspapers, regardless of
our present poverty. There is not a single hu-
man being abandoned or without social se-
curity, regardless of our present great pov-
erty. [Applause] The vices we see every day in
capitalist societies do not exist in our coun-
try. This is an achievement of the Revolu-
tion.

There is not one child without a school or
a teacher, there is not one single citizen who
does not receive medical care, starting before
birth. Here we start medical care for our cit-
izens when they are still in their mothers’
wombs, right from the first weeks after con-
ception. [Applause]

We are the country in the world with the
most doctors per capita, regardless of the
special period, [applause] and I'm not only re-
ferring to the Third World, but to the whole
world! More than the Scandinavians, more
than the Canadians and all those who are at
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the top rankings in public health. By reduc-
ing infant mortality from sixty to ten per
1,000 live births and with other paediatric
programs, the Revolution has saved the lives
of more than 300,000 children.

We have the most teachers per capita in
the world, [applause] regardless of the hard-
ships we suffer; we have the most art teachers
per capita in the world; we are the country
with the most physical education and sports
teachers per capita. [Applause]

That is the country that is being block-
aded, that is the country that they are trying
to bring to its knees through hunger and dis-
ease.

Some demand that, in order for them to
lift the blockade, we must surrender, we must
renounce our political principles, we must re-
nounce socialism and our democratic forms.
[Shouts of “No!” “Never!”]

Furthermore, quite a confusing docu-
ment was issued at the Rio Conference, de-
spite the noble efforts against it by countries
like Brazil, Mexico and others. It was sup-
ported by some countries that were very, very
hand-in-glove with the United States; I don’t
want to mention any names. It is a document
with a certain degree of confusion which
leaves room for erroneous interpretations,

20



and some interpret it as supporting the U.S.
position of conditioning the blockade’s sus-
pension on Cuba making political changes.

Political changes? Is there a country that
has made more political changes than we
have? What is a Revolution, if it’s not the
most profound and extraordinary of political
changes? [Applause] We made this Revolu-
tion over 35 years ago, and during those 35
years we have been carrying out political
changes, not in search of a formal, alienating
democracy which divides peoples and splits
them up, but rather a democracy that really
unites peoples and gives viability to what is
most important and essential, which is public
participation in fundamental issues. [Ap-
plause] Furthermore, we recently made mod-
ifications to the Constitution, based on the
principle that the people nominate and the
people elect. [Applause)

I’'m not criticizing anybody, but nearly all
over the world, including Africa, they are in-
troducing Western political systems, to-
gether with neoliberalism and neocolonial-
ism and all those other things, [to] people
who have never heard of Voltaire, Danton,
Jean-Jacques Rousseau, nor the philoso-
phers of U.S. independence — and remember
that Bolivar in our own hemisphere was very
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much against the mechanical copying of the
European and U.S. systems, which have
brought catastrophe, division, subordination
and neocolonialism to our countries. We can
see societies splitting into thousands of
pieces, societies that should be united in their
efforts to develop have ended up not only
with a multiparty system but with hundreds
and even thousands of parties.

We have worked, we’ve developed our
own system, which we did not copy from an-
yone. We established the principle that those
who nominate in the first instance are the res-
idents. One may or may not agree, but it is as
respectable as the Greek democracy that
people talk so much about and without
slaves or serfs. Because Greek democracy
consisted of just a few that would meet in the
plaza, and they had to be few, because in
those days they did not have microphones,
and they would get together to have an elec-
tion right there. [ Laughter and applause] Nei-
ther the slaves nor the serfs participated, nor
do they today.

When you analyse the electoral results in
the United States you discover that they have
just elected a new Congress, where undoubt-
edly there are worrying tendencies toward
conservatism and the extreme right, but
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those are internal matters in the United
States. The truth of the matter is, I can assure
you, I promise you, we have not made it a
condition that the United States renounce its
system in order to normalize relations.
[Laughter and applause] Just imagine if we
told them that they had to have at least 80
per cent of the electorate voting. Thirty-eight
per cent decided to vote and the rest said,
“I’'m going to the beach,” or “I'm going to
the movies,” [Laughter] or “I'm going home
to rest.” This is what happened to the “cham-
pions” of freedom, human rights and civil
rights. [Applause]

It is very much the same in many coun-
tries of Latin America. Many people don’t
even vote. The slaves and the servants say:
“What am I going to vote for, if I'm still go-
ing to be just the same?”

How difficult it is for us to come to an
agreement! Because it’s certain that the influ-
ence of the mass media is greater all the time
and the series of obstacles that the popular
forces have to overcome are increasingly dif-
ficult.

However, 95 per cent of Cuban citizens
vote in our elections and nobody forces them
to vote. Even those who are not with the
Revolution go and vote, although they may
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turn in a blank ballot, so as not to vote for
this one or for the other; or they vote for one
or they vote for the other.

Right now, in our nation, I repeat once
again, the local residents nominate the can-
didates, the people nominate the candidates
and the people elect them. In this way, the
possibilities of any citizen being elected are
infinitely greater than in any other country.
One good example: I was talking with a Mex-
ican delegation and they said to me: “The
youngest of our deputies was here.” “How
old is he?” They told me: “Twenty-five years
old.” I was really astounded, but then I sud-
denly remembered that we have a number of
deputies under the age of 20, because the stu-
dents, from secondary school onwards, take
part in the process of selecting candidates, as
do all the mass organizations. [4pplause].

The campesinos take part in the process
of selecting candidates; the women’s organi-
zation takes part in the process of selecting
candidates; the trade unions take part in the
process of selecting candidates; the Commit-
tees for the Defence of the Revolution take
part in the process of selecting candidates
and there are numerous students who are
deputies to the National Assembly and
women, campesinos, workers and intellectu-
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als, from all sectors. It isn’t the Party that
puts up the candidates. The Party does not
put up the candidates nor does it elect them.
It oversees the elections to make sure that all
of the principles and the rules are observed;
but it does not take part in any of these elec-
toral processes. That is the situation in our
country.

In one of the most recent modifications
made in the electoral process, a candidate has
to win more than 50 per cent of the valid
votes to become a deputy.

[Ricardo] Alarcon was explaining some
of these things, when he recalled, with a mag-
azine that he had in his hand — he has the
advantage of speaking English and he reads
a U.S. magazine now and again [laughter] —
how one man had spent $25 million in a cam-
paign to become a member of the U.S. Con-
gress. What kind of democracy is that? How
many people have $25 million to spend on a
campaign? And in Cuba candidates don’t
even need to spend $25, although any citizen
might have to pay the bus fare to go and vote
on the day of the elections. [Applause]

What kind of democracy is it that re-
quires one to be a millionaire to be able to
have all the resources with which to speak
and persuade the people to vote for you, and
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then the candidate doesn’t remember those
who voted for him until the next elections
four or five years later; he doesn’t think
about them ever again; he forgets them.

In our country people can be removed
from their posts, and the same applies to a
municipal delegate as well as the highest offi-
cial. Anyone can be elected, but they can also
be dismissed from those posts. That is our
system, which we don’t expect all the other
countries to apply; it would be absurd to try
to make it a model; but it is the system that
we have adopted; nobody imposed it on us,
no U.S. governor or supervisor came here to
establish an electoral code as they did before.

We drew up the Constitution ourselves,
[applause] we drew up the electoral code our-
selves, we have planned the system ourselves
and we have developed it ourselves, which is
what you have been defending: the right of a
country to establish the regulations, the eco-
nomic, political and social system that it con-
siders to be appropriate. Anything else in the
world is impossible, anything else is absurd,
any other aim is insane and these lunatics go
around trying to get everyone to do exactly
the same as them, and we don’t like their way
of doing things. [Applause]

That is why for us the question of ending
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the blockade in exchange for political con-
cessions, concessions that correspond to the
sovereignty of our country, is unacceptable.
It is absolutely unacceptable, it is outra-
geous, it is exasperating and really, we would
rather perish than give up our sovereignty.
[Prolonged applause]

We have had the blockade for many
years; however, it 1s necessary to think about
one fact: there was one world when the Rev-
olution triumphed; today, 35 years later,
there is another world. The world changed
and didn’t progress, it retrogressed, because
the bipolar world wasn’t to anyone’s liking,
but the unipolar world i1s much less to our lik-
ing.

When the Revolution triumphed, there
was a bipolar world. The United States im-
posed the blockade on us from almost the
first moments. It began by doing away with
the sugar markets, and it cut off our supply
of fuel. Imagine the new Revolution in those
circumstances! Of course they cut off our
supply of machinery, of spare parts, of eve-
rything, but there was the USSR and the so-
cialist bloc.

That was lucky for us, because faced with
the U.S. blockade, 90 miles away, there was
another power in the world, another move-
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ment in the world which had a revolutionary
origin and which was at odds with U.S. im-
perialism. Thanks to that movement we
could find markets for our sugar, supplies of
oil, raw materials, food, many things. That
was explained here.

We were paid preferential prices; how-
ever, it is necessary to say that not only Cuba
was paid preferential prices. The Lomé Con-
vention established preferential prices for
sugar and other products for many countries
which were ex-colonies. In the United States
itself, when it was a major sugar market,
there were also preferential prices, before
they snatched away our quota and redistrib-
uted it throughout Latin America and other
parts of the world. Eighty per cent of the
sugar in the world is traded through prefer-
ential prices. And very much in accordance
with the principles of their political doctrine,
the socialist countries paid us preferential
prices.

That was the policy which we defended
for all of the countries of the Third World,
because it was the only way of reducing the
great difference that existed between the de-
veloped countries and the underdeveloped
countries. It was a demand of the world, it
was a demand of all the countries of the
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Third World. And even so it was mutually
advantageous, because although they paid us
preferential prices, it cost more to produce
sugar in the Soviet Union than the prices
they paid us for sugar. But at any rate, we
benefited from those preferential prices, and
we used the money to purchase fuel, raw ma-
terials and many things.

In our situation it so happened that the
USSR and the socialist bloc collapsed and
the blockade got stronger. As long as the so-
cialist bloc and the USSR existed we man-
aged better, we could endure the difficulties.
Our economy even grew under those condi-
tions throughout nearly 30 years and at-
tained an extraordinary social development.

However, it was in that world that the
Cuban Revolution was born. There was no
other, there were no other alternatives, in the
midst of the country being blockaded by the
most powerful country in the world. That is
why the disappearance of the socialist bloc
and the USSR was such a terrible blow for
us, given that the existing blockade was not
only maintained but was also strengthened.
For that reason our country lost 70 per cent
of our imports, and I wonder if any other
country in the world would have been able to
withstand a similar blow, and I wonder how
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many days they would have been able to
withstand 1t — a week, two weeks or a
month. [Applause] How would we have been
able to if it hadn’t been for the people’s sup-
port for the Revolution? How would we be
able to withstand it without our political sys-
tem, without our democratic system, without
the people’s direct participation in all of the
fundamental issues, which is true democ-
racy? [Applause]

Which other Latin American country
could have been able to withstand the abrupt
70 per cent drop in imports? Would any Eu-
ropean country have been able to endure a
similar trial? The politicians would have
abandoned their principles and capitulated
in an instant; but we have dignity, we have a
sense of honour and we stick to our princi-
ples. [Applause] For us these principles are
worth more than life itself and we have never
sold out our principles, never! [Applause]

When we helped the Central American
revolutionaries, the United States said that
they would remove the blockade if we
stopped helping them, and nothing of the
kind ever crossed our minds. [Applause] On
other occasions they said that they would be
prepared to remove the blockade if we
stopped helping Angola and other African
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countries, and the idea of selling out our re-
lations with other countries never crossed
our minds. On other occasions, they said
they would remove the blockade if we broke
off our links with the Soviet Union, and it
never occurred to us to do anything of the
kind, because we are not a party or a political
leadership that sells out its principles. The
blockade will never end at that price, because
it is a price that we are not prepared to pay.
That situation led us to the special period.
We had been working on some excellent
programs before the socialist catastrophe,
excellent programs in all fields; we were car-
rying out a process of rectification of errors
and negative tendencies, of old errors and
new errors, of old tendencies and new
tendencies, and we were working very in-
tensely when that debacle led us into what we
could call a double blockade, because as
soon as the breakup of the socialist bloc and
the breakup of the USSR occurred and even
before the breakup of the USSR, the United
States was strongly pressuring those coun-
tries to stop trading with Cuba, and when the
USSR finally disintegrated, the United
States put on extreme pressure, and not with-
out success, to cut off trade and economic re-
lations between the countries of the old so-
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cialist bloc, the USSR and Cuba.

So our country found itself enveloped in
a double blockade and, nevertheless, we had
to save the nation, we had to save the Revo-
lution and we had to save socialism — we
talk about saving the gains of socialism, be-
cause we can’t say at this time that we are
building socialism, but rather that we are de-
fending what we have done, we are defending
our achievements. This is a fundamental ob-
jective in a world that has changed in such a
radical way, in which all the power of the
United States has been turned against us; be-
cause, for example, they don’t impose condi-
tions on China, a huge country, an immense
country, which defends the ideas of social-
ism; they don’t impose conditions on Viet
Nam, a marvellous and heroic country. To-
day there is no blockade against them, but
there is a blockade against us. Put yourselves
in the place of our Party and our govern-
ment. And in these such difficult conditions
that have never existed before, we must save
the nation, save the Revolution and save the
achievements of socialism.

What measures would it be necessary to
take in this world which exists today and
which, of course, won’t always exist? Those
are illusions held by those who believe that
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neoliberalism is already the nec plus ultra,
that it is the be-all and end-all for capitalism;
these are illusions that they have. [Applause]
The world will teach us many lessons. What
1s going to happen with all of this would take
a long time to explain, and would be much
too long for us to bring up now, but for them
it’s never-ending.

Now they talk about the globalization of
the economy. We’ll see what is left from this
globalization for the countries of the Third
World, with the disappearance of all the cur-
rent defence mechanisms of the Third World,
which must compete with the technology and
the immense development of the industrial-
ized capitalist countries. Now the industrial-
ized countries will try more than ever to ex-
ploit the natural resources and the cheap
work force of the Third World, to accumu-
late more and more capital. However, it is su-
perdeveloped capitalism, like in Europe, for
example, that has more unemployed people
all the time, and the more development, the
more unemployed there are. What will hap-
pen with our countries? There will be a glob-
alization of the differences, of the social in-
justice, the globalization of poverty.

However, this is the world we’ve got, with
which we must trade and exchange our prod-
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ucts, in which we have to survive. That is why
we must adapt to that world and adopt those
measures which we consider essential, with a
very clear objective.

This is not to say that everything that we
are doing is solely the result of the new situa-
tion. We have made changes as we go along,
and even the idea of introducing foreign cap-
ital came up before the special period: we had
realized that specific areas, specific fields
could not be developed because there wasn’t
the capital or the technology to do so, be-
cause the socialist countries didn’t have
them. However, we have had to open up
more, we have had to create what we could
call a pretty large opening to foreign invest-
ment. That was explained here: in Cuba’s cir-
cumstances today, without capital, without
technology and without markets, we
couldn’t develop. Hence, all of the measures,
changes and reforms that we have been mak-
ing, in one way or another have the objective,
as was stated in this conference, of safe-
guarding our independence and the Revolu-
tion, because the Revolution is the source of
everything, and the achievements of social-
ism, which is to say to preserve socialism or
the right to continue constructing socialism
when circumstances allow it. [Prolonged ap-
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plause]

We are making changes, but without giv-
ing up our independence and sovereignty;
[applause] we are making changes, but with-
out giving up the real principle of a govern-
ment of the people, by the people and for the
people, that, translated into revolutionary
language, is the government of the workers,
by the workers and for the workers. [Pro-
longed applause and shouts of “Fidel, Fidel!”]
It’s not a government of the bourgeoisie, by
the bourgeoisie and for the bourgeoisie; nor
a government of the capitalists, by the capi-
talists and for the capitalists; nor a govern-
ment of the transnationals, by the transna-
tionals and for the transnationals; nor a gov-
ernment of the imperialists, by the imperial-
ists and for the imperialists. [Applause]

That is the big difference, whatever
changes and reforms we carry out. If some
day we renounced all this, we would be re-
nouncing the lifeblood of the Revolution.

We have shown solidarity with the world;
it’s not our task now to talk about this soli-
darity. As far as our solidarity is concerned,
we should do the most and talk the least, be-
cause we’re not going to make any apology
for our conduct.

A few minutes ago, before starting the fi-
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nal part of this event, a comrade said: “Look
at how many things Cuba has done! When
visitors from one country or another talk,
when they talk about doctors, students, peo-
ple that were trained here, in one activity or
another, it is clear that in these years our
country has carried out many things. For us,
solidarity and internationalism are a matter
of principle, and a sacred one at that.” [4p-
plause]

To provide an example, I'm going to give
a few statistics. More than 15,000 Cuban
doctors have given free services in dozens of
countries in these years of the Revolution,
more than 15,000 doctors have fulfilled inter-
nationalist missions as doctors; [applause]
more than 26,000 teachers and professors. I
ask if any other small country, and even me-
dium or big countries, has had this record.

Suffice it to say that at one point we had
three times more doctors working for free in
the Third World than did the World Health
Organization, [applause] and we didn’t have
a lot of resources either, only minimum re-
sources. We only had the honour of our
health workers, with their internationalist
calling. How many lives have they saved?
And I wonder, is it fair to blockade a country
that has done this? [Shouts of “No!”’]
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How many hundreds of thousands of
children have we educated with our teachers
in foreign countries? And we haven’t only
sent primary and secondary school teachers,
but university professors; we have founded
medical schools in diverse countries of the
world. Is it fair to blockade a country that
has done all this, and still does it to a certain
degree? Half a million Cubans have com-
pleted internationalist missions of different
types, half a million Cubans! [4pplause]

The Africans have been very generous,
very noble, and have wanted to recall here
Cuba’s solidarity and aid in the war against
colonialism, the war against foreign aggres-
sion, the war against apartheid and racism.

Like I said here, our soldiers were
fighting in southern Angola, 40,000 men,
40,000 men! [Applause] They were fighting
alongside the Angolan troops, who acted and
fought heroically. There were Cubans in
southern Angola facing up to the South Af-
ricans after the battle of Cuito Cuanavale,
and when our counter-offensive was
launched in southwest Angola, these men
were exposed to the possibility of nuclear
warfare. We knew it, and the distribution of
forces in that offensive took into account the
possibility that the enemy could use nuclear
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weapons.

At one point we had 25,000 foreign stu-
dents in our universities. [Applause] Cuba
was the country with more scholarships per
capita than anywhere else in the world, and
we didn’t brag about it; we just went on our
way, fulfilling the task of education as Marti
taught us, and we did what we could for
other countries.

I think that this extraordinary confer-
ence, your noble, generous words of solidar-
ity reflect in part the history of our own Rev-
olution’s solidarity. [Applause] This has
greatly encouraged us and gives us the
strength to keep going.

There are a lot of choices in this day and
age: the choice of freedom, the choice of sov-
ereignty, the choice of independence, and the
choice of social justice.

Social justice is acquiring such force as an
idea — in the midst of neoliberalism, which
is the negation of every principle of justice —
that even some international agencies talk
about it. The Inter-American Development
Bank talks more and more about the need for
social justice in this hemisphere. Even the
World Bank is talking about social justice!
They’re the champions of neoliberalism and
they talk about social justice, because they
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realize that the differences are so great and
are still growing, and they would like to
make the dream of neoliberalism come true,
of capitalism with social justice. They’re
afraid that misery, hunger and poverty will
undermine the bases of the neoliberalism
that they praise so much, and that is why
they talk about social justice.

But we know that only the people can
achieve social justice, and that neoliberalism
and social justice are incompatible, they’re ir-
reconcilable; [applause] that a superdevel-
oped world next to an underdeveloped world
is incompatible, irreconcilable. We know
that the former will get richer and richer,
while the latter will get poorer and poorer,
and this is an irrefutable reality.

Your presence here shows that just ideas
live on, that noble ideas live on, that values
live on. And we have to multiply these ideas
and values just like Jesus Christ multiplied
the loaves and fishes. [Applause] The church
talks about giving opportunities to the poor,
and this seems excellent to us, but I think that
today’s world needs more than choices: it
needs energetic, tenacious and consistent
struggle by the poor themselves. [Applause
and shouts of “Fidel, Fidel!”’] 1 should have
said “churches” instead of “the church,” con-
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sidering that we’re not only talking about the
Catholic church.

We must wage an unending battle against
the causes of poverty, [applause] an inexora-
ble offensive against capitalism, against ne-
oliberalism, against imperialism, [applause]
until the day when we can no longer speak of
billions of human beings who are hungry,
who don’t have schools, hospitals, a roof
over their head, or even the most elemental
means of living.

This planet is getting close to having six
billion inhabitants; in one century the popu-
lation has increased fourfold. The threats
that humanity suffers today are multiple, not
only social, but economic, political and mili-
tary.

Someone here was saying that nowadays
they call wars “humanitarian missions” or
“peace operations.” Wars threaten us from
all sides, interventions threaten us from all
sides; but the world is also being threatened
by destruction of the natural conditions for
life, the destruction of the environment, a
problem which is getting more and more at-
tention and increasingly moves the con-
science of humanity. We will have to make a
huge effort in every sense of the word to save
humanity from all these risks.
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And what is the historical origin of this
situation? Could anyone deny that it was co-
lonialism, neocolonialism and imperialism?
Could anyone deny that it was capitalism?
We are very conscious of all this, despite the
setbacks suffered by the progressive move-
ment, the revolutionary movement and the
socialist movement.

But we’ll say it here and now, dear
friends. We will never return to capitalism!
[Applause] Not to savage capitalism — or as
Perez Esquivel likes to call it, cannibal capi-
talism — or to moderate capitalism, if this
exists; we don’t want to go back, and we
won’t go back! [Applause]

We know what our duties and obligations
are. We’ve withstood almost five hard years
already, when others thought the Cuban
Revolution would quickly disappear off the
face of the earth. We’re working persistently
and harder all the time, and even putting
more and more emphasis on the subjective,
on our own errors, our own deficiencies; em-
phasizing the subjective so that the objective
doesn’t become a pretext for deficiencies.

We’ve still got to raise the consciousness
of our people. We still have to explain why
we need to reduce the excess currency in cir-
culation and the methods used to continue
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gathering up the excess without using shock
therapy; we have to look for efficiency in ag-
riculture and industry.

I know that the issue about food produc-
tion has been a worry of yours, expressed
here. I must say that we are obliged to pro-
duce food without fertilizers, without pesti-
cides, without weedkillers, often without
fuel, resorting to animal traction, faced with
the need to feed the 80 per cent of the popu-
lation living in urban zones. Cuba, unlike
Viet Nam or China, has only 20 per cent of
the population in the countryside and 80 per
cent in the cities. They have the inverse, 75 to
80 per cent in the countryside and 20 to 25
per cent in the cities.

We even have a labour shortage in rural
areas. Our agriculture and sugar industry
had been mechanized, like many other sec-
tors of the economy. Someone asked whether
we should produce sugar or not. We don’t
have any other choice than to produce sugar,
we have to produce it; now, it has become
more expensive for the sugar mills and ma-
chines to produce less because of a lack of
fertilizer and irrigation, for example. In gen-
eral, we know how to produce food, but
we’ve had to deal with a great scarcity of sup-
plies for food production.
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We’ve had to develop other areas. Tour-
ism has already been mentioned here. It has
become a necessity, although it wasn’t pro-
moted in the first years of the Revolution, be-
cause it has its good side and its bad side.
And since we can’t live with the hope of being
in an ivory tower, we have to get mixed up
with the problems of this world. And, based
on the idea that virtue is born of the struggle
against vice, just as magnificent flowers
bloom from cow dung, [applause] we have to
get used to living with all these types of prob-
lems. We have to look for resources in con-
vertible currency to make these supplies
available.

The livestock has been left without feed,
without irrigated land, without fuel.

The problems we’ve had to deal with
aren’t easy, but we’re handling it, sharing the
little we have among many, rather than a lot
among a few. [Applause] We've been sharing
what we have. And then, under these incred-
ibly difficult conditions — I repeat, there is
not a single school without a teacher, not a
child without a school, not a patient without
a doctor or hospital; we maintain social secu-
rity, we maintain our cultural development,
the development of sports; we even came in
fifth place in the Olympic Games in the midst
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of the special period. [Applause] This gives
you an idea of our strength in exceptionally
difficult conditions.

Therefore, when we share the little we
have among everyone, a lot of things can be
done, and there are many countries in the
world that have much more than we do and
do very few things. [Applause]

This event concludes, really, like an un-
forgettable lesson for all of us, and we hope
for a lot, we hope for so much from this bat-
tle that you propose to fight shoulder to
shoulder with us to end the blockade, to end
the hostility against our country, to defend
hope. Not because we have been predestined
to be anyone’s hope. We don’t consider our-
selves a people bound by destiny; we consti-
tute a small people, a modest people, to
whom history has in these particular circum-
stances assigned the role of what we’re de-
fending: our most sacred ideals, our most sa-
cred rights. You all see this as hope.

We understand what it would mean for
all the progressive forces, for all the revolu-
tionary forces, for all lovers of peace and jus-
tice in the world if the United States suc-
ceeded in crushing the Cuban Revolution,
and because of this we consider defending the
Revolution along with you to be our most sa-
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cred duty, even at the cost of death.

Thank you, thank you very much, a mil-
lion thank yous. [Applause]

And let me exclaim one more time:

Socialism or Death!
Patria o Muerte! Venceremos!
Long Live Solidarity!

[Shouts of “Long Live Solidarity!”]
[Ovation]
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