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trxUlitiuc Ims made Vieques a symbol of the 
si niggle for the defense of Puerto Rico’s 
environment.

2. The massive migration of Puerto 
Ricans to the United States. As in the 
previous cases of Koreans in Japan and 
Algerians in France the Puerto Ricans are 
exploited both in their homeland and in the 
imperialist metropolis where, together with 
the blacks, Asians, Native Americans and 
other Hispanic peoples they are the reserves 
of cheap labor, alternately attracted into 
and expelle^ from the labor market and are 
rewarded with the highest infant mortality, 
lowest wages, highest unemployment, worst 
housing and most widespread police harass
ment.

3. The colony o f Puerto Rico has been 
used as a base for U.S. military, economic, 
and intellectual intervention in other areas 
of Latin America, and Puerto Ricans have 
been recruited as agents o f this process.

4. Puerto Rico has been subjected to the 
most intricate and pervasive system of col
onial control the world has ever seen. The 
familiar organs of repression are of course 
present: the anomalous political status of 
Puerto Rico as being both in and outside of 
the U.S. allows the operation of both the 
F.B.I. (charged with domestic suppression) 
and the C.I.A. (restricted to foreign in
tervention). These are assisted by military 
and naval intelligence and local political 
police. In addition the American Way 
allows for free enterprise in repression.
Private commercially operated detective 
agencies spy on workers, independentistas, 
or anyone who may spoil the investors’ 
paradise. Gangs o f Cuban emigres, unable 
to confront the revolution in their 
homeland, provide some of the strong arm 
terrorism for the regime. But long before 
young Puerto Ricans can begin to think 
about fighting colonialism they are sub
jected to a school system which emphasizes 
the achievements and virtues o f the United 
States, denigrates Puerto Rican culture, 
hails as heroes only those Puerto Ricans
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changes in present forms. They have con
sidered the possibilities o f  spurious 
republics and keep a file o f potential 
Estrada Palmas, Trujillos, or.Som ozas. 
They endorse and support movements for 
statehood.

It is not surprising that a country with 
democratic traditions prefers to impose and 
maintain its tyranny through the forms of 
freedom: economic domination is effected 
through the “ free” market; wages of 
misery are enforced through collective 
bargaining between unequals; and the final 
annexation may be attempted next year by 
means of a plebescite.

But a plebescite or election, which in its 
form and rhetoric seems to be the embodi
ment o f free choice and self-determination, 
is clearly an illusion in the colonial situa
tion. The world community has seen ample 
evidence of this in the recent history of 
Zimbabwe. In the last colonial election in 
that country there were foreign observers to 
certify that the election was “ free.” The 
votes were counted and the intended result 
was announced . But later events 
demonstrated the fraudulent nature of the 
whole charade.

The manipulation of votes has become a 
science in modern times. When the archives 
of the State Department and the C.I.A. are 
opened for inspection, when we can ex
amine the curricula for training their 
specialists in democracy, we will find 
courses on destabilization, misinformation, 
intimidation, on where to invest funds and 
when to announce policies or break news, 
the theory and practice o f rumors, how to 
split a union or bomb a newspaper or 
silence a priest. While we await these details 
we know the central reality: there can be no 
self-determination without sovereignty. 
Colonial plebescites do not allow free 
choice. And the case of colonialism in Puer
to Rico will remain on your agenda and on 
ours until the Puerto Rican nation can 
determine freely its relations with all other 
nations. □
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most willing to accept the U.S. invasion 
which is labeled “ the change of sovereign
ty” in official literature. They are bom
barded with the news selected by U.S. press 
services and newspaper chains and kept 
isolated from the currents of thought in the 
rest o f Latin America. They are forced to 
learn English by administrative compulsion 
and economic necessity. They are fed and 
clothed and entertained with products from 
the North. And when part o f the fruits of 
their labor returns to them disguised as 
food stamps or welfare they are told that 
they could not live without the U.S. They 
are told that they have no natural or human 
resources of their own. They are taught to 
see themselves as the recipients of history 
made elsewhere, to doubt their capacity to 
control their own destiny, and to learn the 
tricks of acquiescence. U.S. corporations 
and Puerto Rican institutions alike fire 
them for challenging the system; L.S. trade 
unions help employers and government to 
destroy national independent labor organ
izations. And those who nevertheless stand 
up for Puerto Rican nationhood are har
assed, assaulted, sometimes killed, or flat
tered and cajoled into lucrative collabora
tion.

Yet despite the massive effort of the U.S. 
over eighty years to destroy the Puerto 
Rican nation, it has survived and resisted, 
built movements and fought back with the 
limited resources available.

We In the Puerto Rico Solidarity Com
mittee support and defend that resistance.

*  *  *  *

Thus the case o f Puerto Rico, colony, 
refuses to disappear. This has been an em
barrassment for the United States govern
ment. It has sought over several decades to 
look for formulas which would allow for 
continued economic exploitation and 
military and political control while creating 
the illusion of self-determination. They 
have invented the term “ commonwealth” 
and toyed with schemes for cosmetic
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_______________________________________PUERTO R IC O  IN F O R P A

M S P /P S R  F o ru m :

Puerto R ic o  a n d  the Present State 
of the Revolutionary Movement

On July 25th M .I.N.P.-EI Comite spon
sored a public forum  at which the Popular 
Socialist Movement (MSP) and the Revolu
tionary Socialist Party, (PSR) both o f  Puerto 
Rico, gave their analysis o f  that country’s cur
rent situation. The two organizations made a 
brief presentation since the emphasis o f  the 
forum  was on questions and discussion with 
the audience. Below we reprint excerpts from  
both the presentation and the questions and 
answers. In the near future we willI publish a 
fu ll edited version o f  the forum  in pamphlet 
form.

MSP/PSR: We think that it is important to 
make as our starting point the economic sit
uation in Puerto Rico and to discuss some 
of its implications. In the past, we have 
stated that Puerto Rico is undergoing a very 
profound economic crisis in which its pro
ductive apparatus has completely stagnat
ed. However, the masses have not felt the 
full weight of this crisis because of the 
methods of crisis control that the U.S. has 
been using in P.R. These controls have 
taken the form of food stamps, transfers of 
federal funds, etc. These have been the 
basic elements of U.S. domination through
out this economic crisis... This does not 
mean that the Puerto Rican masses have 
not suffered from the crisis, but only that 
they have not suffered from it with all its 
weight.

These mechanisms of control have served 
to control the class struggle in that they 
have created and deepened -our people’s 
ideological and material dependence on 
U.S. imperialism. But given the present 
reality of the U.^ economy and the U.S. 
politics, there may be a decrease in this type 
of help for Puerto Rico. We have already 
begun to see the weakening of the food 
stamp program. From May to October, wc 
lived a short crisis when there was the threat 
that we would have no more food stamps. 
Politicians in Puerto Rico almost commit 
ted suicide thinking of the implications of 
this threat in an election year...

We also want to discuss the implications 
of the Krepps Report which analyzes the 
economic crisis in Puerto Rico and makes 
recommendations on how to resolve it. Bar- 
celo’s administration asked Washington to 
make this report because they thought it 
would strengthen their arguments for the 
viability of statehood. On the contrary 
however, Krepps report has been a big blow 
to the New Progressive Party (PNP) strat
egy. The report even presented certain 
recommendations that were made by the

Popular Democratic Party (PPD). These 
are two points regarding the economic crisis 
that we think have very important implica
tions for the revolutionary movement in 
Puerto Rico.

Another point that we would like to dis
cuss is the statehood offensive of the PNP. 
There is disagreement among the left forces 
as to the U.S. strategy regarding the solu
tion to the status question. Our position is 
that although we see that there is an impor
tant sector that is pushing statehood for 
Puerto Rico, there continues to be a debate 
among the imperialist bourgeoisie and that 
as of yet they have not taken up a definite 
position ort this question. There are sectors 
that favor neo-colonial independence, 
others that favor a modified common
wealth and others that favor statehood.

Originally the left forces thought that the 
PNP was going to win the elections in Puer
to Rico by a wide margin which would re
inforce their ability to push their strategy 
for statehood. But now we see, because of 
very concrete political mobilizations, dem
onstrations, the primaries, etc. that the 
Popular Party was not dead and that they 
did an impressive job with the Democratic 
primaries almost beating Barcelo and the 
PNP in the Carter-Kennedy confrontation 
in Puerto Rico.

This series of elements indicate that the 
PNP is not as strong as it was a year before 
and that the PNP is not as weak as we had 
thought. At this moment, our organization, 
and 1 believe, many sectors of the left in 
Puerto Rico would say that the 1980 elec
tions are a toss-up. This has serious implica
tions for what has been put forward in 
terms of the 1980 plebiscite for statehood. 
It also has big implications for the Puerto 
Rican Independence Party’s (PIP) outcome 
in the elections. PIP has been saying that 
they are going to come out of the process as 
the second political force confronting the 
PNP in 1984.

We also want to address the issue of the 
state of the left and of the revolutionary 
movement in Puerto Rico. Everytime some
one comes to the U.S., they say that the left 
is weak and divided. This is basically true. 
There has been a period of fragmentation 
of the left forces since 1976. However, we 
should analyze what are the bases for these 
differences. Our organization understands 
these differences to reflect a struggle be
tween the tendencies of Marxism-Leninism 
and those petty-bourgeois nationalist forces 
who have historically given leadership to 
Puerto Rico’s independence struggle. In an-

Carlos Pabon, M ovim iento Socialista 
Popular

alyzing this division, we ask these ques
tions: Is this a permanent type of division m 
is it just a manifestation of the left’s inabili
ty to achieve unity? Is there in fact a class 
struggle inside the left, a struggle reflecting 
two different ideological and political per
spectives? Has a crisis of leadership of the 
petty.-bourgeois nationalist forces created a 
vacuum that the Marxist-Leninist forces, 
because of their lack of consolidation and 
development, have not been able to fill? We 
believe we should discuss these questions 
because they address a serious debate 
among the forces that do solidarity work 
with Puerto Rico. . .

Question: I  d o n ’t know much about the 
decrease in fo o d  stamps that you mentioned 
before, could you discuss that in more 
detail? *
Answer: There is a real possiblity that cuts 
in the food stamp program will take place in 
early 1981. Actually, the debate in Congress 
raised the possibility of cutting the funds 
not only in Puerto Rico but in other states 
of the union as well.

Overall, with the rise of the conservative
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Alfredo Fernandez, Partido Socialist a 
Revolucionario.

and right forces in the U.S., there has been 
a general tendency develoing to cut back on 
all social service programs. This is not only 
a problem of Democrats of Republicans. 
It’s not a Carter vs. Reagan issue. It reflects 
a general tendency of how to deal with the 

f conomic crisis of U.S. capitalism.
We believe that the U.S. is not in an 

economic position to sustain or increase 
Puerto Rico’s dependency on food stamps. 
Either they cut hospitals, schools, and 
social services in New York, Detroit, and 
Chicago in order to maintain the level of aid 
to Puerto Rico or they start cutting in Puer
to Rico. Either way, they are going to have 
problems. . . .

Question: You spoke o f the crisis in the left 
in terms o f its fragmentation. Why is this 
happening? Could you also speak on the 
crisis o f the petty-bourgeois nationalists 
that you referred to and the effect o f the 
underground movement on Puerto Rico? 
Answer: I would like to clarify that I did 
not state that there is a crisis in the left in 
Puerto Rico but rather, a crisis in the lead
ership and the political and ideological con

ceptions of the petty-bourgeois nationalist 
forces. To address this question, we should 
try to make a brief analysis of how we see 
the situation in Puerto Rico, and what is the 
basis for this fragmentation and lack of unity.

Basically, the left in Puerto Rico is going 
through a transition which has to do with 
the crisis of the major petty-bourgeois 
forces. We are talking of the Puerto Rican 
Socialist Party (PSP). In 1976, this party 
had a big crisis acknowledged both by 
themselves and other forces in the left. 
Although up until 1976, our struggle gave 
the impression of being in a flow going 
from victory to victory, in 1976, this im
pression exploded like a big balloon. As a 
result of this failure there has been a ten
dency by the forces like the PSP to move 
further toward reformist electoral politics 
as a way of advancing the struggle, as op
posed to grass roots organizing or inserting 
themselves in the mass struggle.

At the same time, we believe that another 
sector which has some of the same political 
and ideological conceptions would say that 
the problem of the independence movement 
was that its leadership was basically reform
ist in character. These groups, which the 
compafiero referred to as the underground, 
have differences between themselves but do 
basically agree on one point that defines 
their politics—that armed struggle is a fun
damental way of struggling in Puerto Rico 
at this stage. According to them, those in 
favor of their conceptions are revolu
tionaries, and those who are not in favor 
are reformists.

To our knowledge, these groups have not 
stated their strategy for Revolution in Puer
to Rico nor their tactics for the movement. 
They have not put forth their politics of 
alliances nor have they defined the char
acter of the revolution. They have not 
defined which is the principal class, the 
leading force in the process. They believe 
that Puerto Ricans in the U.S. are a nation 
and don’t have the conception of national 
minorities being part of the U.S. working 
class. We believe that although there are 
important differences among these groups, 
they generally reflect a petty-bourgeois na
tionalist tendency of the left in opposition 
to a petty-bourgeois nationalist tendency of 
the right which is represented by the P.S.P.

There is a class struggle and a political 
and ideological struggle within the revolu
tionary left that we define as a struggle be
tween the Marxist-Leninist forces and the 
petty-bourgeois nationalist forces. We be
lieve that the underground organizations 
have arisen and muiltiplied in Puerto Rico 
in reaction of a sector of the petty-bour
geois nationalists who do not understand 
the reasons for the present stagnation of the 
struggle nor do they have a long-range 
perspective of the slow process of develop
ing of mass work. They do not understand 
the conception of linking with the working 
class, forging cadres, and building a party 
that can give leadership to that process.

They think that the basic problem of the 
left is its inability to strike at imperialism 
and to create a revolutionary force. They 
are seeking a short path towards revolution 
in Puerto Rico. We believe, however, that 
insofar as the conditions and development 
of the mass struggle start to change, these 
forces will have to adjust their strategies so 
that they may insert themselves in the mass 
struggle and give it leadership based upon a 
clear class perspective. Otheriwse, they will 
be doomed to disappear.

This is the situation of the left as we see 
it. These are three basic tendencies. We see 
two as major deviations in the left and the 
third as a Marxist-Leninist tendency that is 
slowly developing. Marxist-Leninist forces 
are a minority in the revolutionary move
ment because petty-bourgeois nationalism 
is still the predominant force. However, our 
hisotircal perspecitve plus our practice in 
the last few years demonstrates to us that 
the Marxist-Leninist tendency is rising slow
ly but surely.

Question: Could you talk about the con
crete and immediate tasks o f the left now in 
Puerto Rico . . . ?
Answer: We define three major tasks in 
our central perspective: first, to link our
selves with the most advanced sectors of the 
working class and insert ourselves in the 
strategi’ sectors of the eoncomy; secondly, 
to consolidate the theoretical formation of 
our cadres as a practical as well as theoret
ical task; and thirdly, to push forward the 
ideological debate by clarifying the political 
lines and platforms, programs and concep
tions of the revolutionary left. Concretely, 
this would mean work in trade unions to 
create rank and file committees and study 
circles. It would mean developing the most 
advanced sectors of the working class and 
recruiting them to our organization or to 
what we call workers’ commissions. These 
commissions would not only be rank and 
file commissions in the sense of trade union 
work, but would function as political 
organizations of the working class in the 
factories which would give direction to the 
workers’ struggles.

This means that we have to develop prop
aganda to workers in the factories. We are 
beginning to take Marxist ideas some very 
concretely defined sectors of the working 
class that we understand as strategic sectors 
of our economy—pharmaceuticals, elec
tronics, the big unions, workers of the pub
lic sector like the water resource company, 
the electrical energy comany, the telephone 
company, etc. Therefore, when we talk 
about linking ourselves to the strategic sec
tors, this means engaging in daily work of 
propaganda, education, and organization 
among the masses. We don’t speak of inser
ting ourselves in the struggle because at pre
sent, there is no such struggle of the masses 
taking place in Puerto Rico, but we have to 
develop the conditions to push that struggle 
forward. . . □
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INTERNATIONAL

G u a t e m a l a :

A  N e w  C h a lle n g e  t o  Im p e r ia lis m

The following article is a contribution by 
the Committee o f Solidarity with the Peo
ple o f Guatemala, a group working in New 
York City.

The victory of the Sandinista Revolution 
in Nicaragua and the revolutionary struggle 
of the people of El Salvador against the 
U.S.-backed junta have forced the U.S. 
government to focus more of its attention 
on Central America. Developments in' 
Guatemala, El Salvador’s neighbor to the 
northwest, have increased U.S. concerns. 
Like El Salvador, Guatemala is rapidly ap
proaching a political crisis. Drawing on the 
experiences of generations of their own 
struggles and deriving inspiration from the 
struggles of Nicaragua and El Salvador, the 
Guatemalan people are combatively con
fronting one of the most brutal and corrupt 
military dictatorships in Latin America.

The people of Guatemala are struggling 
for their liberation from an economic, 
social and political system that not only 
obstructs their development as a nation, but 
also threatens their very physical survival. 
Economic dependence on U.S. business 
and exploitation at the hands of transna
tional corporations, the local landowning 
bourgeoisie and the military has spelled ex
treme misery for the vast majority of 
Guatemalans.

In a country where almost three fourths 
of the population are peasants, a mere 2% 
of the population owns over 70% of the 
productive lands. This leaves most peasants 
landless or without sufficient land to pro
vide even a subsistence level of existence. 
Between 1958 and 1976 the cost of living 
rose by 76.6%. Salaries went up by only 
1.7%, thus reducing workers’ wages to 
below a subsistence level. Over 50% of the 
economically active population is unem
ployed or underemployed.

More than 80% of Guatemalan children 
are malnourished and 65% of the children 
die before reaching the age of 5. The infant 
mortality rate of 16% is one of the highest 
in the world. The illiteracy rate is 74%. 
Basic services such as hospitals, clinics, 
sewers and safe running water are either 
totally inadequate, nonexistent or too ex
pensive for the huge majority of 
Guatemalans.

Repression: The Backbone of the System

The system of exploitation which has 
engendered the hunger and poverty-suf
fered by the people of Guatemala is main
tained by means of brutal repression. Since 
1954—the year that saw the initiation of a

series of military or military-dominated 
governments unbroken up to the present 
day—more than 30,000 Guatemalans have 
been killed by government security forces 
and government-controlled paramilitary 
squads.

Under the present government of General 
Romeo Lucas Garcia, installed through 
rigged elections in 1978, union and peasant 
leaders, students, university professors, 
school teachers, priests and democratic 
politicians have all become targets for 
government repression. The massacre at the 
Spanish Embassy on January 31 of this year 
of 22 Indian peasants occupying the em
bassy, their supporters and Spanish person
nel, burned alive by government forces, has 
become the most well-known symbol of the 
Guatemalan government’s reign of terror.

Revolution and Counterrevolution

In the past thirty-five years the 
Guatemalan people have lived through a 
revolutionary period and a subsequent 
counterrevolution. In 1944, a coalition of 
the petit bourgeoisie (small shop owners), 
the small local commercial and industrial 
bourgeoisie, workers and peasants over

threw the dictatorship of Jorge Ubico. They 
initiated a democratic and nationalist 
period, in which the government attempted 
to create a modern capitalist economy both 
in the agricultural and industrial sectors, 
through the consolidation and growth of an 
internal market.

The character of the Revolution of Oc
tober 1944, as it is known ill Guatemala, 
became clearly defined under the admin
istration of Colonel Jacobo Arbenz, who 
was elected to office in 1951. On the one 
hand, as a condition for developing an in
ternal market and the rise of a strong' 
nationally-owned industrial sector, Arbenz 
signed into law an Agrarian Reform pro
gram which permitted the expropriation of 
unused land. Almost 500,000 hectars be
longing to the United Fruit company, one 
of the largest, most powerful and most ex
ploitative U.S.-based companies in 
Guatemala were expropriated.

At the same time, the Arbenz govern
ment permitted and encouraged the devel
opment of trade unions and peasant 
leagues. By 1954, the National Federation 
of Guatemalan Peasants (CNCG) had 1,700 
affiliated bodies with 250,000 members; the 
General Confederation of Guatemalan

hy„
“In Guatemala where almost three fourths of the population are peasants, a mere 2% of the 
population owns over 70% of the productive lands. This leaves most peasants landless or without 
sufficient land to provide even a subsistence level of existence. ”
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