
Latin America 

Anti-Hegemonic Struggle Developments 

TH E yea r 1975. witnessed a n e w s i t ua t i on i n L a t i n 
A m e r i c a . - The s t ruggle t o safeguard n a t i o n a l i n -

dependencev securi ty a n d na t i ona l r igh t s and interests 
con t inued surging: f o r w a r d . The L a t i n Amer ican- coun­
tries and people di rected t h e spearhead of t h e i r s t ruggle 
no t o n l y a t the superpower close by,, b u t more and more 
at t he o t h e r . w h i c h has ex tended i t s reach so. fa r and 
w i d e and, is m ore insidious and f r a n t i c T h e L a t i n 
American, peoples: became ever m o r e keen ly aware of the 
importance, of " g u a r d i n g against t h e t ige r a t the back 
door w h i l e repuls ing t h e w o l f a t t h e f r o n t gate."' 

Social-Imperialists Not Allowed to Sneak Hi­
l t i s t h e superpowers, themselves t h a t d rove the 

L a t i n A m e r i c a n countries to- push f o r w a r d t h e i r a n t i -
hegemonic struggle.. W i t h t h e capi ta l i s t - w o r l d i n the 
g r i p of i t s most serious, p o s t w a r economic crisis, U.S. 
i m p e r i a l i s m , w h i c h always regarded L a t i n A m e r i c a as 
i t s "•backyard, 2 1 n o w exploi t s and p lunders t h e courxtries 
there m o r e ru th less ly i n every respect. To meet t h e 
need of its- g l o b a l s t r a t e g y ' o f contending- f o r hegemony, 
Sovie t soc ia l - imper ia l i sm has. used despicable t r i c k s of 
sham suppor t b u t r ea l sabotage, a n d sham assistance 
h u t r e a l dom ina t i on i n its. re la t ions w i t h t he L a t i n 
A m e r i c a n countries^ Descr ib ing i t se l f as t h e i r " n a t u r a l 
a l l y " and vociferously advoca t ing "detente / ' "peaceful, 
coexistence" a n d " in te rna t iona l , co-operation," t h e 
Sovie t U n i o n expanded and in f i l t r a t ed ' i n those coun­
tries t h r o u g h d i f f e r en t channels a n d .methods i n an 
at tempt, to: cut t he g r o u n d f rom, under the U n i t e d States. 
•The two- superpowers ' ever m o r e intense r i v a l r y posed 
a serious th rea t t o a n d even- i m p a i r e d the n a t i o n a l i n ­
dependence,, secur i ty and n a t i o n a l interests of t h e L a t i n 
Amer ican , countries. 

. . Government o f f ic ia l s and public- o p i n i o n i n L a t i n 
A m e r i c a last yea r showed s t r o n g ant i -hegemonic sen t i ­
ments a n d made o u t the t r u e colours of Soviet social-
i m p e r i a l i s m m o r e clearly. T h e y were increas ingly 
aware of the fact t h a t w h i l e oppos ing one superpower, 
t h e y mus t in tens i fy the s truggle against the other, keep­
i n g a h i g h degree of v i g i l ance against the la t te r . The 
Sovie t Union- a n d the U n i t e d States were lead ing the 
w o r l d to- war,- Mexican- President. Echever r ia po in ted out 
ea r ly i n 197-5. " W e are against the a t t e m p t to- organize 
a h e w d iv i s ion of t he w o r l d a n d establish a n e w colonial 
s lavery under t h e cover of de tente ," he said. Last October 
Pe ruv ian Pres ident Mora les Bermudez said t h a t Peru, 
was " aga in s t , a l l forms of f o re ign domina t i on and a l l 
forms of economic, p o l i t i c a l -or m i l i t a r y dependence ori 

U 

any i n t e r n a t i o n a l centre o f power . " Guyana M i n i s t e r 
of Sta te- in t h e Of f ice o f t h e Pr ime. Min i s t e r : Chr is topher 
Nasc imento n o t e d t h a t the -Soviet U n i o n and the 
o ther .superpower "a re concerned. w i t h m a i n t a i n i n g , a 
s t rang leho ld on the economies o f t he t h i r d w o r l d coun­
tr ies ." Governmen t leaders o r h i g h - r a n k i n g , officials 
i n Venezuela, B r a z i l and other L a t i n A m e r i c a n countries 
expressed or r e a f f i r m e d t h e i r resolve, to oppose -any 
e x t e r n a l hegemonic inf luence. - A l l t h i s demonstrates 
t ha t t h e L a t i n A m e r i c a n countr ies a n d people have 
f u r t h e r awakened. T h e y w i l l ne i the r h a l t o n t h e road 
of f r ee ing themselves f r o m oppression b y one super­
p o w e r - a n d f igh t ing , f o r independent development n o r 
a l low the other superpower to- sneak i n and clap t h e 
fe t te rs o f neo-colonial ism on t h e m . . 

Economic Hegemonism Opposed 

The L a t i n A m e r i c a n countries and people las t year 
waged t h e i r s t ruggle against superpower hegemonism 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the economic f i e ld . - Voices fo r " w i n n i n g 
economic independence" and "ge t t i ng r i d o f dependence 
on fo r e ign count r ies" resounded in- a l l parts of - ' the 
cont inent . M o r e t h a n t w o - t h i r d s o f t h e countr ies took 
pos i t ive actions and measures to defend t h e i r na t iona l 
resources, economic r i g h t s and interests. I n defending 
t h e i r sovereign r i g h t oversea resources* i i t t o r a : countries 
sttch as Mexico , P e r u and Ecuador re i te ra ted t he i r solemn 
pos i t ion o n t h e i r 200-mile m a r i t i m e r igh t s . T h e Mex ican 
Government ' s decision to establish a 200-mile exclusive 
economic zone las t -November , cons t i tu ted .a. new step i n 
opposing t he m a r i t i m e hegemonism of the superpowers, 
The La t in . A m e r i c a n countries ' s t ruggle against t rans ­
na t iona l corporat ions developed, f r o m the stage o f • i n d i y i -
d'ual ac t ion to t h a t o f u n i t e d act ion b y m a n y countries. 
Some Car ibbean a n d Cent ra l A m e r i c a n countries set. up 
m u l t i n a t i o n a l soft coffee, a l u m i n i u m and sh ipp ing 
companies. Established b y 25" countries last October on 
the basis o f r eg iona l in t eg ra t ion organizat ions, the 
Economic System o f L a t i n A m e r i c a is the f i r s t economic 
co-operat ion and consul ta t ion organ i n the h i s t o r y of 
the con t inen t to comprise n e a r l y a l l L a t i n A m e r i c a n 
countr ies a n d exclude t h e U n i t e d States. Se t t i ng up 
the system w a s n o t o n l y a posi t ive measure i n b reak ing 
up the ; o l d o rde r of t he f c i n t e r - A m e r i c a n system" l o n g 
con t ro l l ed b y one superpower, b u t also a b l o w at t he 
other w h i c h had in tens i f ied economic expansion i n L a t i n 
Amer i ca . . . . 

The L a t i n . A m e r i c a n countr ies and people- also 
fough t superpower .hegemonism o n o ther i m p o r t a n t occa^ 
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- sions- last year. For years they demanded feat the 
U n i t e d States ca r ry o u t "a deep-going r e f o r m i n 
economic and t r ade re la t ions" i n connection w i t h L a t i n 
A m e r i c a . I n January 1975, gove rnmen t off ic ia ls and 
pub l i c o p i n i o n i n more t h a n 2.0 countries condemned t h e : 

U n i t e d States f o r re fus ing fh - i t s ' n ew t r ade ae t . to -grant 
•a "pre fe ren t ia l t a r i f f " to those deve loping _ .countries 
w h i c h h a d t aken p a r t i n organizat ions o f r a w mater ia l s 
p roduc ing countries a n d na t iona l ized monopo ly enter­
prises o w n e d b y U S . capi ta l . O n the o ther hand , L a t i n 

" A m e r i c a n countr ies w e r e v e r y i n d i g n a n t a t t he acts -of 
t he Soviet U n i o n w h i c h gave v e r b a l " suppor t " to t h e 
establishment of a nuclear-free zone b u t ac tua l ly refused 
fo r years to s ign A d d i t i o n a l P ro toco l I I t o t he T r e a t y fo r 
t he P r o h i b i t i o n o f Nuclear Weapons i n L a t i n A m e r i c a . 
I n a w r i t t e n s ta tement i n M a y , - t h e Organ iza t ion f o r t he 
P r o h i b i t i o n « f Hae-lear Weapons i n L a t i n A m e r i c a 
:,(OPAMAL) po in ted -out t h a t t he Sovie t a t t i t ude "con­
st i tutes one o f t h e mos t pa t en t instances of discrepancy 
be tween deeds and w o r d s " and stems f r o m " t h e exclusive 
interests of the superpower ." A r e so lu t i on unan imous ly 
adopted at the f o u r t h session of the genera l conference 
o f O P A N A L i n M e x i c o C i t y cal led 'on the Soviet U n i o n to 
s ign add i t iona l p ro toco l I I — an ac tua l deed w h i c h w o u l d 

. have .committed i t t o the: peace a n d secur i ty o f L a t i n 
A m e r i c a . Alt t he Geneva U J f . Sea L a w Conference, dele­
gates of the L a t i n • A m e r i c a n count r ies w h i c h t o o k the 
l e a d i n u n f o l d i n g t he campaign fcr: :200jmle m a r i t i m e 
r igh ts , toge ther w i t h -delegates .of m a n y .developing 
•eountriesj waged ' another- r o u n d o f i i t - f o r - t a t struggles 

%r against t h e m a r i t i m e : hegemonism of the t w o super­
powers. They exposed t he obdura te s t and -of the super­
p o w e r t h a t .consis tent ly uses the. t r i c k o f sham suppor t 

b u t real ,sabotage and, u n d e r t h e signboards of "freedom; 
of f i s h i n g / ' ^'freedom for ' scient if ic research*5 a i i d "free-'; 
dona f a r -navigat ion/ ' 'opposes €he exercise o f sovereign 
r igh t s b y t h e developing l i t t o r a l countr ies over t h e i r 
-exclusive economic zones a n d . the s t ra i t s w i t h i n t h e i r 
t e r r i t o r i a l ' waters . A t i n t e r n a t i o n a l meetings such as 
t he Second Conference o f t he U . N , I n d u s t r i a l Develop--
m e a t Organiza t ion m Ianaa a n d the 7 i h Specia l Session 

. o f U.JNL -General Assembly i n New Y o r k , delegates o f 
La-tin A m e r i c a n countries -and other regions o f t h e t h i r d 
w o r l d co-ordinated t h e i r act ions t h r o u g h close -eonsulta-
t i o n against t h e in terference a n d sabotage plots -of t h e 
superpowers', t h e m a i n .defenders of the o l d order . T h e 
s t ruggle -covered a series o f v i t a l questions r ang ing f r o m 
energy, r a w m a t e r i a l prices a n d i n t e r n a l i o n a l t r ade t o 
t he i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order i n gener-aL C o m ­
p a r a t i v e l y pos i t ive resul ts were "achieved at these 
meet ings. T h e Sov ie t remsioMsts d i d - e v e r y t h i n g pds-

- slfole a t m a n y MternaiienaiL meetings to peddle such 
t r a s h as "disarmament 1 * a n d ^detente"' i n a v a i n a t t emp t 
t o d i v e r t t h e -orientat ion of t h e s t ruggle o f the develop­
i n g count r ies i n L a t i n . Amer i ca - a nd o ther regions 
against eoloniaf ism, I m p e r i a l i s m a n d : hegemonls-m. 
However , a l l t h e i r consp i ra tor ia l ac t iv i t i es were opposed 

. a n d f r u s t r a t e d . 

The s i t ua t i on i n 1975 p r o v e d t h a t t h e a n t i -
hegemonic s t rugg le to r ren t s i n L a t i n A m e r i c a are r o l l -

' i n g -onward a n d th ings the re are b e c o m i n g ever be t te r . 
•Strengthening u n i t y a n d pers i s t ing i n s t ruggle, t h e 
L a t i n A m e r i c a n countries a n d people w i l l c e r t a i n l y w i n 
n e w -victories t h i s yea r -an t h e i r r o a d o f .safeguarding 
na t i ona l independence, state sovere ign ty and . n a t i o n a l 
interests . - ' ; "" ' ' ' 


