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Editor’s Note: The Cold War be-
tween the United States and the Soviet
Union ended years ago, but it thrives
in two places: on the Korean peninsula,
where communist North confronts capi-
talist South across the 38th parallel in
a tense armed standoff; and between the
United States and Cuba, where Fidel
Castro remains in charge almost four
decades after the revolution he led came
to power in 1959—still passionately
committed to socialism and still the
nemesis of Washington, which refuses
to recognize and regularly lambasts his
government.  Even as such Cold War
landmarks as the Bay of Pigs and Cu-
ban Missile Crisis recede into history,
relations remain as problematic as ever,
and as likely to become entangled in
U.S. domestic politics.   Presidents from
Kennedy to Clinton have maintained an
economic embargo on and refused to
establish diplomatic relations with the
Castro regime, and given at least rhe-
torical support to a Cuban emigre com-
munity in the United States that openly
calls for its overthrow.  Havana, in turn,
has regularly denounced Washington as
an imperialist bully seeking to strangle,
subvert, and topple the Cuban revolu-
tion.

The past year (1996) provided
ample evidence that Cold War-era ac-
rimony continues to flourish across the
narrow straits separating Cuba and
Florida, as exemplified by the enact-
ment in the United States of the “Helms-
Burton Amendment” (a controversial
law, sharply criticized in Europe, de-
signed to punish firms or individuals
doing business with Cuba); the fatal
shooting-down by a Cuban air force
fighter of a plane piloted by a U.S.-
based anti-Castro Cuban emigre group;
and fervent anti-Castro declarations by
both major presidential candidates in
their election campaigns.

The translated East-bloc docu-
ments below, dealing with U.S.-Cuban
relations during the Cold War period

US-Cuban Relations and the Cold War, 1976-81:
New Evidence from Communist Archives

of 1976-1981, thus constitute a source
of potentially valuable insights both for
historians and for analysts of current
and future interactions between Wash-
ington and Havana.  Although schol-
ars (with few exceptions) still lack ac-
cess to Cuban archives which might al-
low a more accurate and perceptive re-
construction of Cuban decisions, poli-
cies, and motives, the opening of other
archives in the former communist world
offer new opportunities to probe what
was happening on “the other side” of
the U.S.-Cuban impasse, and of Cold
War events in which Cuba played a part.
Elsewhere in this issue of the CWIHP
Bulletin, for example, appear transla-
tions of Russian on the 1962 Cuban
Missile Crisis and Russian and East
German documents on the 1977-78
Horn of Africa events (as well as a rare
instance of Cuban archival documents
that have emerged, in this case relat-
ing to Havana’s policies in Africa ob-
tained by Prof. Piero Gleijeses).

All but one of the documents that
follow were obtained from the Russian
archives in connection with the
“Carter-Brezhnev Project,” a series of
oral history conferences on U.S.-Soviet
relations and the collapse of detente in
the mid-1970s organized by the Center
for Foreign Policy Development at
Brown University in cooperation with
the National Security Archive, the Cold
War International History Project, and
other academic and archival partner in-
stitutions.  These documents, obtained
from the Center for the Storage of Con-
temporary Documention (TsKhSD) (the
archival repository for records of the
former Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union from
1952-1991) and the Archive of the
President of the Russian Federation
(APRF), both in Moscow, include:

* a background report on Cuban-
American relations, 1976-1979, pre-
pared by the Soviet Embassy in Havana
in the spring of 1979;

* a record of a June 1979 conver-
sation between the Soviet ambassador
to Cuba and Fidel Castro regarding the
recently-held Vienna summit between
Jimmy Carter and Leonid Brezhnev;

* documents on the September
1979 “Cuban brigade” controversy, in
which a political furor erupted in the
United States over reports that a Soviet
military brigade was stationed in Cuba;
although the flap died down after it be-
came evident that the Soviet force was
a residual presence dating from the af-
termath of the Cuban Missile Crisis
rather than a newly-deployed “combat”
force (as some alleged), the episode
side-tracked Congressional consider-
ation of ratification of the just-signed
SALT II treaty and exacerbated Soviet
mistrust of the Carter administration;

*  a December 1979 analysis of
current trends in U.S.-Cuban relations
privately presented to the Soviet ambas-
sador in Havana by the head of the re-
sponsible department of the Cuban
Communist Party Central Committee;
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the behest of Carter, Representatives F.
Richmond and R. Nolan visited Cuba and
expressed to Castro the president’s concern
in connection with the “growing Cuban in-
tervention” in Ethiopia.  In February 1978,
the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs
S[antiago]. Roel Garcia, secretly visited here
at the instructions of President L[opez].
Portillo and conveyed to Castro an oral
message from [U.S.] Vice President [Walter]
Mondale expressing the concern of the
American government about the presence
of Cuban troops in Ethiopia.  Through the
intercession of Portillo, the position of prin-
ciple held by Cuba on this question was
communicated to Carter.  It was represented
that, in the case of necessity, the Cuban mili-
tary specialists located in Ethiopia would
take part in military operations only on the
territory of that country.

In May 1978, during the course of the
well-known events in the Zairian province
of Shaba, which the Americans attributed
to the Cuban presence in Africa, Fidel Castro
met with the head of the American Interests
Section in Havana, L[yle]. Lane, and
through him transmitted to Carter an oral
message in which he emphasized that Cuba
“has no ties whatsoever” to the events in
Shaba.

The USA government attempted to di-
minish the tensions arising in relations be-
tween the two countries during late 1978 in
connection with the propaganda campaign
in the USA centering around the issue over
the supply of Soviet MiG-23 fighters to
Cuba.  In Havana, during a closed meeting
between Fidel Castro and representatives of
the Carter administration, the latter at-
tempted to justify the resumption of flights
over Cuba by USA reconnaissance aircraft
on the grounds that the appearance of the
MiG-23’s had provoked significant anxiety
in the United States and that the president
had been forced to adopt a “position which
would permit him to assure the American
people that everything was being done to
ensure the security of the country.” The
Americans also declared that the training of
naval forces takingplace off the Cuban
coast was being carried out in the traditional
region and was not being directed against
Cuba.  The Cuban side took this explana-
tion under advisement.

Notwithstanding the developments
outlined above, a certain amount of progress
continued in connection with several spe-
cific questions regarding bilateral relations.
In late 1977, in connection with the expira-
tion of the temporary agreement on the de-
limitation of the maritime economic zone,
the Americans proposed to conduct new
negotiations.  In December an agreement

was struck that conclusively strengthened
the maritime boundaries between the two
countries.  In January 1978, an agreement
was reached between the coast guards of the
two countries calling for the rendering of
assistance to vessels in distress in the Straits
of Florida, common efforts against the traf-
ficking of narcotics, and a halt to terrorist
activity by Cuban counterrevolutionaries on
USA territory.

The Cubans were permitted to open
accounts in American banks, which was
necessary, in part, for normal operation of
the Cuban Interests Section in Washington,
which was also granted the right to transmit
consular payments to Havana.  Cuban emi-
gres, living on USA territory, were permit-
ted to send their relatives in Cuba up to 500
dollars every three months.  American tour-
ists visiting Cuba received the right to bring
back into the United States goods having a
value of up to $100 per person.

In response to these “gestures” from
the Carter administration, the Cuban gov-
ernment freed three Americans who were
serving sentences for espionage activity (out
of eight).  Readiness was declared to favor-
ably examine the question concerning the
remaining Americans being detained under
the condition that the USA, for its part,
would release the Puerto Rican freedom
fighters Lolita Lebron and her three com-
rades [imprisoned for involvement in a No-
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ade continues to be maintained essentially
in its entirety.  The prohibition on exports
of American goods, imports of Cuban prod-
ucts, issuance of commercial and financial
credits to Cuba by governments and private
financial institutions, and activity by banks
of the USA and other countries containing
American capital, accounts and dollars, con-
tinues in force.

At the same time, the USA has been
forced to implement modifications in those
aspects of its policy which had related to
trade with Cuba by foreign countries.  The
ministries of finance, trade and state depart-
ment have been permitted to issue licenses
for transactions concluded with Cuba by
companies of those countries which are con-
trolled by American monopolies.  They are
able to export nonstrategic materials and
import Cuban products.  Exports to Cuba
of goods from third countries containing up
to 20% in components of American manu-
facture are also permitted.

On the other hand, subsidiaries of
American monopolies located in third coun-
tries are not permitted to maintain accounts
with Cuba in American dollars, to issue it
credit for a period of more than one year, or
to transfer technology.

In sum, according to data of the USA
Interests Section in Havana, from October
1975 through January 1979 the USA Com-
merce Department has issued licenses to
subsidiaries of American firms in third coun-
tries for the export of nonstrategic materi-
als in the amount of 450 million dollars, al-
though not all applications for export li-
censes have been realized, and the share of
goods directly produced in the USA is not
greater than 5-6%.

Licenses have been granted for such
products as electric motors, industrial scales,
tractors, light and heavy automotive equip-
ment, equipment for the paper industry,
pharmaceuticals, florescent lamps, herbi-
cides, locomotives, textile machines, boil-
ers, etc.  Exports of navigational systems,
computers, communications, electrical dis-
tribution equipment, construction machin-
ery, electronic experimental equipment and
so forth, are prohibited.  Up to 50% of ap-
plications for the issuance of licenses have
been granted to subsidiaries of American
companies located in Canada and Argentina.

It should be bome in mind that a lift-
ing of the economic blockade would not
automatically result in the development of
trade between the two countries.  Cuba
would first of all have to comply with the
provisions of the USA Trade Act of 1974
requiring it to guarantee the right to emi-
grate from the country and to conclude bi-
lateral trade agreements.  Failing this it will

not be granted most favored nation trading
status, nor will it be eligible for credits from
the Export-Import Bank or the USA Com-
mercial Credit Corporation.  Without such
status, products for Cuban export will be
subject to high customs tariffs (for example,
cigars at $4.50 per pound plus 25% of their
value).

The USA has attempted to apply the
provisions of the embargo to imports of
Cuban nickel by Japan, Italy, and France.
These governments have been informed that
the USA will not permit the import of spe-
cial steels using Cuban nickel.  At the same
time, in the course of Cuban-American con-
tacts in 1977-78, according to data provided
by “Business International Cooperation,”
five leading USA nickel companies an-
nounced their interest in cooperation with
Cuba after the lifting of the economic block-
ade in the sphere of nickel production and
trade.

A new and recent significant step in
Cuban-American relations is the decision of
the Cuban government to release more than
three thousand political detainees (not less
than 400 persons per month) on the condi-
tion that they go to the United States; and to
permit the departure of Cubans wishing to
reunite with their families abroad and visits
by Cuban emigres to their relatives.  This
decision, adopted on the basis of a compre-
hensive analysis of the domestic situation
regarding emigration, marks a fundamental
reexamination of the previous policy on that
question.  At the negotiations which took
place in Havana in November and Decem-
ber of 1978 with representatives of the Cu-
ban emigre community, Castro confirmed
this decision and emphasized that up to 500
political detainees will be released each
month.  However, implementation will de-
pend in the final analysis on a decision by
the USA to admit them into the country.

In a closed meeting with representa-
tives of the American administration in late
1978, Castro stated that the “primary fac-
tor” making possible the adoption of these
decisions was the policy of the Carter ad-
ministration, which had “ceased to encour-
age terrorist and subversive activity and in-
tervention in the internal affairs of Cuba.”
This, in his words, had created a new envi-
ronment, making possible a new approach
to the emigration issue.

The United States turned out to be to-
tally unprepared for Cuba’s proposal, which
scored a serious moral and political victory
- the American administration was deprived
of its trump card consisting of the supposed
violation of human rights.  The USA was
confronted by the need for a response to the
Cuban initiative.  Moreover, the American

were not related to the economic blockade
and that Cuba would not conduct negotia-
tions on those questions in exchange for its
lifting.  “Cuba,” Castro emphasized, “is not
China and is not Egypt. It has nothing in
common with those countries which can be
pressured or bought.”

All the same, in the course of these
contacts with the Cuban side an obvious
degree of flexibility was demonstrated.  A
readiness was declared to include, in the
general discussion of normalizing relations,
as a condition to the lifting of the economic
blockade, the issue of compensation for the
nationalized property of Americans, claims
for which were calculated at 1.8 billion dol-
lars (considering interest at 6% for 18 years,
that sum will almost double).  The Ameri-
cans were apprised that Cuba, in turn, has
counterclaims for losses resulting from the
economic blockade, and that only on this
basis could negotiations on that theme be
conducted.

The Cuban leadership has stimulated
interest on the part of certain business circles
in the USA in studying the possibilities of
future trade and economic ties.  The organi-
zation “Business International” conducted
a seminar in Havana with the participation
of leaders of major corporations from the
USA, Japan, and several West European
countries.  It was made particularly appar-
ent that the participants wielded broad in-
fluence in USA political circles and were in
a position to exert pressure on Congress
necessary from Cuba’s perspective.

In late 1977, Cuban Minister of For-
eign Trade M[anuel]. Fernandez visited the
USA at the invitation of the Council on East-
West Trade.  He attended a conference in
Washington in which the leaders of more
than 80 USA trade and industrial firms and
representatives of the Commerce Depart-
ment and State Department participated.
The minister announced that in the event the
economic blockade were lifted, Cuban-
American trade could reach several hundred
million dollars per year.  Cuba would be
interested in acquiring USA grain, feedstock
resources, medicines, chemical products,
light and heavy metals, construction mate-
rials, turnkey factories, miscellaneous
equipment and other goods.

Groups of American business leaders
and businessmen from the states of New
York, California, and elsewhere, have vis-
ited Havana.  The Cubans believe that there
are American companies who are seriously
interested in the conduct of business in
Cuba.  These companies are even prepared
to waive their claims for compensation of
their nationalized property.

Notwithstanding, the economic block-
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administration was subjected to strong pres-
sure from representatives of the Cuban emi-
gre community.  Under the circumstances,
the USA officially announced that it would
accept all of the political detainees (up to
3,500 individuals), to be released at the rate
of 400 persons per month, together with their
families.  In order to examine this problem,
special commissions from the USA Justice
Department came to Havana.  In October
1978, the first group of political detainees
and their families departed for the USA. This
March, the Americans introduced a new
simplified procedure for the issuance of vi-
sas to political detainees in order to facili-
tate the conditions for the admission into the
USA of up to 400 persons every month.

In the beginning of this year, Cuban
emigres began to arrive on visits to their
relatives.  According to accounts of friends,
the number of such persons in 1979 will
exceed 100,000 individuals.  During the first
three months of this year around 20,000
Cuban emigres have arrived.

The Cuban leadership understands the
need to intensify its ideological work in the
country relating to the new policy in con-
nection with emigration.  This question oc-
cupied an important role in presentations by
Castro at the recent Seventh Plenum of the
Central Committee of the party and at a na-
tional conference of party leaders last Feb-
ruary.  In accordance with conclusions
reached by the Division of Revolutionary
Orientation of the Central Committee of the
party, measures have been worked out to
neutralize the negative influence from a
massive arrival of emigres for meetings with
their relatives.  Party organizations at all
levels have been authorized to explain to the
workers the basis for the present policy in
relation to the Cuban emigre community.

Cuban-American contacts have
achieved a definite development in the
spheres of culture, science, and sport.  The
improvement of these contacts is serving as
one of the methods for achieving a mutual
understanding between the two countries,
as well as an additional source for the re-
ceipt of hard currency.  Thus, on the com-
mercial front, the National Ballet of Cuba
completed an extended tour of the USA in
1978.  Its performances in Washington and
New York were attended by around 100,000
spectators.  The director of the ballet, A.
Alonso, was elected as an honorary foreign
member of the John F. Kennedy Center for
the Performing Arts.  Her essay on Cuban
ballet was published in the USA.

Last year and again this year, the mu-
sical groups “Iraqueres,” “Moncada,”
“Manguardi,” “Los Papines,” and “Aragon”
toured in the United States, along with the

composer-performers A. Brouver, S.
Rodriguez, P. Milyanez, and the singers T.
Martinez, E. Burke and others.

American artists and choreographers
participated in the Sixth International Bal-
let Festival in Havana.  Last March, in the
large concert hall here named after Karl
Marx, three joint concerts by American and
Cuban musicians and singers were held.
They were attended by members of the Po-
litburo of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of Cuba C. R. Rodriguez
and A. Hart, and by member of the Secre-
tariat of the Central Committee of the party
A. Peres Effera.

Cuban Minister of Culture A. Hart had
discussions in Havana with the vice presi-
dent of the firm “Columbia Broadcasting
Systems” about the possibility of releasing
a recording of Cuban music in the USA.

In 1978, 35 film critics were invited
from the USA. Based on their examination
of Cuban films and meetings with col-
leagues, they published a series of positive
materials in the American press about Cu-
ban cinematography.  This ensured the suc-
cess of the Cuban Film Week, organized in
Washington, New York, San Francisco,
Chicago, and Los Angeles, which was at-
tended by a delegation of cinematographers
under the leadership of the director S.
Alvarez.  It met with leading representatives
of the American cinema, as well as univer-
sity students and professors.

An American rental company is now
acquiring Cuban films for display in cinema
houses and on television.  The journal “Cu-
ban Cinema” will be re-published in English
in the United States.  In 1978, 16 American
films were purchased through an interme-
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Havana

Wednesday, 28 May 1980
(Beginning: 9:45 a.m.)

Fidel Castro: Dear Comrade Erich
Honecker! Dear German comrades!

Your visit, dear Comrade Honecker,
has long been on our agenda, long before it
came to the problems of the recent past, long
before the military maneuvers [scheduled by
the U.S. at its Guantanamo Bay naval base
for May, but cancelled--ed.].  But now it has
a special meaning that your visit is taking
place right now, at a time of increased ac-
tivity of the USA and the other enemies of
our revolution.

Hostility and aggression, of course, did
not come all of a sudden, but there are rea-
sons for this: the liberty of Ethiopia, events
in Nicaragua, the situation in Central
America; then there was the conference of
the nonaligned countries [in Havana in Sep-
tember 1979], and agression gradually in-
creases in this whole situation. During the
conference of the nonaligned countries, they
were very angry and started a malicious
campaign. At that time, they discussed the
issue of the Soviet brigade, exactly at the
time of the conference of the nonaligned
countries. We corresponded with the Soviet
comrades regarding this issue. We took the
view that this should be called a brigade.
But when we explained all that to the So-
viet Union, it was called a study center. Of
course, the Soviet comrades did not want to
aggravate the international situation any
further, and since SALT II still had to be
discussed in the Senate, there was no other
option than calling it a “study center.” Thus,
the brigade was called study center no. 12.
Once this had been said, we had to stick to
that term.

I have expressed this in a special way
on the USA-TV and in the USA-press: what
you call a brigade and we call a study cen-
ter is something that we have had for 17
years now.

This unit came here after the October
[1962] Crisis. Actually, we strongly resisted
a total withdrawal of troops. Finally, we
managed to have one brigade stay with us,
and for 17 years, this brigade has been here.
These troops were not included in the agree-
ments following the October Crisis. The Oc-
tober Crisis affected the missiles, the bomb-
ers, and the nuclear weapons, but not the
troops. When the brigade stayed with us, no
agreements were concluded.

In any event, we always would have
liked to see these troops called a brigade for
one reason: we must not relinquish our right
to have Soviet brigades here. We did not

relinquish that right. If we call this a study
center for moral reasons, then we relinquish
the right to have a brigade. At the May 1
demonstrations, I said that we have got study
center no. 12, but that we would like to have
numbers 13, 14, 15. But the malicious cam-
paign started with that brigade. All USA
presidents knew that we have a brigade here.
One can hide a pen, but not an entire bri-
gade with tanks, guns, with 2,000 to 3,000
men. Everyone knows this. The CIA tries





COLD WAR INTERNATIONAL HISTORY PROJECT BULLETIN  197

i.e. disarmament, to detente, they have
adopted the long-term defense program, in
spite of opposing resolutions passed by the
UN.

NATO’s [December] 1979 Brussels
missile deployment decisions [to deploy
medium and intermediate range missiles in
West Germany and elsewhere in Western
Europe] are a provocative step. At the same
time when disarmament is on the global
agenda and Carter, at the signing of SALT
II in Vienna, talks about the existence of a
rough balance of military power on the glo-
bal level, they raise an outcry over an al-
leged Soviet threat and pass this defense
program in Brussels.

Basically, the production of new
American intermediate nuclear forces and
their deployment in Western Europe is an
attempt to undermine the results of SALT
II.  They want to offset the fact that Soviet
missiles can reach the USA.  This is sup-
posed to be achieved through the
depolyment of American intermediate-range
(nuclear) missiles having a range beyond
Moscow up to the Urals. While it takes 20
to 30 minutes for the missiles that are de-
ployed in the USA to reach the Soviet Union,
they only need 5 minutes when deployed in
the Federal Republic, Belgium, and Great
Britain, except for the so-called wing mis-
siles [Fluegelraketen], which would also
violate the neutrality of such states as Swe-
den.

Hence, this a large scale, long-term at-
tempt to tip in favor of American imperial-
ism the rough balance of military power that
currently exists in the world. This is sup-
posed to put pressure on the Soviet Union
and the socialist countries, including Cuba,
on countries like Nicaragua, and others, and
on the national liberation movement. They
want to foster anything that leads to an alli-
ance of the USA, Japan, China, and, if pos-
sible, the FRG, too, against Real Socialism
and the national liberation movement. For
us, a very interesting aspect is that China
supports the so-called reunification of Ger-
many, i.e. the elimination of the GDR.

It is necessary to recognize this situa-
tion. On the other hand, the situation cer-
tainly is not like the reactionary imperialist
circles would have it. Of course, Real So-
cialism is strong enough to defy the USA.
It is perfectly possible to shatter the USA
imperialism’s attempt to conduct a large-
scale offensive against the socialist coun-
tries and the national liberation movement.

In this context, we regard socialist
Cuba, the American island of liberty, as play-
ing a very important role. Our country’s citi-
zens, the citizens of the Soviet Union, and
those of all socialist countries, see it as a

banner that is waved by the Cuban people
under the leadership of its communist party
and that of Fidel Castro.

Likewise, our struggle, too, the GDR’s
and the CSFR’s [Czechoslovak Socialist
Federal Republic’s] struggle, is a banner for
all peace-loving people in the world, since
we don’t allow imperialism to take any step
against our borders. I am mentioning the
CSFR because, together with us, it is fight-
ing in the front line.

In the aftermath of [the 1975 East-West
accords at] Helsinki, the West German im-
perialists have attempted to build up a fifth
column in the German Democratic Repub-
lic.  To this end, they adressed not only coun-
terrevolutionary elements, which, of course,
still exist in our country, too, but also the
reactionary, the unsteady, and the uncertain.
All this took place under the slogan of hu-
man rights.

They placed their hopes in the Protes-
tant and the Catholic Church, which have
8.5 and 2.5 million members, respectively.
These churches and their bishops were sup-
posed to act in our country as guerillas of
the West. With the help of the 6,000 West-
ern citizens, who, as a result of the interna-
tional recognition of the GDR and the en-
suing establishment of Western embassies,
came to our country, they undertook sub-
versive activities. The American, the Fed-
eral German, and other embassies estab-
lished contacts with our artistic intelligen-
tsia in particular. One million copies of a
so-called manifesto against the GDR party
and state leadership have been published,
allegedly written by leading SED function-
aries. Under the slogan of human rights, it
has been tried to set up committees for the
“protection of human rights” and the “pro-
tection of workers’ rights.”

Various elements have been given the
opportunity to use the FRG’s TV and radio
to influence the GDR. All around the clock,
24 hours a day, 35 FRG radio stations are
broadcasting political commentaries. The
three Western TV channels were also used
for interviews with certain authors and other
GDR people, which were conducted “on be-
half of the SED against the SED leadership.”
On behalf of socialism in the GDR, they
spoke out against the SED’s alleged dog-
matism. They disguised themselves as so-
cialists, but all their efforts were in vain.

In May of last year, our republic held
municipal elections. There were mass ral-
lies all over the country, where all issues
were discussed. More than 99 percent of the
citizens voted for the candidates of the na-
tional front, despite the fact that the West-
ern media had asked the people either not
to vote at all or to vote against these candi-

dates.
In Berlin, we organized a big rally of

the GDR’s youth. 700,000 FDJ [Free Ger-
man Youth] members marched up. This left
even the Western correspondents flabber-
gasted. After all, there are only 1.2 million
people living in the capital. 700,000 FDJ
members marched into Berlin and domi-
nated the city at the time.

(Fidel Castro: From all over the coun-
try?)

Yes, from all over the country.
(Fidel Castro: How were they

accomodated?)
In tents, in schools, in apartments, or

in other peoples’ homes. This was a big cam-
paign. They didn’t have much time to sleep,
but they all had a place to stay. Some fami-
lies hosted up to 7 teenagers. The family
slept in the kitchen, so that the FDJ mem-
bers could sleep in the bed and living-rooms.
There was huge attendance. We never had
had something like this before.

During these four days, the Western
journalists were not subjected to any restric-
tions in their interviews.  Moreover, some
200,000 people from the Federal Republic
and West Berlin came to the capital to dis-
cuss with the FDJ members. In any case,
none of them managed to report something
negative. They were surprised that this youth
is different from what they thought.

Along a wide front, we prepared for
the 30th anniversary of the GDR [in Octo-
ber 1979].  250,000 young people marched
in Berlin. Comrades Brezhnev, [Polish
leader Edward] Gierek, [Czechoslovak
leader Gustav] Husak, [Bulgarian leader
Todor] Zhivkov, [Hungarian leader Janos
Kadar], [Mongolian leader J.] Zedenbal, and
others were there.  In any case, we gave our
adversary such a thrashing that he last all
his interest in continuing his shameless pro-
paganda against the GDR with the same fe-
rocity as before.

At this time, the Chancellor of the
FRG, Helmut Schmidt, requested a meet-
ing. This  means that while adhering to their
revanchist attitude towards the GDR, they
were forced to accept that socialism has a
solid basis in our country.

Then, at the transition from 1979 to
1980, there was the heightening of interna-
tional tensions.

(Fidel Castro: One question before we
continue. In which month did this march-
ing up of the 700,000 young people take
place?)

This was in May 1979, and in Octo-
ber, on the occasion of the 30th anniversary,
there were 250,000.  The demonstration in
May, at Whitsun, was the big response to
our adversary’s campaign which claimed
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that the GDR youth does not support the
regime.  Since then, they keep quiet or say
that it has to be admitted that the enthusi-
asm was not organized.

Then, dear Comrade Fidel Castro and
dear Cuban Comrades, there was the appar-
ent heightening of international tensions in
late 1979 / early 1980.  We have reacted with
great level-headedness to this situation.  On
January 9 we had a reception for the diplo-
matic corps.  There, I expressed the GDR’s
hope that it would be possible to reduce in-
ternational tensions because there is no al-
ternative to the policy of peaceful coexist-
ence.  Only the American ambassador did
not attend the reception since our politburo
and the Council of Ministers had made a
statement in support of the entry of a lim-
ited contingent of Soviet troops into Af-
ghanistan following the Afghan
government’s request.  A couple of days later
we had a hare-hunt for the diplomats.

We have continued our policy of so-
cialist buildup with great popular support,
and I expressed to Chancellor Helmut
Schmidt my readiness to meet him for a talk
in 1980.

They all were surprised that the GDR,
together with the Soviet Union and the other
socialist countries, reacted so calmly to
Carter’s confrontational course. Indeed, the
citizens of our republic stand firmly behind
the policy of the party and the government,
which is directed against Carter’s confron-
tational course and stands up for peaceful
coexistence and international cooperation.
We have activated our ministerial exchange
with the FRG, but also with Belgium, the
Netherlands, France, and Austria. While one
has to proceed from the assumption that the
Western governments, particularly with re-
spect to the boycott of the Olympic Games
[in Moscow in summer 1980], will show a
certain class solidarity with the USA, they
still hesitate to identify entirely with the
hardened policy of the USA administration.

Thus, it came to the meeting [on May
19 in Warsaw] between Leonid Brezhnev
and Giscard d’Estaing, about which you are
probably informed.  Finally, there was the
long delayed meeting [on May 16 in Vienna]
between the new Secretary of State in the
Carter administration, [Edward S.] Muskie,
and [Soviet Foreign Minister] Comrade
[Andrei] Gromyko. Today, the GDR news-
papers report that on June 30 and July 1 the
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, Helmut Schmidt, is going to meet
with Comrade Brezhnev in Moscow.

During my stay in Belgrade, on the
occasion of Tito’s funeral [8 May 1980], I
had talks with several statesmen.

Many expressed the desire to talk to

me.  Of course, the first meeting I had was
with Comrade Brezhnev, wcsmen.
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international situation leads to Cold War,
also leads to an increased danger of local
conflicts, including the Caribbean. On the
other hand, the peoples’ revolutionary move-
ments have examples in the form of other
countries, as Cuba here in Latin America;
but they are objectively determined. If a sub-
jective factor is added to that, then such
welcome events as in Nicaragua take place.
Of course, the USA now endeavors to pre-
vent a second Nicaragua in El Salvador, and
their actions in South Korea also demon-
strate their determination to defend the sta-
tus quo. On the other hand, there are such
events as those mentioned by Comrade Fi-
del Castro, e.g. Grenada in the Caribbean.

As far as the African region is con-
cerned, you are under heavy pressure of the
USA because of your military operations in
Angola and Ethiopia. But we are sitting in
the same boat, even though we don’t have
any troops there. We only have technical
experts there. The USA is very curious about
what the GDR does in Africa, be it in Angola
or Ethiopia, in Zambia or Mozambique,
Namibia or South Africa. We have a lot of
cadres there who are active in various fields,
and we train cadres for them. This is why
the USA is currently tightening its policy
towards the GDR. Above all, they bring their
influence to bear on the banks in order to
hurt us, in order to create economic prob-
lems in the GDR.

However, our economy is sound, we
have enough allies. In addition to the So-
viet Union and the other socialist countries,
there are also imperialist monoplies that
want to trade with us. For example, we are
expanding our economic relations with
France, Italy, Scandinavia, and Belgium.
After this visit, Comrade Mittag will go to
Mexico. This year or next, President Portillo
plans to visit the GDR.

We have met the Cuban comrades in
Angola and Ethiopia. I would like to thank
you, Comrade Castro and the other com-
rades for the extensive security measures
that you have provided; a whole Cuban
batallion in Luanda.

Fidel Castro: Yes, I remember. We
asked our comrades there to provide com-
prehensive support for Comrade Honecker’s
trip.

Erich Honecker: We felt this support
everywhere, and I would like to thank you
on behalf of our delegation and of our re-
public as a whole.

Fidel Castro: I believe it was a very
good initiative of the GDR’s party and gov-
ernment to send such a delegation to Africa.
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afraid before the decision, because the mis-
siles that can reach you in the Federal Re-
public are not at issue here at all.  The group
of the Soviet armed forces has got them, and
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have solved the problem by next year; be-
cause this plague has brought us into a very
difficult situation. Other countries were hurt,
too. In Jamaica, the whole tobacco produc-
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dependent on the USA. Brazil seeks to in-
crease its independence. Without any doubt,
this is a very reasonable government, but
the situation is different from that in Mexico.
Mexico can be seen more as an ally, as a
friend.

The Yankees have asked the Mexicans
to do them some service here, in order to
solve their problems with us. We told the
Mexicans that we would agree, if the goal
is to solve all problems at the same time,
not only those that are of interest to the USA.
They Mexicans said that they agree with
that.

When the Mexicans, the Yankees, and
we sit at a table, the relation will be two to
one on some issues.  The Mexicans have
invited representatives from Panama, and
we have said that it is better to have more
Latin Americans.  Maybe it is better for us
if the Mexicans participate in these talks.
Therefore we agreed.  We don’t know what
is going to happen and where it is going to
happen because the Yankees are quite con-
strained in their actions because of the cam-
paign.  Before the elections, Carter must
make no concessions at all.  Therefore, the
situation is not going to change before the
elections.  On no account, can we help Carter
solve his own problems.  What guarantees
is Carter going to give us?  And what if he
loses the elections?  They don’t talk about
Angola and Ethiopia any more, now they
talk about solving the problem in the USA’s
interests section which is full of counter-
revolutionaries, and in Iran, they demand
their hostages.  They were afraid that our
people would attack the consulate.  Before
our demonstration, they were very con-
cerned, and Mariel is the second issue that
they are very concerned about.

There, we are the ones who issue the
exit visas.  They are afraid of Latin America,
of the people from Haiti, Mexico, and the
next problem is the hijacked plane.  They
are interested in agreements and they are
concerned about that.

However, they always find something
new.  At the time, they talked about subver-
sion in Latin America, now there are new
issues.  In this pre-election period, it is very
difficult for them to make concessions.
Hence, we remain at the present point as
long as the elections have not taken place.

This was a broad outline of the current
situation.  We will provide further informa-
tion about Cuba, but these were the main
issues.

Erich Honecker: Comrade Fidel
Castro, thank you for your explanations.  It
is quite obvious that there are no issues be-
tween us that need further discussion.

As far as we know, the communique

has been prepared. All questions have been
settled, and we have expressed our opinions
on international issues.

We consider the conclusion of the
treaty on friendship and cooperation very
important.

(Fidel Castro: This is our first treaty.)
The people of the German Democratic

Republic will be delighted when they learn
about it, and it is certain that this will re-
ceive great attention; just as our stay here
already receives great international atten-
tion.  The conclusion of this treaty will out-
line all that what we, even more so than be-
fore, will have to live up to in our mutual
cooperation.

Despite all agreement with regard to
economic and other issues, there will be a
whole string of additional possibilities to
develop the cooperation of two countries
that are so much joined together in friend-
ship as are the German Democratic Repub-
lic and the Republic of Cuba.

We in the GDR follow with great plea-
sure with how much energy you implement
the decisions taken at the Ist Party congress
of the Communist Party.  We follow with
deep sympathy your efforts concerning the
preparation of the IInd Party congress, about
which you have just informed us.

The remarks you made in the context
of the Party congress regarding the effec-
tiveness and quality of your work are very
familiar concerns for us.  We, too, devote
increasing attention to these issues given the
conditions of our development.  Moreover,
in our activities we proceed from the as-
sumption that revolutionary Cuba com-
mands great authority and conducts a very
active, principled foreign policy in full ac-
cordance with the Soviet Union and the
countries of the socialist community while
certainly taking into consideration your
country’s specific situation.

It is obvious that in the preparation of
your IInd Party congress you are concerned
with a whole string of issues that we also
have to deal with in preparing for our Xth
Party congress.  Recently our Central Com-
mittee held its 12th conference.  Supple-
menting the Politburo’s report on the orga-
nization of our Xth Party congress, I held a
speech there.  The Xth Party congress has
been scheduled for 11-16 April 1981.  We
publicized the agenda and at the same time
we announced that motions to be consid-
ered by the Party congress have to be pro-
posed before the end of March.  In the con-
text of the summoning of our Xth Party con-
gress the entire country will engage in a
great debate about the future shaping of the
German Democratic Republic’s developed
socialist society.  Of course, this will be re-

lated to the continuing carrying through of
the GDR’s foreign policy.

As far as foreign policy is concerned,
the problems are quite obvious.  The coop-
eration with the Soviet Union is the corner-
stone of our foreign policy.  We coordinate
our foreign policy with the socialist brother
nations.  Concerning foreign policy, there
is agreement as to the basic issues, the issue
of the further consolidation of the unity and
indivisibility of the community of socialist
countries, the issue of defending the
achievements of detente, its supplementing
with arms reductions, and active support for
national liberation movements.  In this pro-
cess, we pay great attention to the develop-
ment of the nonaligned countries about
which Comrade Fidel Castro has informed
us in the context of the Havana conference
and the subsequent events.

Although all these issues concerning
the future development of our foreign policy
are understood, the citizens of the GDR cer-
tainly face a lot of problems.  World events
are highly complex, so that the Party has to
be very active in this area; this all the more
so since the enemy seeks to deceive the
people through the mass media and to dis-
guise its aggressive policies, particularly that
of the USA.  We have created a solid basis
regarding these issues.  The comrades now
are increasingly capable of thinking for
themselves and clarifying these issues in
dialogue with the people.

In January of this year we held big talks
with our party’s first district secretaries (1.
Kreissekretaere) under consultation of the
local government secretaries (Sekretaere der
Bezirksleitungen).

Fidel Castro: How many districts are
there in your country?

Erich Honecker:There are 136 districts
(Kreise), but also a whole string of indus-
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our dynamic economic policy under
changed international economic conditions
in combination with the execution of our
socio-political program.  These questions are
certainly not only of theoretical importance;
above all they concern the masses and hence
the Party.

We believe that we can compensate for
the changed international economic condi-
tions, which find expression in increasing
prices, in inflationary tendencies, through
higher labor productivity. You know our de-
velopment, therefore I don’t have to go into
detail.  The main problem we face is to com-
bine the advantages of the socialist social
order with the scientific-technical revolu-
tion.  This means, among other things, es-
pecially a more efficient management of
natural resources.  We have great supplies
of brown coal in our country.  Within the
framework of the plan, we are currently
making it our task to extract 300 million tons
of brown coal a year instead of the 240 mil-
lion tons we have produced in the past.  Of
course this is a huge task, since it involves
the opening of new coal mines.

Fidel Castro: How many kilocalories
does coal have?

Erich Honecker: 2,000 to 3,000, it var-
ies. However, given the increase in world
prices, this is a very important natural re-
source.

Fidel Castro: How many tons of brown
coal are necessary to substitute 1 ton of oil?
I am talking about the type of brown coal
that you produce.

Erich Honecker: Practically, we use
brown coal for our carbochemical industry.
Relatedly, it is the source material for vari-
ous raw materials, plastics, rubber (elas-
tomers?), for the production of gas.  We just
have opened a new factory near Buna. Near
Leuna we then saw the old plant, which
works in the field of carbochemistry.  The
new one works on the basis of oil. Initially,
we intended to abandon carbochemistry
because at that time oil was cheaper than
brown coal.  We wanted to switch com-
pletely to petrochemistry.  But now we are
developing a stronger carbochemical indus-
try, and the new plant produces 100,000 tons
of PVC per year on the basis of brown coal,
rock salt, and lime. This leads me already
to the answer to your question.  4 tons of
brown coal are neccessary to substitute one
ton of oil.  However, this is not the crucial
issue.  Crucial is the fact that we have brown
coal, but not oil.  This is why we now sup-
port brown coal and develop the
carbochemical industry to produce plastics
and rubber.  The second way of exploiting
brown coal consists of using it as a source
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tions, which perhaps can be answered later
in more detail.  These questions concern
problems in the development of the GDR.
Just like the comradeship between the Cu-
ban Communist Party and the German So-
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After the missile crisis, we went
through a long period of tensions.  The situ-
ation improved at the end of 1969, even in
spite of the conflict in Vietnam and the role
of the Soviet Union in that conflict, which
was major, candidly speaking, major.  I was
located there at that time and believe that
Americans came to the conclusion that mat-
ters in that situation were handled improp-
erly. That was an attempt to resolve a prob-
lem arising exclusively out of conceptions
of a struggle for so-called social justice be-
tween two parts of Vietnam, at the same time
as it was necessary to approach the prob-
lem from the point of view of relations be-
tween the superpowers who, in essence,
made the war possible. Americans drew
from this the conclusion that domestic [in-
ternal? indiginous?--ed.] forces should cre-
ate the conditions - either by peaceful means
or through the shedding of blood - to pro-
vide for their future.  Just operating exclu-
sively on their own resources - well-founded
or otherwise - they can express their con-
cerns and the state of mutual relations
among the people.  I can say that the United
States adheres to exactly this position in re-
lation to Central America.

I do not believe that President Reagan
has some kind of preconceived notion re-
garding the social system in Cuba.  This
must be determined by the people of Cuba.

Our capability for coexistence, not-
withstanding ideological conflicts, is mani-
fested most graphically in relations with
other Communist regimes: China, Yugosla-
via and the growing number of countries in
Eastern Europe. Notwithstanding all of the
Soviet rhetoric to the contrary, the problem
is not here.  In other words, in their judg-
ment about everything, they ascribe our dif-
ficulties with you to ideological dissatisfac-
tion on the part of the United States in rela-
tion to the political system in Cuba.

Carlos R. Rodriguez.  It is good that
we are here together (spoken in English).

Alexander Haig.  I was saying that we
are looking at the relationship between the
global activity of the Soviet Union and the
local activity of Cuba.

We are capable of arithmetic and know
that one third of your resources are provided
by the Soviet Union: everything that relates
to transportation, equipment, materials, all
of the assets and means necessary for suste-
nance of the Cuban economy.

On the other hand, in 1975 we were
witnesses to a situation which subjectively
led us to conclude that the Soviet leader-
ship assessed the changes which took place
in our country as changes of a geopolitical
character - I am talking about Watergate and
the war in Vietnam.  This was abundantly

clear in the widening of activity in Africa,
Southeast Asia, and in Northwest and West-
ern Asia.  In this manner, there exists a ten-
dency - correct or mistaken - to believe that
an agreement exists between Moscow and
Havana in connection with various interna-
tional activities, at least a tacit one, if not
explicit.  All this has created a mood in the
United States which brought Mr. Reagan to
power.

We are closely following public opin-
ion polls, and I can assure you that the mood
of the people in the United States is defi-
nitely militating toward a change in our re-
lations with Cuba, a change that is not posi-
tive for Cuba, but which regards Cuba as a
threat.  I assume that there is room here for
some subjective misstatement, but this is the
fact of the matter.

I suppose that any leader comes to
power having certain fixed opinions about
things, and President Reagan is no excep-
tion.  Maybe he will turn out to be an ex-
ception, if you consider the recent past, and
his understanding of how to fulfill his mis-
sion.  But I can assure you, that he is a man
of peace, a man who wants to relieve the
people from the burden of armaments, a man
who does not oppose social transformations.
His approach to the conflicts at the Cancun
Conference, and his initiative in connection
with the basic direction of developments in
the Caribbean Basin, should serve as a ref-
erence point. Pursuant to his instructions, I
have met with the leaders of Eastern Eu-
rope and representatives of the Angolan re-
gime.  In my opinion, all of this attests to
the fact that we are talking not about ideol-
ogy, but about a geopolitical problem. And
specifically, due to this understanding, he is
ready to pursue matters to the most danger-
ous line.  In recent months he has been oc-
cupied with an examination of this problem.
We are thoroughly familiar with the reality
of Cuba in the area of security, economics
and defense.  We understand well the vul-
nerability of Cuba.  We have discussed this
problem with the Soviet Union for a long
time.  They understand perfectly well the
meaning of these discussions and are aware
of the limitations on activities, transgression
of which could lead to confrontation be-
tween the superpowers, for which we are
prepared.

At the same time, we have analyzed
with great care the needs of Cuba, in the
sense of its hopes for the future.  It seems to
us that the Cuban people have suffered a
great deal from sacrifices imposed from
abroad.  We believe that the possibility still
exists for a normalization of its relations not
only with the United States, but with all of
this hemisphere.

You are aware, Mr. Minister, that in the
developing countries of the so-called “Third
World,” there are many leaders who today
are turning away from the Soviet Union’s
arms, its technical assistance, and trade with
it, from participation in economic relations,
where the reward is measured on a scale of
sacrifice.  You yourselves suffer from this
reality and have a right to participate in in-
ternational trade, including trade with the
United States.  I know that President Reagan
considers trade with Cuba a possibility.  We
must discuss this in the atmosphere of mu-
tual respect to which you referred, which
must be the goal of an independent peace,
and to do this it is necessary to account for
geopolitical reality.

Carlos R. Rodriguez.  Thank you very
much.

I have listed with great interest to the
exposition of principals laid forth by the
esteemed Secretary of State.  At the outset I
will speak to two points. First of all, to your
words about the position of Reagan on the
question of bilateral relations with Cuba and
its common position on the problem of peace
and problems confronting humanity today.

We have keenly felt the danger of the
approach to this problem by Reagan and his
group of leaders from an ideological point
of view.  Speaking candidly, in the public
pronouncements, first and foremost of
Reagan, we perceive a great ideological
content.  And we have been greatly surprised
by its manifestation in the declarations of
the Secretary of State as well.  And we have
been surprised more than once because,
judging from information received from
prominent European leaders, we had gained
a different impression about the positions
of Mr. Haig on international questions,
which we had considered to be more prag-
matic.  That does not mean that they are not
based on principle, only that they are more
pragmatic, not so much determined by the
influence of ideology.

What we have heard gives us cause for
reflection.

The second element that I consider to
be important inheres in the treatment of the
mutual feelings of the people of the United
States and Cuba.  I am fully in accord with
that.

Despite 22 years of continuous sharp
exchanges, there is no anti-American senti-
ment in Cuba.  It does not exist among the
people, and we, the leaders, similarly do not
rule with anti-American sentiments.  We can
say this absolutely categorically.  This is
seen in the course of any meetings of Ameri-
cans with our people, irrespective of their
posts and positions.

I am satisfied with the opportunity -
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after the words just spoken by the Secretary
of State - to attribute the current intensifi-
cation of our conflicts to geopolitical rea-
sons.  And I would hope to possess all of
the necessary eloquence, within the short
time available to us, in order to attempt to
prove that the geopolitical reality is not what
it is made out to be in this case.

I am aware that the Secretary of State
is a great lover of philosophy. Thus, even in
the seventeenth century, since the time of
Hume, it has been considered proven that
the factual appearance of “B” following the
appearance of “A” does not signify that “A”
necessarily is the cause of the appearance
of “B.”  I will attempt, in the briefest of fash-
ion, in order to avoid tiring you, to describe
our interpretation of events, beginning in
1975.

We became involved in Angola with-
out the slightest wish to establish our mili-
tary presence there.  Speaking of military
presence, I have in mind the presence of
regular troops.  In sending the first 150
people to Angola, we had absolutely no con-
ception of what would become of the events
in that country. This I can state to you un-
equivocally.

We had long maintained our ties with
the MPLA [Popular Movement for the Lib-
eration of Angola] in its struggle against
Portuguese colonialism.  President
[Agostinho] Neto requested our assistance
in the preparation of groups which led to
organization of the Angolan army.  With this
aim we dispatched 150 persons in three
schools: one located in the south, the other
in the northeast, and the third around
Luanda.  The subsequent development of
events ensued as follows: suddenly we re-
ceived news from Neto that they had been
attacked by forces from Zaire and troops of
Holden Roberto from the north, and by
South Africa from the south.

I can assure you unequivocally, inas-
much as I played a direct role in this matter,
that when the decision to dispatch Cuban
forces into Angola was made, we commu-
nicated nothing about it to the Soviet Union.
We were not even aware of its point of view
on that account.  And we had absolutely no
idea of the number of troops that it would
be necessary to send.  In this manner, the
first group was dispatched when the forces
in the southern theater advanced more than
400, almost 500 kilometers from the
Namibian border, approaching Lobito and
Benguela, and the forces of Zaire were lo-
cated 30 kilometers from Luanda.  In this
situation we sent at first not regular troops,
but rather groups of commandos.

It is true that subsequently an agree-
ment was reached between Cuba and the So-

viet Union regarding the activity of the
forces, inasmuch as the Soviet Union al-
ready had an obligation to Angola to supply
arms and it became necessary to speed up
its implementation.  As a result, we reached
an agreement, and we don’t deny this, un-
der which the Soviet Union proceeded to
dispatch certain types of weapons, and we
sent people who were capable of using them.

And thus it was.  When we became in-
volved in the events in Angola, we had ab-
solutely no concept of the geopolitical con-
ceptions about the importance of Angola in
light of the interests of the Soviet Union.
We saw in Angola a friendly country, a group
of revolutionaries struggling against colo-
nialism, against South Africa, and embarked
on all of this.

And then Ethipia stepped to the front
of the line.  How did all of this happen there?

We established relations with Ethiopia
at the request of Somalia.  We had main-
tained no diplomatic ties with Ethiopia, and
we harbored serious doubts in relation to the
process that was taking place in that coun-
try.  At the time, the leader of the revolution
was not Mengistu.  Power was in the hands
of Teferi Bante.  And I was personally as-
signed to establish contact in Colombo [Sri
Lanka], where I headed the Cuban delega-
tion at a conference of the heads of state and
governments of the non-aligned countries
[in August 1976], to establish contact with
Teferi Bante and Ali Bukarom, at that time
Vice President of Somalia, for the purpose
of attempting to reconcile them among
themselves, which turned out to be impos-
sible because of the refusal of Teferi Bante.

Subsequently, Vice President [of So-
malia Gen. Mohamed Ali] Samantar, simul-
taneously occupying the post of Minister of
Defense of Somalia, came to Cuba.  I was
in charge of the preliminary negotiations
with him.  In their course he addressed him-
self with a request for military assistance
from Cuba for an attack on Ethiopia, claim-
ing that that country represented the great-
est danger to socialism in North Africa.  At
that moment we had no idea that our troops
would ever end up in Ethiopia.  We had a
group in Somalia, which was rendering as-
sistance in the creation of a militia, and the
Soviet Union had armed forces in Somalia
and was utilizing the Somali port of Berbera
as a base for its navy.  This is how the close
cooperation with Somalia came about.

Samantar had a discussion with Fidel
and Raul Castro, who counseled in favor of
restraint and the conduct of negotiations.

During his visit to Africa [in March
1977], Fidel Castro met first with Siad Barre
and then in Ethiopia with Mengistu, and
agreed with them to conduct a historic meet-

ing in Aden.  That meeting was attended by
Mengistu and his assistants, Siad Barre and
his assistants, Ali Rubayi, who at that time
was the president of [South] Yemen, Fattah
Ismail and Ali Nasir, who is now the presi-
dent of South Yemen, and Cuba was repre-
sented by Fidel Castro and myself.  Fidel
worked - and when I say Fidel, it is because
he was at the center of that meeting - from
10:00 p.m. to 7:00 in the morning, trying to
achieve a consensus among the parties.
However, this proved impossible to attain,
because Siad Barre unequivocally rejected
all of the suggestions presented at the meet-
ing.  While the meeting did not lead to an
agreement, nevertheless Siad Barre prom-
ised not to attack Ethiopia.  And then, when
Siad Barre attacked Ethiopia, we considered
ourselves obligated to Mengistu, whom we
had persuaded to attend the peace confer-
ence which had taken place in Aden.

One fine day, all of this will come to
light.  You can believe me or not, but some
day this will be common knowledge.

The outward geopolitical character of
these events is completely at odds with the
essence of the true facts.  I had the privilege
to accompany Fidel Castro at the time of
his meetings with the leadership of the So-
viet Union.  These were attended by
Brezhnev, Kosygin, Podgorny, who had just
returned from Africa, Gromyko, and
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derstandings can arise.
I do not want at this time to commence

a discussion about the facts, although at
some point we can also discuss whether
there or not there is falsification.  When
General Walters comes to Cuba, I think that
it is important for him to bring with him as
much data as possible in order to examine it
for the purpose of interpreting these facts.

I remember that the “Bay of Pigs” was
brought about by information from people
located in Cuba that led the CIA to a mis-
taken conclusion.  As regards your reference
to aircraft, I can tell you, that everybody
knows what is taking place in Cuba.  We
have no factions in the government.  We
have a division of labor.  However, the mem-
bers of the Politburo know everything that
the military is doing.  And I can assure you
that you are telling me things with which I
cannot in the slightest bit agree, frankly
speaking, not in the slightest degree.  About
Angola, about Ethiopia.  They ask, why are
we still located there[?]  Because they want
us there, and the same in Angola.  If, as a
result of what is happening there now (we
already know about the results of the meet-
ing of the contact group, about the decision
of the foreign ministers of Africa, we see
that there is an opportunity to achieve a con-
sensus on Namibia, and that there are vis-
ible signs of progress), if as a result of a
solution to the Namibia issue the Angolans
allow us to withdraw our forces, then we
are ready to leave there.  There is no doubt
about this whatsoever.  But I am concerned
by the fact that we have in Angola not only
several thousand soldiers, several tens of
thousands of soldiers, but also several thou-
sand construction workers and civilians.

And the information that you are
spreading about Nicaragua is a complete
falsification.  We can discuss all of this with
General Walters in detail in the course of
several days.  We can discuss this, and we
can give you all of the details that are of
interest to you, because we do not want a
confrontation to arise because of a mistake.

We are also prepared for a confronta-
tion.  We know that such a confrontation will
be traumatic for our people.  We have no
doubt about this. But neither are we afraid
of a confrontation.  What we fear is an un-
necessary confrontation, in which, as a re-
sult of errors by both sides, as a result of an
absence of contacts, thousands of Americans
and hundreds of thousands of Cubans will
perish.  This worries us.  And I am worried
by other elements of interpretation which, I
believe, we must discuss.  If necessary, I can
on any day leave for New York and orga-
nize a different, more detailed meeting.  But
several of your personal interpretations

which, as you say, are also consistent with
the interpretations of the President of the
United States, cause me great anxiety. For
example, I do not believe that the United
States has any right to interfere in matters
related to the presence of Cuban teachers in
Nicaragua.  This, and what they are teach-
ing, is a question for the Nicaraguan gov-
ernment to decide.  I can assure you, that
these are elementary school teachers who
can hardly teach Marxist-Leninism.  I don’t
know whether you have ever attempted to
read any books about Marxist-Leninism, but
it would be very difficult for our 2,700 teach-
ers to teach Marxist-Leninism to little Indi-
ans.  However, we believe that only the gov-
ernment of Nicaragua, and no other, must
decide whether or not they need our teach-
ers.  I am convinced of this, because I have
had enough discussions with the Nicaraguan
leadership and I have also spoken with Fi-
del, and I know from other discussions, at
which I have been present, that the Nicara-
guans do not have the slightest desire or in-
terest to intrude in Honduras. They under-
stand perfectly well that this would lead
them into a confrontation with the United
States, and there would be nothing worse
for Nicaragua, than to be pulled into a con-
frontation with the United States.

We can and must continue our discus-
sion about all these things.  You say that time
is slipping away from us.  Let us use it to
the maximum extent.  I want to say one
thing: Cuba never lies, and Fidel never lies.
That which we say, we can prove.  I have
stated to you what we are prepared to do,
where we can achieve a consensus, and
where we cannot achieve a consensus.
When we say “We are obligated to do it,”
we are obligated.

You spoke of Colombia.  You do not
know how these members of M-19 ended
up in Cuba.  [Colombian] President [Julio-
Cesar] Turbay [Ayala] had a telephone con-
versation with me in which he requested me
- requested me! - that we accept in Cuba
members of M-19, inasmuch as they had
seized a group of ambassadors in the em-
bassy of the Dominican Republic.  As a re-
sult, they came to Cuba.  They were in Cuba,
they underwent preparation, just as thou-
sands of others who come to Cuba.  Any
Latin American who comes to Cuba - mem-
ber of the intelligentsia, poet, military per-
son - wants us to teach him to use firearms.
And we have taught thousands. That is true.
And we never conceal the truth, but we have
had nothing in common with the training of
the group that infiltrated Colombia, and had
nothing to do with its arming.  The coun-
tries who have spoken about this are fully
aware of who trained them, who gave them

weapons, and who organized them.  I can
assure you that Fidel Castro exerted efforts
to prevent this adventurism, not for the sake
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lateral Soviet concession to the United
States.

Other important areas of disagree-
ment between the Soviets and the Cu-
bans become evident in the minutes of
the 23 November 1981 meeting be-
tween Cuban Vice-President Carlos
Rafael Rodríguez and U.S. Secretary of
State Alexander Haig.3 The text makes
it clear that the talks were not success-
ful. Nonetheless, the minutes show a
perhaps surprisingly accommodating
opening gambit from Haig, followed by
his lack of understanding of one key
point that Rodríguez was communicat-
ing. Haig’s principal concern was the
close connection between Cuba and the
Soviet Union in backing Cuban over-
seas operations. Rodríguez kept telling
Haig, in effect, that it was fine for the
United States to blame Cuba but, please,
do not blame the USSR.!

Rodríguez first asserts: “I can as-
sure you unequivocally, inasmuch as I
played a direct role in this matter, that
when the decision to dispatch Cuban
forces into Angola was made [in 1975],
we communicated nothing about it to
the Soviet Union. We were not even
aware of its point of view on that ac-
count.” Next, Rodríguez discusses the
Ethiopian war (1977–78): “I had the
privilege to accompany Fidel Castro at
the time of his meetings with the lead-
ership of the Soviet Union. . . . And it
was we who insistently urged the need
to render military assistance to Ethio-
pia. This was the situation, to be distin-
guished from that in Angola, because
in this case preliminary negotiations
were taking place. But in these nego-
tiations it was Fidel Castro himself who
first advocated military assistance.” Fi-
nally, Rodríguez turned to the troubles
in Central America: “Certain American
leaders are always expressing the opin-
ion that the Soviet Union acted as a
hostile influence between the United
States and Cuba, that it fermented in
Cuba hostile feelings toward the United
States. I could tell you that the opposite
is true. Many of the conflicts that we
have had with the Soviet Union were
occasioned by the acts, words, and po-
sitions of Cuba, which did not corre-
spond with the intentions of the Soviet
Union in this portion of the world.”

These three statements are quite
consistent with everything that had been
known about the nature of Cuban-So-
viet relations in general, and specifically
on these issues. The only exception is
that Rodríguez claims a larger role for
Cuban initiative in making the decision
to enter the Ethiopian-Somali war on
Ethiopia’s side, whereas scholars had
believed that the Soviets had had a con-
siderably greater impact in making that
original decision. The key point that
Haig, and others, missed is that the
USSR. had a restraining effect on Cuba
in the late 1970s, and that serious dif-
ferences occurred between the Soviet
Union and Cuba because the latter was
much more militant. To be sure, Cuba
could not have conducted such a far–
ranging foreign policy were it not for
the massive Soviet political, economic,
and military backing, and on this cen-
tral issue Haig was right to challenge
Rodríguez.

The attached documents also fea-
ture other interesting aspects of Soviet–
Cuban relations. For one, they demon-
strate a thorough and competent knowl-
edge of Cuban affairs and policies by
Soviet embassy officials. They show a
very close communication between the
two governments on large and small is-
sues that concern them. The minutes of
the Soviet Politburo meetings under-
score the importance Soviet leaders ac-
corded to securing Fidel Castro’s agree-
ment on the proposed joint course—
even if Castro’s views did not prevail
in the end.

The documents also shed light on
the role of several key Cuban officials,
some of whom remain important play-
ers in contemporary Cuba. Rodríguez
was long a thoughtful and cosmopoli-
tan influence at the peak of the Cuban
government, and his encounter with
Haig—though ultimately unsuccess-
ful—confirms his reputation for states-
manship. José Antonio Arbesú has been
for many years a senior Cuban govern-
ment and communist party decision
maker and analyst with broad respon-
sibilities for U.S.–Cuban relations; the
27 December 1979 document illustrates
his broad competence in analyzing U.S.
affairs. Raúl Valdés Vivó has repeatedly
been given high responsibility by Cu-

ban government officials, and has re-
peatedly produced nefarious results.
The 4 July 1979 document cites Fidel
Castro’s judgment that Valdés Vivó
“failed to discharge the functions en-
trusted to him and was unable correctly
and precisely to fulfill his assigned task
in a recent trip to a number of African
countries.” Valdés Vivó “raised a host
of doubts and false rumors not only
among our Soviet friends, but among
the Africans as well.” In 1996, Valdés
Vivó, then heading the School of Po-
litical Science at the University of Ha-
vana, took the lead in launching an as-
sault on the highest-quality semi–au-
tonomous Cuban research think-tanks,
intolerantly and dogmatically criticiz-
ing their research on Cuba.4

The documents conclude with a
timeless statement about Cuba’s ap-
proach to international affairs. Though
not always honored, it remains an im-
portant signpost for governments that
must still deal with Fidel Castro’s gov-
ernment: “There is no obligation that
we have taken upon ourselves with any
country, group, or government that we
have failed to honor.”

1  I have written about these issues in Jorge I.

Domínguez, To Make a World Safe for Revolu-

tion: Cuba’s Foreign Policy
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office.  On 23 November 1981, Haig
did just that, sitting down for a secret
meeting with Cuban Vice-President
Carlos Rafael Rodriguez in Mexico
City to discuss the issues that divided
the United States and Cuba.

Of all the American presidential ad-
ministrations that have dealt with Fidel
Castro since 1959, Reagan’s seemed the
least likely to engage in a dialogue with
Cuba’s communist government; and of
all the hardline officials in the Reagan
Administration, Alexander Haig
seemed the most unlikely choice for
such a mission.  “I want to go after
Cuba,” Haig told his then deputy Rob-
ert McFarlane in early 1981 as he de-
manded a plan for U.S. military pres-
sure against Castro.  As McFarlane re-
ported in his memoirs, “it was as though
Haig had come into office thinking,
‘Where can we make a quick win?’ and
judged that place to be Cuba.”1

For that reason, the Haig-
Rodriguez talks stand as an extraordi-
nary episode of U.S.-Cuban diplomacy
at the height of the Cold War in the
Western Hemisphere.

Extreme secrecy surrounded prepa-
rations for the talks: Reagan and Haig
kept most of the U.S. government out
of the loop; an unmarked car was used
to ferry Haig from the U.S. Embassy to
the private home of Mexican Foreign
Minister Jorge Castaneda; and Haig and
Rodriguez agreed this would be an “un-
official, secret meeting.”  Yet it quickly
leaked to the Spanish magazine El Pais,
and then to the Mexican and U.S. press.
In a televised interview with CBS News
in January 1982, Reagan admitted that
such a meeting had, in fact, occurred.2

Moreover, since the 1984 publica-
tion of Haig’s memoirs,3 




