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AMEMBASSY GQUATEMALA 901
May 3, 1954

Politburo of Guatemalan Communist Party Says U.S.
Failed at Caraccas, ¥arns of Continued Interventionist Attempts,

There are enclosed a tranalztion and the Spanish text
of 2 statement on the Caracas Conference adopted by
the Political Comaittee of the P A
fel Trabajo (POT), Guatemsla's Communist ‘arty. -

This document, which sets the party line towards
Guatemala's relstions with the United States at the
present time, purports to show that the United States
has used inter-imerican organizations for imperialist
exploitastion of Latin America, that in the presgent
phase of history the Latin American people are redbel-
14ing against this exploitation, and thet the Umited
States therefore had to resort te blackmail and coer-

cion to have even & watered dewn *anti-Cozmunist® ‘ T

resoluticn passed at the Carscae Conference. However,
despite this victery of the “anti-imperialist® forces,
the Folitical Committee warns, the imperialists will
continue their efforts towards intervention in Guate-
mala and an organized struggle against such interven-
tion must be maintained.

¥illiam L. Xridg
Gh&!‘gé d 'kffﬂireg 8e 10

Euelosures:

l. Informal Translation, PQT Statement; l
2. Newspaper Clippings thereof.
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Informal Translation, Statement by the Political Cosmsission of the
Central Committee of the Guatemalan Labor Party, Tribuna Fopular,

BALANCE SHEET OF THE CAK-CAS CukFBRERCE

The Tenth Inter-imerican Conference took placs from HMareh 1 to
March 27 in the eity of Caracas, Venezuela. Ko otler event in inter-
national hiatory in recent years has been followed with as much interest
by the Ouatemalan people as the Caracas Conference. The politiecal
Comnission of the Central Committee of the Guatemalan Labor FParty con-
slders it necessary to =make a balance sheet of the Conference,

L Y

Throughout the years, ever since 1890 when the foundation of the
inter-American system was laid, beginning with the Fan American Union,
and continuing sincel948 under the naome of the Organisation of American
States (OBA), this system has constently served as an instrument of the
expansionist forsign policy of the Covermment in ¥Washington formulatod
by the powerful U.S. monopolies. It is not strange that Yonkee monopole-
ist investments have increased in Latin America since the creation of
the inter-American system, or rather it is not strange that the inter-
American system was crested and consolidated similtancously with the
increase in Yankee monopoly investments whieh have resulted in the loss
of Latin American national independence. In 22 yesrs, froa 1897 to 1919,
direct American investments in Latin America smounted to §1, » 000,000
the rythm of these investments has been greater in recent ears; in only
gaven years, from 1943 to 1950, they grew to $1,9009000,000, aed in only
two years, from 1950 to 1952, thoy increased another thousand mfllion.
Mr. Foster Dulles, Seeretary of the 4.3, Depurtment of State bomsted
at the Caracas Conference that direct Yankee investments in Latin
America amounted to date to $6,00,000,000 and demanded better terms from
our countries for inereasing those investments.

Everyons knows what these thouzands of millions have signified for
Latin Amerfica: the backward economy of Latin hmerica is in the strong
grip of the Yankee monopolisa which obtzin milllens of dollsrs in pro-
fit from our countries, while the people of Latih America suffer miser-
able conditions under the heel of bloody despots in the serviee of
foreign capital.

This brutal situstion is jointed to by washlngton as a "model of
international cooperation,” as an "example of the solidarity and unanise
ity" which exiet in America, ueing the well-known ;hrase, which has ao
foundation, that "America is the Continent of frasedon.”

Nevertheless, U.S3. domination is not avarlasning. and it has been
maintained in recent years only by cvercoming growing difficulties.
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The fight for national liberation b; Latin American countries is

being strengthened, headed by the Communists and the working elass of
each country and even, in some cases, taking in seetors of the loecal
bourgeousie which is also desirous of shaking off the stifling U.3. yoke.

In recent years, the movement for national liberation has taken
on partieular importsnce in Guatemala, wiich, for this reason, has
earned the hatred of Yankes imperialigts. Everyone knows of the plans
and threats uaed by foreign interventiontists in an attenpt to overthrow
violently the patriotic and progressive regime headed by Colonel Jacobo
Arbeas, in place of which they wished to install a governmeat of
assassina who dream of bombarding the peaceful citigens of eur cities
with napalm bombds,

The Caracas Conference was planved, then, at the time whem Yankee
monopolies dreamed of increasing their direet investments in Latin
Americs, ot a tiame when patriotic oppositien in Latin imerica t¢ the
colonial d:mination of Yankee imperialism was growing, end at & time.
when Oustemals, like a lightening rod, was atiracting tu itself a stors
of imperialist intervention threats piottod with the tyrannies of Central
imerica and the Caribbean and with the traitors who head the subversive
movement in our eountry, falsely called "anti-Communist,” '

The demoeratic forces in Guatemala whieh have consistently denounced
the many plots planned by foreign intervention sgainst our country, also
dencunced the Caracas Conference well in advance (on Kevember 26 i953),
¢laiming thet it would be used by Washington to wrest a formuls ireu the
nations of Latin America which would "legalice® intervention ageinst our
country. The formula was to consist of a Conference resolution which
would condemn Guatemala as a "threat" to"contingntal solidarity and
smeurity® and would oblige the nations of imeries to adopt measures
sgainst the alleged "threat.”™ -

Cn Hovember 10, 1953 the U,S. Government asked thst the Carsecas
Conference discuss its proposal on "intermational Communist imterven-
tion in the: American Republics." The Yemkee proposal was nothing more
or less than a key to open the door to the intervention resolution men~
tioned above, and this was soon confirmed by wany publications and
reporte, But it was not long before other publicuations and reperts
revealed the difficulties encountered by the Yankee fmperialiste in
attempting to ensure beforehand the support of the Latin Americsn dele-
getions for an anti-Guatemalan resolution. The extensive solidarity
with Guatemala's fight, the uaanimity of our peaple's rejection of
posaible foreign intervention, and the firmmess of President Apbens'
Government, made things even more difficult for the §.%, apongors of
local conspirstors, .

-
Even before the Caracas Conference opened it was apparent that the
~ Latin American countries were principally concermed with thedr economic
problems. The yoke of Yankee domination has been tightened to such an
extent that even Govermments usually very subservient to ¥ashington
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were anxioues to attead to eccenomic problems, Treabling, stammering
they were forced to present their economic problems in some way,
under pressure froam their people. _

For its part, the U.S, delegation was little inclined to pay atten-
tion to such_probiaus and during the debates left nc mom for doubdbt as
to its real intetions. '

The "New York Times" correspondent wrote at the beginning of the
Caracas Conference: "To date appsrently not one country soutk of the
United States has appesred satiefled with U.S. policyese™ It &8 per-
tinent to add that now that the Conference is over there sre even fewer
reasons for satisfaction with that poliey.

In order to avoid a discuseion of egenomic problems - so essential
to the countries of Latin Amerieca ~ the U.S. delegation, headed by ¥r,
Foster Nulles, a typical represeatative of the hated "b stick policy,”
employed any means to make the seditious "anti-Commanist proposal the
principal matter of the Conference, a proposal directed against any
country in which difficulties might arise with Yankee monopoly eapital,
end in particuler, at this time, against Guatemals. From the beginning
of the Conference, the U.5. delegation demanded that its entisComaunist¥
g::pcaal have priority over any other, and made it very clear that Nr.

les had come to Caracas for the express purpose of foreing a favorable
vote from the majority for that propesal. . _

But Nr. Dulles wae foreced $o proleng his stay in Caracas more than
he had sntieipated. The Latin American delegations wers not umanimously
disposed to be led docilely by the UsB. shepherds., There them began a
rage of shamaful pressure and blaclkmail. The Latin American delegations
were consulted one by ome at the American Embesay in Caracas comcerning
the proposal to be presented by the U,S. dcl:gatioa. a proposal directed

{ against Guatemale. Mr. Dulles received sc eaphatic a refusal
that he was forced to amend his original pProposal substantially, cene
vinced that a mdian openly directsd sgainst Guatemals would not succeed
at the Conference, ,

But even with the modifications which were introduced, the Yankee
groposal 8till had 2 difficult course to fellow toward final spproval.
sced with pressure from the people and the f{irm denunciation of the
Guatemalan dalegatiea& all the delegations were forced to affSra in one
way or another their "faith™ in the primciple of non~intervention, and
several of thez presented serious substantive objections to the Yankee
proposal, particularly the Mexican, irgemtine and Uruguayan delegations.

The Guatemelan delegstion, after clesrly and incontrovertidly aat-
ablishing its position - the position which the democratic forees and
the Govermment of our country have maintained toward the Yankee proposal-

ested that, in the first piace, a definition be given of what the
Conference understood by "international Comsunisa,” since, as Foreign
Hinister Toriello eaid, "'Comwuniem’ has been used to dafine the abo-
1ition of unjust privileges eajoyed by foreign companies; laber and
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arian legislation favoring rursl and city workers; the expropria-
tion of oil lands; the pro-peace campaign; and any campaign for the
egonomic and social improvement of the pecple: aamy effort to achieve
complete independence; the deasre of colonial peoples to win their frec-
doa and irndependence, etc." _ -

The Guatemalan delegation's question aroused the most imsignificant
(ruines) delegations to define, each after its own fashion and mot ome
in accord with the otbar& whet theghcanaidered the worn out phauntom of
*international Comwunism®™ to be, e lack of agreement among the various
dakgations 18 eloguent evidence of the extent to which the dirty banner
of "anti-Communism% ie¢ merely a snokescreen!

Afver days of debate the Yankee proposal was spproved, with Guate-
nala voting against it and two importaat countries of Latin America -
Rexico and irgentins - abstaining., Days before, the "Hew York Times"
correspondemt, biting his malls dbecause of the concern he felt for the
chances of the Yankee proposal, wrote from Caracgs that the “salvation®
of the proposal would be posaiﬁlc only through “energetic action and the
spplication of economic pressure.® The facts smhow thathat extenat black-
mall and “economic pressure” were used., Bolivia and Chile were offered
& "solution" to the serious conditionsof their prineipal products {tin
snd copper, respectively); other governments were made similar offers
and the Ecuandoran Government was informed that they would not be
granted the §12 million credit they were negotiati.g for in the United
States if they voted against the U.S. proposall (ifter the Conference,
as payment for its shameless submervience to Yankee demands, Ecuador
reeceived the eredit.) - o : _

Expregsing the sentiments of not a few of the delegations, the
Uruguayan representatives stated, after spproving the Yankee proposal:
"We have added our vote for this document without optimisz, without
enthusiaem, without the satisfaction of believing that we were joining
in the adeption of & constructive, progressive nsasure cspable of plcas-
ing anyone in America but the Goveruments.® The mugasine "¥isifa®,
accomodating epokesman for the Yankee Department of State, reported
that a delegate to the Caracas Conference hud stated that "the United
Stetes came out ahead onge more. They wanted en anti~Comeunist declara-
tien and they obtained it az they wanted it. Werare tired of serving
&g the plaything for American international and domestic interests."
ind the "Hew York rost®ito cite only cne newspaper, said that DPulles
had left Carzcas “lesving behind him the seeds for an anti-Yankee frofteee
Ho verbal victory obtained by us (adds the newspaper) car conceal ocur
profound ideological defeat."

What remains of the Conference 1f we subtract the “anti~Communist"
resolution? What attention and what satisfaction was given to the
essential economic problems of Latin imerica? None! The countries of
Latin America were cold=bloodedly deceived once again. The U.8. dele-

ation whieh cmplozod all measures to achieve unanimity in support of
ta%anti-Communist™ resolution, successfully opposed with all 3ta might
the solution of economic problems. . ¥ith the preeise language of
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businessmen, the U.S, delegation summed up its positionm in the follow-
ing termst *In politicel questions the fundaasental concern is iufsy;
but in economic questionas it %? "democratic” to .,.disagree.® (}) 7

The most that the Latin American nations eould obtain in commection
with their primary conecern was & resclution calling for a future neoting
of Ministers of Finance or Economy, In the "Whereas® clauses of that
resolution it is receslled that the Ninth Inter-American Conference (1948)
*{mplement & decision of the Rfo de Janeiro Conference of 1947, eslled
an nonic ference of the Organisation of American States at ﬁaenoa
Aires,” a conference which after six years h:s still not been held and
shows no signs of being held on any specific date, X

The Guatemalan delegation presented several constructive proposals
to the Economic Commigsion of the Conference referring to the "Need for
arenteeing stable narkets and remunerstive prices for raw aaterials,
ood products and semi-manufactured items,” “Agrarien reform amd eccnomic
development,® "Neceasity for prohibit the economic boycott in inter-
American relations," “Divereification o production and industrislization,
eagential to the progress of imericsn States, " "Investments by foreizn
capital and economic development®™ snd "Honopolics and eeconomic develop-
ment.” The above Gustemalan suggestions followed the general position
of President Arbens' democratic goveroment. Uf them all, only the one
regarding the Agrarisn Heform was approved, while in response to the
other proposals the Conference voted a reevlution entitled "Inveatments
of private foreign cepital and economic development® which contains the
monstrous recommendastion that owr countries adopt the messures long
demanded by the U.S. monopolies, measures which go so far as to include
the eliminstion of tax paymeats whieh the resolution qualifies ss
Pdiscriminatery or unduly emerous." This very language has always baen
used in our country by the United Fruit Company!

Let us preceed to sn examination of the "anti-Communiet” and “interw
vent fonist” resolution adopted by the Caracas Conference under the sonore
eus title of "Declaratioa of golidarity for the precervaetion of the polite
leal integrity of American “tates against interveation by internstional
Communism,” '

- It goes without saying th:t this statement azte the oft-repeated
enti-Communist lies which eppeared in the Sogecér?€9h8) snd washington
(1951) resolutions, and the same hypocritic.1 phrases sbout the "peace
and seeurity of the /meriecan States” and “the faith of the imeriean
pecples in the effective exercise of representative demoeracy," ete.
that was added to this deceptive zmokesecreen was the statement thsat:

"Domination or control of the political institutions of &ny knerican
State by the International Cemamnist movement which might result

in the extension to the imerican continent of an extra-Continental
power, would constitute a threat to the sovereignty and political
indepandence of the &merican States, endangering the peace of
smerics, and would require the adoption of appropplate measures

in accordamce with existing tresvtica,"
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¥hich are the tresties referred to by the Declaration? The text
does not indicate, but during the debates it was clearly estazblished
that the reference wes to the Inter-imericsn lieciprocal issistanee
%;e:ty, coumonly known as the Rfo de Jepeiro Pact, signed in September
4T

Thie is not the occasion to re-examinme that Pact, supposedly of a
defensive nature but in reality one of Yankee imporialism's instruments
for lashing the countries of Latin America to the cart of theiyr agEres-
rive adventures, The Fact obliges the American Stataes to reject unani-
mously aggression against any one of them, but its clauses are inten-
tionally and ineidiously written wit' such vagueness and in sueh general
terms that ite application under orders from kashington, is extromely
dangerous for our countries &s proven by the Caracus Conference where the
Rio de Janedro Pact was cazlled upon to trample the govereignty and ine
dependence of any Latin American State which right annoy the governing
eircles in the UeS,

Artiele 6 of the Pact states that if "the sovereizaty or pelitical
independence of any imerican State is subjected to aggression 235f£‘£h£8
ot g OF

armed st ) OFr & confliet either extra-orintra-contin
g gg* . ﬁg% gf which ni%'ht endager pesce in Ameries, the
-onsu t:g ve ko yt s to neet ;y::ﬂi::: {iin ot{z;.to agree on the meas~
ures to be taken in support of the t : 8PREOp-
te megsures to be L fbr‘nha‘cuauon.d§¥=n30'§§§'ﬁ?ggaiﬁgginanco

N

of Continentil peace and security.” (Italics ours, FOT

The measures which may be taken by the Ccnsultative Body are indic-
ated in Article 8 of the Pact: ®Withdrawal of chiefs of nission} break-
ing of diplomatiec relations; bPeaking of eonsular relations; partiesl or
totsl interruption of econcmiec relstions or rail, sea, air, postal, tele-
graph, telephone, radio telephone or telegraph communicativng, and the
uze of armed force," S . : '

The aferementioned measures are obligatory for all signatories to
the Rio de Janeiro Pact, "with the sole exception thst no State is
obligated to omploy armed force without ite own consent." (Artiele 3G)
Pinglly, the sele requirement for the adoption of the above meamures is
the vote of two-thirds of the eignatory States. (Article 17)

ks can be seen, the Declarrtion, proposed by lulles and approved
by the Carscas Conference, the true purpose of which is concealed by
the reuctionary press, constitutes a monstrous threat against the sovere
eignty and independence of the Latin American States, since the Governe
wmeat of the United States, dominated by the U.S. monopelies, could, pro-
teeted by the Declaration adopted at Caraces, call for a neeting of the
Congultative Body under the pretext that the Goveranment of Guatasala has
fallen under the control or dosinstion of the Communiste, and, wtilising
at will the votes of some dozen lackey govermments in Latin Ameriea,
have any of the messures ineluded in Article 8 adopted, BKReedless to
say, the ruling circles in the United States heve insisted that the
Government of Guatemala "is Communist,” a lie which at a given wmoment
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can be invoked to set the Kio Fact machinery in motion, with the fur-
ther support of the Declaration adopted at Caracas,

The Minister of Foreign Relstions, Lic. Guillermo Toriello, in the
name of the Quatemalan Governwment, declared st the Carscas Conference
that the interpretation which would now be given to the Ric de Janeirc -
" Paet is an "interpretation which “t:3¥§5i§@ﬂﬁ§§ ort tlhe measures

established in that Tresty into coll internal affairs of
American ftates." He added: “We make the emphatic statement, and to
this highly important matter we call the sttemtion of the American Con-
tinent, that we can accept no new interpretation of the provigions of
the 810 de Joneiro Treaty which attempts to coenvert that Tresty imto an
instrusent for intervention in the internal affauire of Americen States,"

Foreign Minister Toriello also said: “Guatemala rejects any type
of intervention, individual or collective; iatervestion comitted o
injure democracy or intervention carried out under the pretext of defend-
ing it. Our position is clear and is not subject to interpretation: the
people and the CQovernment of Gustemala are not prepared to allow intere
vention by any force, any politiecal inmternationzl organisation, any
nation within or outside the Contineat, and for no pretext... and any
such interventiorn, politicel or economic, unilateral or collective, will
be denounced before the Urgenization of American States and the Security
Council of the United Nations; and it will find Guatemalans defending
their native goil ineh by ineh and prepared for eny sacrifice in defencze

of naticnal dignity.*

In the final record of the Conference, the Gustemalan delegation set
forth the views it had matntained during the debates. The Mexican delo-
g:tion also put into the record its views condemning emphatically the
Declaration proposed by Dulles and approved in the manner we have dis-
cussed, Other delegations included statements revesling their government's
lack of inelinstion, under vigoreus popular pressure, to lend themselves
willingly to the applidation of Yankee imperislisa's plans agaimst Guate-
mala and against sy other State which may earn the ill will of the
monopolies whith dominate the Goverament of the United Statee. - -

Moreover, the Confersnce approved a so-czlled "Caracas Deelaration®
the provisions of which are radically opposed and contradietory to those
of the anti-Communist resolution.  The Governments of Latin Ameriea,
avare of the sentiment of the peoples of the Contiment snd their firm
opposition to any intervention against any Stete, and in particular, at
the moment, against Guatemala, felt obliged tu insist on the non-interven~
tion principle as an axiom in the relotions among States. That is why
several Latin American delegatione, although tney were in agresment with
the interventionist resolution proposed by Dulles, ‘were in favor of the
Conference's approving a Declsration reaffirming the prineiple of none
intervention and the right of nations te decide freely, without foreign
interference, on their internsl affairs. ° '

[
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The Caracas leclaration constitutes a dentsl of the fulles resolu-

tion and it will be the task of the people to see that it prevails
in the future. - ,

: . B
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An examination of the Conference provides the following coneclue
eions and fixes the position which we suggest the nation assuse in
defense of demceratic freedoas, soverelgnty and national independence.

l.-The Caracas Conference wes & heavy bhlow to U.S. policy which
continues to consider Latin America as the ¥baeck yard"™ of the United
States, an expression used without nincing words b{gaeveral newspapers
like the "New York Times." Never hed U.S. policy en the cbjeect of
8o much criticism at an inter-imerican Conference. Frum this standpoint

and from the standpoint that the Declaration imposed by the Horth Ameri-
cans iz nrot al)l that the Yankee leaders would have liked it to be, since
they would have liked to put Gustemala on trial and condemn her as a
“threat to Continental solidarity,” ete., it can be stated that the
Carascas Conferance constituted a serious reverse for the leading

cireles in the United States.

2,~lHevertheless, it would be a dangerous illusion on the part of
our people to judge that #ll threat of foreign interveuntion against Guste.
mala has disappesred. The difficulties encountered by Foster ulles in
advancing his proposal did pot prevent him from forcing the approval
of the majority of the delegatione. The Gonference did not approve the
proposal as originally advanced by the U.S. Govermment, but it did
approve an interventionist declarstiom under the title of "Decleraticn
of solidarity for the preservation of the political integrity of fmerican
Stetes ageinst the intervention of internastional Comouniem,*

This Deeclaration is frankly interventionist; it is a threat whieh
hovera over our Nation and over the heads of zll governments in Latin
Anerica which may decide to undertake an independeat policy in harmony
with the demands of their people. The Decluration constitutes a brutal
violation of the right of self-determination of nations wkiieh, in using
that right, can give themselves the regime which they have freely chosen,
even a Communiat regime if they so wish, and no Stgte should have any
aut.ority to intervene and molest people from exerciesing their rights,
Under the pretext that "control or domination" of &n American CGovernment
by the Cosmuniste “would comstitute & threst to the sovereignty and
political independence of American “tatea," the Leelaration "authorizes"”
foreign intervention against whichever country tiue U.5. Governmeat might
indicate as belng "dominated” by the Communists. 4 declaration of this
type not only violates the right of self-detormination; it also violates
the Cherter of the United Hations, the Charter of the Urgenization of
American States, and the Human Zights Charter which has been sighed in
the UN by all American states. Further, the applicstion of the Declara-
tion would violate thoe Constitution of sany nations - if not of &ll -
since there 1s not a State whose Constitution does not establish the
sovereign right of the people to govern themselves and )ive without
being sudject to the dictates of a forelign power. :
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Je=The Declaration imposed by the North Americans st Caracas

twists the interpretation of the R{o de Janeiro Faet, placing it at
the zervice of interventionist plans. The Communists and the workers
of Gustemala denounced this Pact at the time as an instrument of Y,S,
policy. Guatemala signed the Pset as a result of a foreign policy come
trary to the national interests snd impregnated with the false idea thet
"nothing can be done against the wishes o ¥sshington.” At that time no
cne wished to pay heed to the voice of the Comazunists and the ,
class, but mow it would be diffic 1t for persous of democratic ideas and
Batriotie seatiments not to understand elesarly that thelfo de Janeiro -
act cemnot result in any good for Guatemalz and that, on the contrary
it cen be utilised by the forces of international reaction to the detri-

he=It is oseential that one other fzet of grest importance be poiited
out: the vigerous mobilisation of peoples ageinst the dominationm of the
foreign monopolies denanding the reaffirmstion of the principle of mon-
intervention and ofrarang their solidsrity with Guatemals was & fsetor of
great weight which could not be ignored at the Caracas Conference, The
attitude taken by a goodly sector of the delegations was the result mot of
the fact that they were animsted by demcersatic convictions, but of the
faet that they ware forced to consider public opinion in their oun natiom,

S5.=Recent announcements, publications and statements by the govern-
ment circles in the United States, lead one to believe that the VS,
poliey will not in the future become more faverable for Latin America;
on the contrary, everything indicates that they will continue to fellow a
poliecy of greater extortion of our gountries, aggravating our economiec
problems and the condition of the working masses.

6.=The Bustemalan Labor Party believes that the Gustemalan delega-
tion's conduet at the Caracas Conference was good; it followed fundament-
ally the line of the demoecratic forces and the Government of President

irbens and for this reason the people gave thea their firm suppore.,

The conduet of the Gustamalan delegstion wus in line with the
orientation of Gustemala's foreign policy in reccnt years. At the moment
our eouatr;'a foreign policy is conforming more and more to the iaternal
policy of President irbeng! Soverament, that ig, it is conforming more
and more to 8 policy in defense of democratic freedom and nstiomal inde~ -
pendence, a policy which tskes into acecount the national interest and
whieh is, theredy, more anti-imperialist,

TevThe people of Cusatemala should be aware of the faet thxt they
cannot relax their vigilance snd falter in their patriotie struggle
against foreign intervention. UaSe imperialism is not slackening nor
will it slacken in its ainm to destroy the revolutionery movement in
our country. The Covernment of the United States, & government of the
U.&;.nonopclina, at all times acts end will act with relation to Gustee
ma2la and all the nations of Latin America, as imperiaslism acts and
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This 15 not to say that foreign intervention and the collapse of
our people's revolutionary struggle are inevitable. Imperialisa 3o

powerful but not ommnipotent, The fight for the national liberation
ORrLRecB)prisasca fudinesl mnuro& the faghs: for mmtmhzhﬂﬂads
of millions of beings firmly resolved toc order their destiny witv '
absolute independence. Guatemala is srall and weak, but it is not alone,
Bor is it powerless. ,

The fight for the unity of gll the people in the defense of preo-

- gress, of democratic freedoms, of national sovereignty and pesce, must
continue and gein greater and greater force. The political Commission
of the Central Committes of the OGuatemalan Labor Party cnce more ealls

on all patriots to unite; all these who, above their political, religious
or other difference, can fight united because there burns in their

hearts the flame of liberty and love for the Fatherland.

In this fight the working class has an outsteanding role. The work-
ing class, whiech holds in its hands the banner of national independencs,
of democratic freedoms and of peace, must to an increasing extemt become
the hard core of the united front of the popular Guatesalan masses.

Bow that the Caracas Conference is over, the Custemalan reople must
give a suiteble reply to U.S. imperialism, the only reply in hermony
with the interests of the nastion: we reject sll foreign interference
in our intermal affairs; we defend and we shall always defend the right
of our pecple to give themselves the political regime they wantl

The Pelitical Commission of the Central Gomsittes reaffirms on
this occasion what it stated in our Program:

*The Gustemalan Labor Party puts its confidence in the ability of
our people to move forward. The future belongs Reither to the feudal
expleiters mor to the imperialist emslavers. The future belongs to the
g pengi: who are marching toward their nstional liberation. The pecple
! of temala, in whose hands alone is the aschievement of their happi-

ness and wel ara& ere fully capable of schieving the tasks they have
set before them,

*In thia'beautirul and relentless struggle by the people far their
heppiness and welfare, for n:tional independence and peace, the ,
Guatemalen Labor Party hopes to occupy the combative post of wvanguard.*

CGuatemala, April 24, 1954

POLITICAL COMMISSION oF THE CE&TgikTg&MﬁITTE GF THE GUATIMALAE LABOR

Translsted bys R.Dossick
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LATIN AMERICANS EXPRESS DISSATISFACTION WITH CARACAS CONFERENCE

During the month since the Tenth Inter-American Conference
adjourned, comment in the Latin American press has pointed to
widespread dissatisfaction with the results, while official
comments have dwelt chiefly on the personal triumphs of the
various delegations. The reactions seem based largely on a
feeling that Latin American objectives were frustrated at
Caracas.

Many Latin American delegations arrived at Caracas con-
vinced that virtual upanimity of the 19 countries could force
decisive action by the United States to solve some of their
pressing economic problems and hasten the end of colonialism
in the hemisphere. They also believed that Washington's anti-
Communist resolution could be cleansed of "interventionism" and
altered to take note of the economic basis of Communism. Their
present dissatisfaction apparently stems mainly from a feeling
that none of these aspirations was achieved. :

In addition, many Latin Americans now see the fortnight
devoted to debating the anti-Communist resolution as an unfortu-
nate monopolizing of time which might have been spent on other
pressing matters. The decision to hold a special economic con-
ference at Rio de Janeiro in November also appears in a less
favorable light in retrospect. . '

This general sense of frustration may explain in part the
unexpected praise accorded Guatemala since the conference by a
group of Brazilian congressmen, and in an oblique fashion, by ' ¥
the president of Ecuador. This praise, as well as that from . 1
pro-Guatemalan groups in other countries, was inspired by
Guatemala's championship of nonintervention principles and of
economic reform. ' »

The bitterest comment thus far, and the only non-Communist
attempt to pin blame on the United States directly, has come
from the normally pro-American foreign minister of El1 Salvador,
Roberto Canessa, who shortly after the conference adjourned,
publicly termed it a complete failure and accused the United
States of showing a 'lack of inter-American spirit" in abstaining
on the anticolonial votes. "Disillusipnment'" with the outcome of
the colonial issue has 2lso been expressed by semiofficial Argen-
tine newspapers, as well as in the press in Colombia, Ecuador,
Panama, and elsewhere. :
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Varying degrees of Gissatisfaction have been dleplryed

on the anti-Communist ressiution. For example, both Argenting,
which abstanined, and Uruguny, which voted for the vezolution,

have indicated uneasinpess at ~he positions they feel they were

forced to take. Pride plums pique at the American fsilure to
support the Argentine anticoleninl resoluticn are believed by
the Americap embassy in Buecnos Alres to have Figured in Avrgen-
tina'e final vote. The Uruguaymn delegation, on the other hand,
falt obliged to imsus an “explansfion” of its favorable vcte,

o t‘he economic resclutions passed
ifiz than that on other wajor iteme,
iceg will come up for discussion

again at the impendiag special eccnomlic conference. The presg

has, however, lamented the 'postponement” of economic deciwsionz,
ope copservative Feruviap veper stating, "Just as the chief re-
sult of Berlin was Genevs, 50 the chief result of Csracas ls

Rio de Janeiro." '

Latin Awmerican coament
at Caracas has been less sy
t

O
ac
possibly becsuse the same top
ia

Unequivocal enthusiacu for the Caracasa conference hags been
limited thus far to the Dominican and Nicaraguan press, sund to
the self-serving statements i sowe of thes delegations. Typlon]
of the "avermge" rezctlion is this statement 10 lhe press by thy
chief Ecuadorau delegate: '"Oux delegation behaved brilliasstly....
The conference did pot taie a forwvard step, but neither did it
slip back., lts resolutions lack decision.”
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