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_ﬁn Copenhague no dije ni on mi discuraso nd en ninguna de-
‘claracién, que se hubiera galvado la D&%

o oo quien ni come me dld osa versidn.

‘ﬁna perdodikta francesa deo Le ionde me pidid una entrevisg
'ta' pPOro aélln nezud,

Hice una entrevista por televisiln, pero todas lns pregun
tas fueron provocstivas y el interés princlpal parecia ser
-~ pavid Salvador.

A otra periodista local, de Copenhapuo, le Jdije wnas pala-
brag antes de comcnzar el nitin, pero en ningln momento ~-
pude enplear una {rase que no refl@Jaba en lo mis mi{nimo~-
wﬁi penunmicnéo.

A pesar de gue desde que aall de Cubs no he btenido infor-—
macidn y nl alquiera he reocibldo ol perfodito HOY o cual--
quint otro porfodico, mis aprecinciones principales sobre-
la eriela han coincidido plenomenta con lug de la Direceidn
fiuelona., Incluso en mucchos deﬁélles mis opinlones y mis;-
 palabras cointidieron con lo que he vioto ddspuds en 1o —-
rerfodicos y en los discursoa de fidel.

Hgloy completusmonte do acuerde ccn lo gue he conocido do =~

lag aprecilaciones y puntos de vista de la Direccidn N&cio-

nal,

Tatoy conpletamente de acuerdo con la actitud que ls Direc-
cidn Kaclonal ha adoptado anﬁe la crieis.

Betoy entoramente de acuerdo con la OQQaioiéﬁ a gque cualquier
clasa de conisidn de la ONU o de cuaslguier otro organismo --
inspecclione a Cuba.

A Cubn no hay gque inspecclonarlas A qulen se debs inspecclp




nar o5 a Bstados Unidos,a Guatemala, Costé_Rica, Ricaragua

y olros paiéas que vulnerando las layes y los principlos -
del derechq,iﬁternaciohal'y de la propid darta de la ONU,-}
han estado organizando, armande y dirigiendo invasiones mog 
cenarias debde su torritorio contra Cuba y hoy misme entre-
nan mercon&fioq, arman naves piratas, inflltran saboteado--
res y asesinos, otc, |

Cuba no ha vulnerado ningin principio, derscho,ni ley inter
nacional. Tenia darecho a armarse y se armd. Toen{a derecho
a instalar lué armas atémicas y.las instald.

roy otro lade, para comprobar que la URSES de lleva los cohe-
tes atdémicos no héy que hacer nnguna inspedeibn en Cuba, |

th.=motoy enteramente de acuerdo con los CINCO PUNTOG presentge-—

dos por Fidel.

Solo si Be cumplon, por Kstados Unides, esos Cinco Puntos ha
brd sopuridad - felativa -~ i@ que estos desarman el dispogi—-
tive de la invasidn militar a Cuba.

lograr esos Clnco Funtos nos daria una serih ventaja en tods
la situucién,

Io m&s importante — y 10 que yo considero con mayores -probo-—
bilidades de lograrse -~ es la retirada de 14 Base N#val de -

Guantanamo.

Ia incongruentia de la existencla de esa Base en el estado —

| actual de las relaciones entre Cuba N Emtaddn Unldos se ha —-;
hecho evidentisima en la crisis.

‘ea Base hoy carece de valor como defensa del Canal de Pena-

ré .
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W andco valor ea cowo 1) punto de apoyo péra la agresién a
ﬁ,y'cenéro de hostilidad contra nuestro pais; 2) punto -~
égrbidm de acclones primitives e intarvdnclonistas contra
nezuela, Colombisa, Guayanﬁs, RBrasil y lasvlslas del Cari-
%) mar tronquilo para entrenamiento y ¢nseiianza. |
a pYiBtPnCia de la Base es un punto de friccidén més peligro
pave las tropas de Estadcs Unldos que para nosotros.
fin@oncebible que de esa Base calpgan ahora tropas para in-
;euir en Veneczuelsa o cualquicr pals del Caribe iSe supone
jﬁue tendriamos que hacer nosctros en ese ca8s07?
6s‘diriﬁentcs norteamericanos cémprenden muy bien que esa =
gé, rodenda por tropas enemigas blen armadas, es ineficaz-
“ peligrosa para sus ocupantus.

03 otros puntes, exceptuasndo lo del bloqueo econdmico, pi--
en que Lstados Unidos dejen de seguir cometiondo delitos y
c‘ inadmisibles en derecho internmclonal y contrarlos a -
leyes expresas de los proplos Fstados Unidos.

v‘bloqueo ecsondmico o, mejor expresado,la suspensidén de todo
,meeroio de. importacidn y exportacidn con Cubn ¥y pese a su —-—
‘abaoluta falta de moral, tiene cierto fundapentoc en el hecho-
[d& due cada.pais ee libre de comerciar o de no comerdiar con-
tro, de tener relaciones,diplomfbticas o no £epcrlas.
NMantener 1a suspensidn del comercic de importacién ¥ exporta-
¢ién con Cuba es mantoner la agresidn econédmica.

ﬂanbener la a@resién cconbmica es mantenar i& ruerta ablerta-
& la ag gresidn militer.

Sin embargo yo no veo ninguna posibilidad de que ese tipo de-

agresién puecdh cesar, a menos que los dirigentes de Fstadoa -
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Unidos den la vuslba en redondo y tratdﬁ de eatablecer con =
Cubu.relucionea semejantes a las que tiénan con Yugoslavia y
con las.wismos fines, sl concibleran alguna esperanza de algo
'semejanﬁa. “

Taro tai como yo veo lag cosas, esto ne’ es probable.
Descuento desde luego la déiferoncia caédinal gntre nuaesbra -
Direccién y la Yugoslava, Aqui solo peénusd en las ideas que
podréin dover a Kennedy.

hstodon Unides tiene que tratar de dorrotar la Revolucidn Cu-

bana de tal modo que no le quede duda a los palses latinoane

ricanos que el camino de Cuba no puede ser tomado.

tgtados Unidos no pusde renunciar a luchar contra la Revolucidn
Vubana,'del mlsmo modo que nosotros no podemos renunclar a lu=:
char contra c¢l capitalicmo. | :
731 problema es el de las f{ormas de lucha.

wede ovitarse, efectivismante, que ellos recurran 8 la invasidn

nificf arriec;arlo todo por Cuba.

1ép!

LGUNDA: Bl campo sociamlista es mds fuerte y su fuerza pesa

rrogisanente contra la invesidén ania la persvectiva de la guef

$i3

2CBRAT  lLa invasidn a Cuba es contosh en vides para los y&nf

quis prqua Cubn esta blen armada y dinpuesta & defenderse QOQ

N

CUAMTA: No es posible, 'm entas alturas, hacer una invesibn qu
triunfe répidamente, Bn cusnto la invasibn se alargus sus reé-

sultadod serdn nuy inseguros ¥ problem&ticos, adn en ol cus0

que no dondujera = como conduciris -« s la guerra mundial.
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qUINTA: Ia invagidén a Cuba, a poco que se prolongara, desata-

¥ fa uns serie de acoionds antinorteamoricanas en los pafses la

Lgo 'vtinoamuricmnas y tambidn en otros pafses del Mundo., Esta crisis
‘a pesar de Bu brevedad, condujo & la‘destruocién de propiedades,

Hempresam e instituciones norteamericanas en varios pafses ltino-

- pmericanos. Bi se hubiocra prolongado una semsna mfée tan siquie-

3 ra, lo de Venbzuela hubiera sido igualado o fobrepasado en mu—-—
chos palses,

e wstos factores pueden pesar decisivamente en el &nimo de los go-

une bernantes yan@uis para abliparlon o aceptar & respetar el compro
miso de no invasibéa a Cuba,

1cién Fero-a lo que ellos no pueden couprometerso SQriamenté €8 8 No -

muchos

lu- busear otrou/medios de luchar contre la Revolucidén Cubana, en busg
ca de su desviunecidn, corrupcidn o aplastamiento.
Lstoy enteramento de acuerdo con la forma en Que el compariero Fie

181én. del planted la cuestidn de nuestras relacionel y nuestras discre-
pancias con la Unidn Sovidtica. |

slg- Tenehos mucho qus agradecer a la URSS y 1o agfadecemoa.
sabemos del reppeto gque ha manifestoado hacia ﬁuesbra soberanfa -

38 == ¥ -y a los derecltios de nuestro Estado.

fuera | motenos ldentificndos con ello en el ideal del socialismo y del-

yan—- | comuniemo y la teorfa del marxismo-leninismo.

con~ } Tenemcs confianza en su Gobiernc, en su Parti@o ¥y en su pueblo.

r ‘ Somos hermanes, amipos entraniables.

ero entre herménos y amigos también surgen 6 veces divergenciss,

Nosotros como hemos hecho, queremos superar esasg diferencias en e
marco de la discusidn fraternal, directa y privada o seml privada
puesto que las divergencias son algo mbs que ovidentes y los punt

de vista de unos y otros son bastante conocidon.
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Ia discusipn‘frntefnal}franca de las divergencias debe llevar--

nos a fortalecer las relaciones, a hacerlas mejores y a fortale-

cer la unidady’
s ansd como he visto e interpretado las maﬁifeatacionea de Fidel,
Cuba, en el compo socialista significa mucho. |
Fg el princibio,de la Revolucidn en América Latina,
Ts el socialismo en Ambrica.

s el primer punto del cerco de Ratados Unidos.

g un foco de influencia enorre sobre los gobiernos todavia inde-;
cisos de Asia y Africa.

Al mismo tlempo, el campe socialiste signifiza mucho para Cuba,
Gipn¥ica el armamento,

Significa romper el bloqueo econdnico,

Simidfica factlitur al mAximo la construceidh del socialismo.
Significa acelerar nucstro avance al comuniémo.

Ggnifica, en una palsbra, le garantfa de la ¥victoria econdmica -
y scelal en el mls bréve piazo pouible y con el minimo poscible =
de psucrificios, ) |

Por esc es tan acertads y ten Jjusta, ltan merxista-leninista |

1a posicién,de Fidel que comparxrts de todo oérazén.

Comparto el punto de vista de que nosotros né‘tenemoé ninguna -
rozdn para confiar en las declaraciones dgfﬁéﬁnedy.

Lag razones por las gue creo pesible un combromiso'on cuanto a 1
no invasidén lae he expuesto antes. FRsas rozones hacen pomible @
compromico, péro puede no habér el compromiéb.

Compoarto el justo nentimiento de agravio por el hecho de que no

ge informara previzmente al Gobierno Cubano del paso que se ibs
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.duf y de qué, lo que es nds grave, en el d0§umento no ge hicie~
cn constar la necesidnd de contar con el Yobierno cubano,

Considero lo peor, el hecho de que el dd6umento sovibtico --
acaeplara en principlio 1a inspeccidn en Cuba, a pesar de gue cate-
sdricanente esto habfa sido rechazado por Cubﬁ por razones sbHlidas
y sensabns. _'

o #ato, hoy no tiene, aparventemente, mis soiucién qQue aceptar-
1ng satisfacelones del Goblerno Soviético, gaﬁancizarnos de que-

en el futuroe an ningin caso vuelva a ocurrir y luchar conjuntamen—
te por los CINCO PUNTOS de garantia contra la agresifn militar di-
recta de Estados Unidos a Cuba. |

Desde luego pienso que con firmeza y sensates hay que nante--
nar la oposicidn resuelta a la inspeccidn ya gsea en territorio cu-
‘bano © =0 ajuas cubanas., |

Mi primera reaCQién ante el probléma de los vﬁelos provocativos --

- yanquis es derribar los aviones,

los descarsdos YyYanqguig explobnn al afédn de paz de la URSS ¥y la sen~
satez de Cuba para cometer estos mclos incalificablea de abusos,
Lo dnico que pesa on contra de esta primsra reacciun e8 que anteg-—-
hemos tolerndou o° vuelos ¥ ernpegar ahora a derribar 6808 avicnes,
podria apnr"cer an afén de provocar una situﬂcién que liciera impo-
sible un acuerdo. .

Y debemos culdarnos mucho de no dar esn imp:aéién.

Hunsira politica no dificulta ni heace impoéibié'ning@n aguerdo dige
no y valedero en favor de la Paz. |

Rueatra oposicibén a la inspeccibdn deflende la‘Paé, porgue si Cyba-
renuncia a cu soberania y se declara Véncida p&r Tetados Unidos no
puede haber paz en ¢l mundo. !

Alrmunos iupacientes dicens
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"Ia inspeccidn no tiene importancia™..
"Yds. dirfan que pafses la componen .."

"pso facilitarfa un scuerdo™,.

Hoaotros deoimos:
Ho, T30 no fwocilitaria un acuerde; eso fucliliteria tan solo nuag-~
vag ¥y nusvas pﬁticioneé humlllantes presenthdos por Tstados Unlee
dos.
Ia inmpecciéi tiene importancia porque 8l se accede a ella los Ege-
tados Unidos ae presentardn victoriosos y ofinipotentes.
o facllta el ecuerdo porque la inspeccidn no cs necenaria para -

comprobar que las bases fueron desmanteladas y los cohetes sacados

Nosotros no escogerfiamos ni leos paises ni el personal,
Tendriames que aceptar paisqs aceptables a Watados Unidos.
“stadons Unldos serfa quien, en realidad, escogeria el personal,
Fn la inspeccidn pera un poco cemo en lo del control del deﬁarma.”‘
ratados Unidos pone dglante el. control,
Ia URSS el desarma.

Para nmuchos la URSS debia aceeder al control que piden los Estadoﬁ
Unidos porque no "garantizarfa un scuerdo 1ﬁmediato de desarma"._
o ca asdi,

Acceder al cohtrol como lo pilde Fstudos Unidos es dificultar el -
desnrme y acelerar les preparativos de la gﬁerra.
Acceder n la inspeccidn es acelerar la marcha hacia una situacién
ventajosa de log imperialistas que nos aoeréaria 8 la guerre.

Fn Alemanie vialté al Fmbajador soviético Pérvudin'para arreglar

lag cuestlones referentes al vianje a Moscl, antes de receibir las
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‘indicacioncs de que no debia hacerse.

6 cbnversacién, la crisis se convirtid ®n el tona principal:

uvet

ido grave que la URSS no avigara praviaﬁdnbe 2 Cuba sobre su

-de gubt.

grave €5 lJua en el mensaje se hable (e inapeccidn, cuando se-

[G¥

ébe que Cuba no lo aceptard de ningunn muneba.
jom Creo quo la erisis pudo llevarse de otru maners que nos diera ven
gjns ¥ garentias para la paz y 1y integridad de Cuba.

‘golucidén lograda no es una victoris: es urt compromiad ¥y debemos
B erlo asf.

En Prega, conversd con Caderca ( en el mismo seropuerto), con ——-
lendrix, con loa diripgentes de la Revista Intbrnacional, Bobeliev
y- Rumiantsev.

Eﬁ egas conversaaciones sostuve lo mismo, con un meyor acentd en una
u otrn cuestidn, sowin la argumentacidn contrﬁria.

Con Caderca, por ejemplo el tema fué sobre quéLno podia ser ccnsi-
derada unsa victbria, gino un compromiso. "

Con Hendrix fué el de gue yo pensaba que llever los oruceros sovig
ticos al Caribe y hacer cruzar los barcos mardéntes bajo su pro=--
teccidn no provocaba la guerra. |

Hendriz fué muy purco en sus expreslicnes y me éijo que el Qobierno
Checo npoyeba los CINCO FUNTOG de Fidel.

Los alemanes, no de modo tan expreso, me hicieron entender lo mise

Mo, Kllos creian que el curso que habla tomade la orisis retrasa-

. ba la solucién de la crisis de Berlin., Mostraron también mucho -
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ir eréds on 1d normalizaocidn de las relaciones diplométicas con
Cuba. | . |

En fin, que por acd he haecho cuanto ha‘podidq en medio de una -
situacién compleja en que yo, dgagr&qiadamenﬁe, carecia de ipn-—-
formés, a.veces hasta los mis elementales, puem ia falta de idlo- -
ma me impedfa ver direcctamente y en toda su extensidn las inform§ 

clenes de la prensa,

Con saludos y un abrazo,

HKlaa,
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Havana, November 27, 1962
"YEAR OF PLANNING"

To Capt. Emilio Aragones

| send to you, enclosed, a copy of the letter sent by Comrade Blas Roca for your
knowledge.

Fraternally, HOMELAND OR DEATH
WE WILL WIN

Osvaldo Dorticds Torrado
[Letter from Blas Roca[1]:]

In Copenhagen, | did not state in my speech, nor in any declaration, that peace could
have been saved. | don't know how this version was given or who might have thought
it. A French journalist from Le Monde asked me for an interview, but | did not grant
one. | did a television interview, but all the questions were insinuating and the main
interest seemed to be David Salvador.[2] | said a few words to another local journalist
in Copenhagen before the meeting began, but at no time did | use a phrasing that
would reflect my thoughts to even a minimal degree.

Despite the fact that since I left Cuba | have not had information or even received the
HOY newspaper or any other, my principal interpretations of the crisis have aligned
fully with those of the National Leadership. My opinions and words, up to and
including in many details, coincided with what | have seen since in the newspapers
and Fidel [Castro]'s speeches. | am in complete agreement with what | have learned
of the interpretations and points of view of the National Leadership, and also with the
attitude that leadership has adopted in the face of the crisis.

| agree entirely with the opposition to any kind of UN commission, or that of any other
organization, inspecting Cuba. Cuba does not need to be inspected. The United
States, Guatemala, Costa Rica, and Nicaragua should be inspected, and other
countries that violate rules and principles of international law and the UN Charter
itself - they have been organizing, arming and conducting mercenary invasions from
their territories against Cuba and today they train mercenaries, arm pirate ships,
infiltrate saboteurs and assassins, etc. Cuba has not violated any principle, rule, or
international law. It had the right to arm itself and did so. It had the right to install
atomic weapons, and installed them.

| agree completely with the FIVE POINTS presented by Fidel [on 28 October 1962].
Only if they are fulfilled by the United States, those Five Points will create relative
security if that nation disarms the apparatus of the military invasion of Cuba.
Achieving these Five Points would give us a decided advantage in the entire situation.
The most important - and what | consider among the greatest probability of success -
is the withdrawal of the [US] naval base at Guantanamo. The incongruence of the
existence of the base in the current status of relations between Cuba and the United
States has been made quite obvious.

This base today lacks its value for defense of the Panama Canal. Its only value is as 1)
a point of support for aggression toward Cuba and center of hostility to our country,
2) a point of departure for primitive and interventionist actions against Venezuela,
Colombia, the Guyanas, Brazil, and the Caribbean islands. 3) A calm sea for training
and teaching. The existence of the base is a point of friction more dangerous to the
United States' troops than for us. It is inconceivable that troops would now leave from



that base to intervene in Venezuela or whatever Caribbean nation. The American
leaders understand very well that this base, surrounded by well-armed enemy troops,
is ineffective and dangerous for its occupants. Can you imagine what we would have
to do in this situation?

The other points, save that concerning the economic freeze [i.e., embargo-ed.], ask
the United States to stop committing crimes and inadmissible acts under international
law, and actions contrary to explicit laws of the United States itself. The economic
freeze, or, better put, the suspension of all import and export trade with Cuba, in
spite of its absolute lack of morality, has a certain foundation in the fact that each
country is free to trade or not trade with another, to have diplomatic relations or not.
To maintain the suspension of import and export trade with Cuba is to maintain
economic aggression. To keep economic aggression is to keep the door open to
military aggression.

Even so, | see no possibility that this kind of aggression might cease, unless the
leaders[hip] of the United States does a U-turn and tries to establish similar relations
with Cuba as they have with Yugoslavia and with the same ends, if they have some
hope for a similar arrangement.

But as | see things, this is not likely. With the exception of the cardinal difference
between our leadership and the Yugoslavian one, of course, here | have only thought
of the ideas that might move [US President John F.] Kennedy. The United States must
try to defeat the Cuban Revolution so that no doubt remains among Latin American
nations that the path of Cuba cannot be taken. The US cannot renounce the fight
against the Cuban Revolution in the same way that we cannot give up the struggle
against capitalism. The problem is that of the forms of conflict. Effectively, the US
turning to invasion can be avoided. There are many reasons for this:

FIRST: Invasion leads to world war, which would mean risking everything for Cuba.

SECOND: The socialist camp is stronger and its strength is a significant factor -
precisely against invasion, when faced with the prospect of war.

THIRD: Invasion of Cuba is costly in terms of life for the Yankees because Cuba is well
armed and prepared to defend itself with the spirit of Homeland or Death.

FOURTH: It is not possible at this stage to carry out an invasion that would quickly
triumph. No matter how much the invasion drags out, its results would be uncertain
and problematic, even in the case that it did not lead - as it would [certainly] lead - to
world war.

FIFTH: The invasion of Cuba, as soon as it unfolds, would unleash a series of
anti-American actions in Latin American countries as well as others in the world. This
crisis, despite its brevity, led to the destruction of American property, businesses, and
institutions in various Latin American countries. If it had taken even one week longer,
what happened in Venezuela would have been equaled or surpassed in many
countries.

These factors can weigh decisively in the intentions of the Yankee leaders to obligate
them to accept and respect the promise of non-invasion of Cuba.

But what they cannot seriously promise is not to seek many other ways of fighting
against the Cuban Revolution, in hopes of diverting, corrupting, or crushing it.

| am in complete agreement with the way that comrade Fidel set out the matter of



our relations and discrepancies [i.e., divergences-ed.] with the Soviet Union. We have
much to be grateful for from the USSR and we are thankful. We know of the respect
that they have shown for our sovereignty and the rights of our State. We are
identified with them in the ideal of socialism and communism and the theory of
Marxism-Leninism. We trust in their Government, in their Party and in their people.
We are brothers, bosom friends. But even between brothers and friends, differences
arise. As we have done, we wish to overcome these differences within the framework
of fraternal discussion, direct and private, or semi-private, since the differences are
very obvious and the points of view of all concerned are well enough known.

Frank, brotherly discussion of differences should lead us to strengthen our relations,
to make them better, and to make unity stronger. This is how | have viewed and
interpreted Fidel's statements. Cuba, in the socialist camp, means a great deal. It is
the beginning of the Revolution in Latin America. It is the first hedge against the
United States, the center of great influence over still-undecided governments of Asia
and Africa. At the same time, the socialist camp means a great deal to Cuba. It
means weapons, breaking the economic blockade, facilitating the construction of
socialism to the maximum extent. It means, in a word, the guarantee of economic
and social victory in the shortest time possible and with the fewest possible sacrifices.
That is why Fidel's position, which | share from the heart, is so wise and fair, and so
Marxist-Leninist.

| share the point of view that we have no reason to trust in Kennedy's statements. |
have previously stated the reasons | believe a non-invasion pledge to be possible.
These reasons make the promise possible, but it also could be that no such promise is
made.

| share the justified feeling of affront at the fact that the Cuban government was not
previously informed [by Khrushchev] of the step that would be taken. Even more
seriously, the necessity of relying upon the Cuban government was not stated in the
document. | consider even worse the fact that the Soviet document would accept in
principle inspection within Cuba, despite Cuba's categorical rejection of the same for
solid and sensible reasons. Apparently, there is no solution for this besides accepting
what would satisfy the Soviet government, guaranteeing us in the future that it would
not happen under any circumstances, and fighting together for the FIVE POINTS of
guarantee against direct military aggression by the United States against Cuba. Of
course, | believe that, with firmness and good sense, resolute opposition to inspection
must be maintained, whether in Cuban territory or Cuban waters.

My primary reaction to the problem of the provocative Yankee flights is to shoot down
the planes. The brazen Yankees exploit the USSR's eagerness for peace and Cuba's
good sense to commit these unspeakable acts of abuse. The only thing that goes
against my first reaction is that previously, we have tolerated these flights and
starting to shoot down planes now could appear to be a desire to provoke a situation
that would make agreement impossible. And we must be very careful not to give that
impression. Our policy does not make difficult-or impossible-any valid and worthy
accord in favor of Peace. Our opposition to inspection defends Peace, because if Cuba
gives up its sovereignty and declares itself defeated by the United States, there
cannot be peace in the world. Some impatient people say: "Inspection is not
important." "You all decide what countries would [make up the inspection
authority]"... "That will make an agreement easier..."

We say: No. This will not make an agreement easier; it will only make countless new,
humiliating petitions presented by the United States easier. Inspection is important
because if we accede to it, the United States will present themselves [i.e., itself] as
victorious and omnipotent. It will not facilitate an agreement because inspection is
not necessary to prove that the bases were dismantled and missiles withdrawn. We
would not choose the countries or the personnel. We would have to accept countries
that the United States finds acceptable; the United States would, in reality, choose



the personnel. In the inspection debate, something similar happens to that
concerning control and disarmament. The United States backs control, and the USSR
opts for disarmament.

Many believe that the USSR should have agreed to control measures sought by the
United States because it would not[3] "guarantee an immediate agreement on
disarmament." It is not so. Accepting control as the United States wishes is to make
disarmament more difficult and accelerate preparations for war. Going along with
inspection is to speed up the march to a situation advantageous to the imperialists
that also would bring us closer to war. In [East] Germany, | visited the Soviet
ambassador [Mikhail] Pervukhin to sort out matters concerning the trip to Moscow,
before receiving any indication that it should not be done.

In the conversation, the crisis became the main topic. | said:

It has been very dire that the USSR did not previously warn Cuba about its
determination [to remove the missiles] and that the message [from Khrushchev to
Kennedy] did not take the government of Cuba into account. More serious yet is that
the message discusses inspection, when it is known that Cuba will not accept this in
any way. | believe the crisis could have gone another way that would have given us
advantages and guarantees for the peace and integrity of Cuba. The solution reached
is no victory: it is a compromise and we should see it as such.

In Prague, | talked with Caderca (in the same airport), with Hendrix [Hendrych], with
the leaders of the International Journal, Soboliev and Rumiantsev.[4] In these
conversations | stated the same thing, with a heavier emphasis on one matter or
another, according to the conflict most pertinent to the argument. With Caderca, for
example, the subject was that we could not consider it a victory, but rather a
compromise. With Hendrix, it was that | thought bringing Soviet cruise ships to the
Caribbean and having merchant vessels cross under their protection would not
provoke war. Hendrix was laconic in his expressions and told me that the Czech
government supported the FIVE POINTS of Fidel. The [East] Germans, in a not very
explicit way, led me to understand the same. They believed that the course that the
crisis had taken delayed the solution to the Berlin crisis. They also showed a great
deal of interest in the normalization of diplomatic relations with Cuba.[5]

In conclusion, here | have done as much as | could in the middle of a complex
situation in which I, unfortunately, lacked reports, sometimes of the most basic kind,
since the lack of language hindered me from seeing information in the press directly
and in its entirety.

With regards and an embrace, Blas.

[1] Ed. note: Roca made an extensive trip to Europe in October-November 1962,
including stops in Denmark; East Germany (where he attended annual
commemorations of the founding of the German Democratic Republic and spoke at a
"Hands off Cuba!" rally in East Berlin on October 26); Czechoslovakia; Bulgaria (where
he attended the Bulgarian Communist Party Congress in Sofia on 8-14 November);
and Hungary (where attended the Hungarian Socialist Workers Party Congress in
Budapest on 20-25 November). According to a report from Hungary's ambassador in
Havana, Roca had been scheduled to represent Cuba at the annual commemorations
of the Bolshevik Revolution in Moscow, but his instructions were changed and he was
instead directed to fly from Prague to Sofia. See the 30 November 1962 report on
signs of Soviet-Cuba strains from the Hungarian Embassy in Cuba.

[2] Ed. note: David Salvador was a Cuban trade union leader, ex-communist, and



member of the "26 of July" movement who had been arrested for alleged
counter-revolutionary activities in 1960 and sentenced to 30 years in prison in August
1962. See Hugh Thomas, The Cuban Revolution (New York: Harper & Row, 1971,
1977, paperback edition), esp. pp. 86, 570.

[3] Trans. note: Given the context, | feel this must be an error, since the author
seems to wish to make the opposite point. But "no" - that is, "not" -- is indeed in the
original Spanish text.

[4] Ed. note: For the Czechoslovak record of Roca's conversation with senior
Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (CPCz) figure Jiri Hendrych, dated 3 November
1962.

[5] Ed. note: Relations between the German Democratic Republic (East Germany) and
Cuba were normalized on 11 January 1963, prompting the Federal Republic of
Germany (West Germany) to sever relations with Havana under the so-called
Hallstein Doctrine in which the FRG broke or reduced relations with countries
recognizing the GDR (with the prominent exceptions of the Soviet Union and
Yugoslavia). See translated West and East German documents in the Digital Archive,
in particular a January 1963 conversation between Blas Roca and an East German
communist official.



