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Socialist Voice #169, May 2, 2007 

Venezuela’s Revolution Accelerates 

To thunderous applause and chants of approval, Hugo Chávez has called on the Venezuelan 

people to radicalize the revolution towards the new socialism of the 21st century 

by Federico Fuentes 

CARACAS: Returning once again to Venezuela — having last spent four months here in 2005 

— I recalled a refrain that had been constantly repeated by Venezuelans: “After we re-elect 

Chávez in 2006, the real revolution will begin.” It took very little time for me to realise exactly 

what they meant. 

I arrived on the eve of the fifth anniversary of those historic events that shook Venezuela from 

April 11-13 in 2002 — a US-backed coup that was overturned by a subsequent mass uprising of 

the poor in alliance with the majority of the armed forces. Across all of Caracas, banners and 

billboards carried the slogan that summarised what had occurred on those fateful days: “Every 11 

has its 13 — From oligarchic counter-revolution to civic-military revolution.” Throughout the 

city, numerous screens had been set up to play video footage of the massive rebellion that 

reversed the coup — which was aimed at putting an end to the Bolivarian process and protecting 

the interests of the wealthy elite — and reinstated President Hugo Chávez. State television 

played documentaries through the three days, detailing the events surrounding the coup and 

subsequent uprising. 

On the streets, everyone was remembering what it was that they did during those days. It was 

impossible to miss the upbeat feeling among the people on April 13, as hundreds, and then 

thousands, began to congregate outside the presidential palace, just as they had five years ago, to 

await their president. 

Speaking in front an estimated million-strong demonstration, Chávez recalled the events that led 

up to the coup attempt, pointing out that it had acted as a “trigger,” pushing the process towards 
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“an anti-imperialist revolution, because we know from where [these events] were led and 

planned from, the US.” 

Now five years on, Chávez called on the Venezuelan people to “radicalize” the revolution 

towards the “new socialism of the 21st century,” to thunderous applause and chants of approval. 

Throughout most of 2005 and 2006, the Venezuelan government focused its attention on 

consolidating its support internally and internationally. On the domestic front the government 

paid particular attention to strengthening the social missions in order to attack poverty and 

organise the population. 

In the international arena Chávez travelled the world, seeking support for his government in the 

face of continued US hostility and Washington’s attempts to isolate Venezuela diplomatically. 

Throughout the Third World, the Venezuelan government signed trade agreements, deepening 

both economic and social ties as part of a campaign to create an international anti-imperialist 

alliance. 

By trading not just in dollars and petroleum, but in human capital — providing, jointly with 

revolutionary Cuba in many cases, education and health programs — and through Chávez’s 

defiant and outspoken stance, such as his denunciation of Israel’s invasion of Lebanon, the 

Bolivarian revolution has captured the hearts and minds of millions across the world. 

This has helped provide the space for a rapid acceleration of the Bolivarian revolution, and with 

it an opening up of a period of definition of the process’s goals and line of march. In the 

economic sphere, Chávez told the April 12 rally, the government has “no plan to eradicate 

private property in Venezuela, as long as it subordinates itself to the national interest and the 

socialist project.” If it didn’t, then it was “condemned to progressively disappear.” 

He added, however, that the government’s emphasis would be in working with “new forms of 

property, social property … collective property … co-management, self-management.” It would 

encourage “direct or indirect social property via the companies of social property, of social 

production, and many other mechanisms that we are designing.” 

The first morning here I attended a meeting called by one of the currents in the National Union 

of Workers (UNT) to discuss the formation of Bolivarian Councils of Workers, more commonly 

dubbed workers’ councils. Describing the nature of the discussion over these councils, Marcela 

Maspero, a national coordinator of the UNT, said that the councils had to be “political 

organisations of the working class, based on direct democracy and control over production.” 

They had to play the role of “eradicating capitalist exploitation, and transforming relations of 

production in order to create socialised ownership over the means of production.” Although these 

councils have only just begun to appear in a handful of companies, an intense debate at both the 

governmental and grassroots levels is unfolding over their nature and role. 

In the social sphere, Chávez has called for “an explosion in communal power,” urging the rapid 

construction of Communal Councils. These councils are based on the coming together of 200-

400 families in urban areas, even less in rural areas, in order to plan and execute projects for the 

benefit of the community. In some areas, this has already progressed to the point where 
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discussions have begun on the need to establish federations of Communal Councils, in order to 

tackle larger projects. There are now more than 19,000 Communal Councils. In essence, the aim 

of the Communal Councils is for power to reside in the communities. This has led to some cases 

where these councils have come into conflict with the existing state structures, where those who 

currently hold power fear losing it — a constant battle the revolution encounters as it comes up 

against the structures of the old state bureaucracy. 

Perhaps most importantly, Chávez stated in his speech on April 13 that the revolution once again 

called on the Venezuelan people to participate in the formation of the new united socialist party. 

Stating that to date the revolution “hasn’t had real parties,” he referred to the construction of the 

new party as “the greatest necessity of this revolution.” 

On April 19, 16,000 promoters of the new party were initiated. Their task is to agitate for, and 

involve the communities in, the construction of the party, which organisers estimate will bring 

together 4-5 million people. 

Chávez’s call has opened up a big debate on what the nature and program of such a party should 

be. For now, apart from Chávez’s party, the Movement for a Fifth Republic (MVR), the main 

Chavista parties have decided not to dissolve into the new party. However, large fractures have 

begun to occur as both leaders and rank-and-file members of these parties — Homeland For All 

(PPT), Podemos and the Venezuelan Communist Party — are leaving en masse. Most of the 

parties outside of the official Chavista electoral alliance but committed to the revolution have 

decided to integrate themselves into the new party, with a few waiting on the sidelines to see 

how things unfold first. 

The party will be established along democratic lines, from the bottom up. For several weeks 

from April 29, 6000 booths will be set up all over the country for people to sign up to the new 

party. Next, the new joiners will be divided up into basic cells of 200 people based on territorial 

divisions, universities and factories. Out of each, a spokesperson will be elected to participate in 

the founding congress. No quotas have been set aside for party officials, nor will anyone 

automatically secure a place in the congress. Even Chávez will have to be elected by his local 

cell if he is to participate in the conference. 

The founding conference will run for approximately three months. As the congress deliberates, 

spokespeople will return to their local cell, back to the congress, then back to the community and 

so on. On December 2, a referendum of all members will decide whether or not to approve the 

founding program of the new party. To ensure transparency and democracy, the national 

electoral commission will run the whole process. 

It will be a truly democratic and participatory process, never seen before on this scale, with the 

aim of drawing together the real leaders from the communities into a process of discussion and 

debate aimed at driving the process forward. 

Without doubt, the more this revolution deepens the more desperate the opposition will become. 

At the same time as Chávez was giving his speech, a small explosive was detonated in the 

building that houses the legislative council of the state of Miranda. This followed two other 
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explosions in shopping centres earlier that week. Although no-one was killed, the intent was 

clear. 

May 28 is the expiration day of the license of RCTV, a television station that openly participated 

in the 2002 coup plot. While the government never shut it down, it has decided to hand RCTV’s 

license over to community media as part of a program of expanding access to media. Chávez 

warned that the government had reliable information that the opposition had begun a 

destabilisation plan aimed to culminate on the day of the expiry of the license, of which the 

bombs and the attempts by big capital to create food shortages are only the first steps. 

But the Venezuelan people, side by side with the military, have etched in their memories the 

events of April 13, 2002, because as they say in Venezuela, “every 11 has its 13.” 
(Reprinted with permission from Green Left Weekly, April 19, 2007) 
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Socialist Voice #170, May 21, 2007 

Ottawa’s Fraudulent Global Warming Plan 

‘A complete and total fraud designed to mislead the Canadian people’ 

by Ian Angus 

Ian Angus is editor of Climate and Capitalism, a web journal devoted to Marxist perspectives on 

climate change. 

Canada’s federal government is fiddling while the world burns. On April 26, Environment 

Minister John Baird announced what he called an “Action Plan” to deal with climate change — 

in reality it was a recipe for inaction and delay. 

Immediate Action Needed 

This year, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change has issued three major reports that 

summarize the current state of scientific knowledge about climate change. From those reports, 

we now know for certain that: 

 The world is getting warmer at an unprecedented rate. It is now 1° Celsius above the pre-

industrial level. If it increases to more than 2° above pre-industrial level, dangerous 

changes will become very likely. 

 The primary cause of global warming is greenhouse gas emissions, mostly produced by 

burning oil and coal. 

 The principal sources of greenhouse gases are industries in the imperialist “global north,” 
but the principal victims of global warming will be the countries and peoples of the 

“global south,” where floods, famine and chaotic weather changes will hit hardest. 

 To some degree global warming is irreversible, because greenhouse gases remain in the 

atmosphere for centuries. So the goal must be to reduce current emission levels 

substantially, to prevent the accumulation from reaching catastrophic levels. 

 To keep the global temperature increase under 2° the worldwide growth of greenhouse 

gas emissions must be stopped and reversed by 2015. The technologies to do so exist 

today. 

 Every delay in reducing emissions will increase the cost of later action, and increase the 

possibility of catastrophic climate change. 

Contrary to claims made by conservative critics, IPCC reports are far from “alarmist” — the 

Panel’s conclusions are a conservative, lowest-common-denominator summary of scientific 

judgments. That makes the IPCC’s forecasts all the more frightening: the horrors they describe 

are far from the worst that could happen. This is a crisis that demands rapid and decisive action. 

The Tories’ Reluctant Move 
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Global warming wasn’t supposed to be on the Conservative agenda at all. Prime Minister 

Stephen Harper is a long-time opponent of the Kyoto process — before he became Tory leader, 

he condemned it as a “socialist scheme.” And the Conservative Party, which receives strong 

support from corporations in the oil, gas and coal industries, did not want to alienate those 

supporters by legislating limits to greenhouse gases. 

So it’s scarcely surprising that when it took office the government quickly announced that the 

“6% below 1990 by 2012” Kyoto objective was hopelessly unrealistic – and that one of its first 

actions was to cancel fifteen existing environmental programs. 

What a difference a year makes! 

Accumulating scientific evidence and concrete experience with shifting weather patterns broke 

through the media blackout, promoting widespread public discussion and pushing global 

warming to the top of the polls as a voter concern. A survey conducted recently for BBC World 

found that 33% of Canadians are “very concerned” about the effects of climate change, and 

another 43% are “somewhat concerned.” 

The three opposition parties, which together have a majority of seats in the House of Commons, 

saw the Conservatives’ opposition to environmental action as a weakness they could exploit in 

the lead-up to the next election. The Kyoto Protocol was the Opposition’s chosen issue. 

This put the Tories on the defensive. The Conservatives are walking a tightrope, anxious to 

please their traditional supporters in energy and resource sector corporations, while needing to 

appear just green enough to win votes from an electorate that is increasingly concerned by 

climate inaction. 

The solution – lots of talk, but very little action. A plan that sounds good – the headlines read 

“Canada Seeks 18% Cut in Emissions” – but which actually allows emissions to grow. 

Trashing Kyoto 

Canada signed the Kyoto Protocol in 1998 and ratified it in 2002, promising to reduce 

greenhouse gases to 6% below the 1990 level, by 2012. Liberal governments in power until 

recently did nothing to carry through on that promise. The Liberals didn’t even announce a plan 

for climate change until 2005, by which time emissions had soared to 30% above the 1990 level. 

When the Opposition parties joined forces to push through a bill in support of Kyoto, the Tories 

fired back with a report that claimed implementing Kyoto “would plunge the Canadian economy 

into recession and dramatically lower the living standards of workers and families.” 
Unemployment would rise to 25%. Prices would soar, they said: electricity up 50%; gasoline up 

60%, natural gas up 100%. The real disposable income of a family of four would fall $4,000. 

This was pure demagogy: the Tories would normally have no compunctions about cutting living 

standards for working people. Their real concern is for corporate profits — money that is spent 

on reducing emissions doesn’t go into shareholders’ pockets. 



SOCIALIST VOICE / MAY 2007 / 7 

The government did not reveal the calculations that led to these dire conclusions, but the figures 

it did provide show that it deliberately made very negative assumptions about costs. In particular, 

it assumed immediate imposition of a tax of $195 per tonne on Greenhouse Gas emissions, vastly 

more than any pro-Kyoto expert has suggested would be needed. Then it assumed that all other 

taxes would be reduced to make the tax “revenue neutral.” 

The government never considered that emission tax revenue might be used to promote 

conservation by expanding public transit, or by retrofitting homes for energy efficiency, or by 

retooling the auto industry to build more efficient vehicles. 

And there is no suggestion in the Tory plan that the government could stop pouring billions into 

the military adventure in Afghanistan, and use the money instead to replace coal-fired electrical 

plants with non-polluting technology. 

Regulating “Intensity” 

A few weeks later, the Conservative government unveiled its own “Clean Air Regulatory 

Agenda,” which is entirely built around “emissions intensity” — reducing the amount of 

greenhouse gas produced for each unit of production. As virtually every analyst pointed out, if 

production rises faster than the decline in emissions intensity then total emissions will increase 

under the Tory Plan. 

That’s not just a hypothetical possibility: between 1990 and 2004, Canada’s emissions intensity 

improved 14%, but total emissions rose 27%! 

If that weren’t enough to condemn his proposals as a hoax, Baird’s “Action Plan” will let the 

polluters buy their way out of doing anything at all: 

 They’ll get credit for intensity reductions they made between 1992 and 2006. For many 

corporations those “business as usual” reductions could match all of the cuts that are 

supposedly required in the new plan. 

 They can contribute $15 a tonne for part of their excess emissions to a climate change 

technology fund. That’s a no-brainer if improving efficiency might cost more than 

$15/tonne. 

 They can buy “emissions credits” from other Canadian companies, and possibly 

internationally. 

 They can invest in projects that purportedly reduce emissions elsewhere in Canada or the 

Third World. 

Exemptions and Loopholes 

There is nothing in the plan that would stop corporations from closing down or moving high-

emission production to other countries, and no suggestion that they should be required to reduce 

emissions produced by factories they have already moved to the Third World directly or by 

outsourcing. 
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Canadian facilities that began production in 2004 or later will be exempted from all the 

regulations for three years, and other facilities will be exempted entirely if they can show that 

there is no available technology to reduce their emissions. 

To complete the picture, while details are limited, it appears that the Tory plan depends on self-

reporting by the biggest polluters. They’ll report their 2006 emissions this year to set a baseline, 

and then report their intensity results starting in 2010. The foxes will be in charge of the 

henhouse, and the opportunities for fraud will be unlimited. 

The measures proposed in the Conservative plan won’t reduce greenhouse gases — and what’s 

more, the government won’t even implement its proposed regulations this year. First they have to 

consult with stakeholders — meaning the lobbyists for big polluters. Then draft regulations for 

greenhouse gases will be published in the Spring of 2008, and the actual emission intensity 

targets won’t come into force until 2010. Vehicle fuel efficiency standards won’t be imposed 

until 2011. 

Even if it is all implemented exactly as described, and even if the most optimistic projections in 

the Tory plan are realized, the best that John Baird will say is that absolute emission levels will 

begin to decline “as early as 2010 and no later than 2012,” and that by 2020 emissions will be 

20% below the 2006 level. The Conservatives have refused to release any of the calculations 

these promises are based on — but even if the figures are correct, emissions in 2020 will still be 

much higher than they are supposed to be under Kyoto eight years earlier, and vastly higher than 

the targets that climate scientists say are necessary to head off the worst effects of global 

warming. 

The Conservative plan is so underwhelming that even Al Gore — no radical critic of capitalism! 

— called it a “complete and total fraud” that is “designed to mislead the Canadian people.” Well-

known British journalist and environmentalist George Monbiot said that Canadian Prime 

Minister Stephen Harper had joined U.S. President George Bush, and Australian Prime Minister 

John Howard in a new climate change “axis of evil.” 

The real nature of the Harper government’s policy was shown clearly at last week’s UN-

sponsored conference on climate change in Bonn, Germany. Knowledgeable observers describe 

Canada’s role as a “Trojan horse for anti-Kyoto countries, such as the United States and 

Australia.” The World Wildlife Fund’s Director of global climate change said that “Canada was 

part of a small group of rich countries that chose to stall urgent efforts to stop dangerous climate 

change.” 

*** 

The federal government’s plan puts “our” economy ahead of lives of the millions who will suffer 

and die if global warming continues. It assumes that the right of corporations to profit and grow 

is sacrosanct. Nothing, not even saving the planet, can be allowed to interfere with the divine 

rights of capitalism. 
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 But it isn’t “our” economy, it’s theirs. Their system is fouling things up so badly that much of 

the earth could become uninhabitable. It must be replaced by a society that puts people before 

profits. The choice is between EcoSocialism and Barbarism – and it’s a choice that humanity 

must make soon. 

The Tory plan is fraud. But the fact that the Canadian government felt required to produce any 

plan proves that there is growing support for action to cut greenhouse gas emissions. To stop the 

capitalist threat to our planet, we must build that sentiment into a movement. 
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Socialist Voice #171, May 24, 2007 

Nobody Wants to Take the Bull by the Horns 

by Fidel Castro Ruz 

(May 22, 2007) On March 28, less than two months ago, when Bush proclaimed his diabolical 

idea of producing fuel from food, after a meeting with the most important U.S. automobile 

manufacturers, I wrote my first reflection. 

The head of the empire was bragging that the United States was now the first world producer of 

ethanol, using corn as raw material. Hundreds of factories were being built or enlarged in the 

United States just for that purpose. 

During those days, the industrialized and rich nations were already toying with the same idea of 

using all kinds of cereals and oil seeds, including sunflower and soy which are excellent sources 

of proteins and oils. That’s why I chose to title that reflection: “More than 3 billion people in the 

world are being condemned to a premature death from hunger and thirst.” 

The dangers for the environment and for the human species were a topic that I had been 

meditating on for years. What I never imagined was the imminence of the danger. We as yet 

were not aware of the new scientific information about the celerity of climatic changes and their 

immediate consequences. 

On April 3, after Bush’s visit to Brazil, I wrote my reflections about “The internationalization of 

genocide.” 

At the same time, I warned that the deadly and sophisticated weapons that were being produced 

in the United States and in other countries could annihilate the life of the human species in a 

matter of days. 

To give humanity a respite and an opportunity to science and to the dubious good sense of the 

decision-makers, it is not necessary to take food away from two-thirds of the inhabitants of the 

planet. 

We have supplied information about the savings that could be made simply by replacing 

incandescent light bulbs with fluorescent ones, using approximate calculations. They are 

numbers followed by 11 and 12 zeros. The first corresponds to hundreds of billions of dollars 

saved in fuel each year, and the second to trillions of dollars in necessary investments to produce 

that electricity by merely changing light bulbs, meaning less than 10 percent of the total expenses 

and a considerable saving of time. 

With complete clarity, we have expressed that CO2 emissions, besides other pollutant gases, 

have been leading us quickly towards a rapid and inexorable climatic change. 

It was not easy to deal with these topics because of their dramatic and almost fatal content. 
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The fourth reflection was titled: “It is imperative to immediately have an energy revolution.” 
Proof of the waste of energy in the United States and of the inequality of its distribution in the 

world is that in the year 2005, there were less than 15 automobiles for each thousand people in 

China; there were 514 in Europe and 940 in the United States. 

The last of these countries, one of the richest territories in hydrocarbons, today suffers from a 

large deficit of oil and gas. According to Bush, these fuels must be extracted from foods, which 

are needed for the more and more hungry bellies of the poor of this Earth. 

On May Day 2006, I ended my speech to the people with the following words: 

“If the efforts being made by Cuba today were imitated by all the other countries in the 

world, the following would happen: 

“1st. The proved and potential hydrocarbon reserves would last twice as long. 

“2nd. The pollution unleashed on the environment by these hydrocarbons would be 

halved. 

“3rd. The world economy would have a break, since the enormous volume of 

transportation means and electrical appliances should be recycled. 

“4th. A fifteen-year moratorium on the construction of new nuclear power plants could be 

declared.” 

Changing light bulbs was the first thing we did in Cuba, and we have cooperated with various 

Caribbean nations to do the same. In Venezuela, the government has replaced 53 million 

incandescent light bulbs with fluorescent in more than 95% of the homes receiving electrical 

power. All the other measures to save energy are being resolutely carried out. 

Everything I am saying has been proven. 

Why is it that we just hear rumors without the leadership of industrialized countries openly 

committing to an energy revolution, which implies changes in concepts and hopes about growth 

and consumerism that have contaminated quite a few poor nations? 

Could it be that there is some other way of confronting the extremely serious dangers threatening 

us all? 

Nobody wants to take the bull by the horns. 
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Socialist Voice #172, May 28, 2007 

Fidel Castro on Global Warming, Biofuel, and World 

Hunger 

 More than Three Billion People Condemnedto Premature Death (March 29, 2007) 

 The Internationalization of Genocide (April 3, 2007) 

 An Immediate Energy Revolution Is Essential May 1, 2007) 

 The Biofuels Debate Heats Up (May 9, 2007) 

 

More Than Three Billion People in the World Condemned to Premature Death from 

Hunger and Thirst 

by Fidel Castro Ruz 

March 29, 2007 

That is not an exaggerated figure, but rather a cautious one. I have meditated a lot on that in the 

wake of President Bush’s meeting with U.S. automobile manufacturers. 

The sinister idea of converting food into fuel was definitively established as an economic line in 

U.S. foreign policy last Monday, March 26. 

A cable from the AP, the U.S. news agency that reaches all corners of the world, states verbatim: 

“WASHINGTON, March 26 (AP). President Bush touted the benefits of ‘flexible fuel’ vehicles 

running on ethanol and biodiesel on Monday, meeting with automakers to boost support for his 

energy plans. 

“Bush said a commitment by the leaders of the domestic auto industry to double their production 

of flex-fuel vehicles could help motorists shift away from gasoline and reduce the nation’s 

reliance on imported oil. 

‘“That’s a major technological breakthrough for the country,’ Bush said after inspecting three 

alternative vehicles. If the nation wants to reduce gasoline use, he said “the consumer has got to 

be in a position to make a rational choice.” 

“The president urged Congress to ‘move expeditiously’ on legislation the administration 

recently proposed to require the use of 35 billion gallons of alternative fuels by 2017 and seek 

higher fuel economy standards for automobiles. 

“Bush met with General Motors Corp. chairman and chief executive Rick Wagoner, Ford Motor 

Co. chief executive Alan Mulally and DaimlerChrysler AG’s Chrysler Group chief executive 

Tom LaSorda. 
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“They discussed support for flex-fuel vehicles, attempts to develop ethanol from alternative 

sources like switchgrass and wood chips and the administration’s proposal to reduce gas 

consumption by 20 percent in 10 years. 

“The discussions came amid rising gasoline prices. The latest Lundberg Survey found the 

nationwide average for gasoline has risen 6 cents per gallon in the past two weeks to $2.61.” 

I believe that reducing and moreover recycling all motors that run on electricity and fuel is an 

elemental and urgent need for all humanity. The tragedy does not lie in reducing those energy 

costs but in the idea of converting food into fuel. 

It is known very precisely today that one ton of corn can only produce 413 liters of ethanol on 

average, according to densities. That is equivalent to 109 gallons. 

The average price of corn in U.S. ports has risen to $167 per ton. Thus, 320 million tons of corn 

would be required to produce 35 billion gallons of ethanol. 

According to FAO figures, the U.S. corn harvest rose to 280.2 million tons in the year 2005. 

Although the president is talking of producing fuel derived from grass or wood shavings, anyone 

can understand that these are phrases totally lacking in realism. Let’s be clear: 35 billion gallons 

translates into 35 followed by nine zeros! 

Afterwards will come beautiful examples of what experienced and well-organized U.S. farmers 

can achieve in terms of human productivity by hectare: corn converted into ethanol; the chaff 

from that corn converted into animal feed containing 26% protein; cattle dung used as raw 

material for gas production. Of course, this is after voluminous investments only within the reach 

of the most powerful enterprises, in which everything has to be moved on the basis of electricity 

and fuel consumption. Apply that recipe to the countries of the Third World and you will see that 

people among the hungry masses of the Earth will no longer eat corn. Or something worse: lend 

funding to poor countries to produce corn ethanol based on corn or any other food and not a 

single tree will be left to defend humanity from climate change. 

Other countries in the rich world are planning to use not only corn but also wheat, sunflower 

seeds, rapeseed and other foods for fuel production. For the Europeans, for example, it would 

become a business to import all of the world’s soybeans with the aim of reducing the fuel costs 

for their automobiles and feeding their animals with the chaff from that legume, particularly rich 

in all types of essential amino acids. 

In Cuba, alcohol used to be produced as a byproduct of the sugar industry after having made 

three extractions of sugar from cane juice. Climate change is already affecting our sugar 

production. Lengthy periods of drought alternating with record rainfall, that barely make it 

possible to produce sugar with an adequate yield during the 100 days of our very moderate 

winter; hence, there is less sugar per ton of cane or less cane per hectare due to prolonged 

drought in the months of planting and cultivation. 
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I understand that in Venezuela they would be using alcohol not for export but to improve the 

environmental quality of their own fuel. For that reason, apart from the excellent Brazilian 

technology for producing alcohol, in Cuba the use of such a technology for the direct production 

of alcohol from sugar cane juice is no more than a dream or the whim of those carried away by 

that idea. In our country, land handed over to the direct production of alcohol could be much 

useful for food production for the people and for environmental protection. 

All the countries of the world, rich and poor, without any exception, could save millions and 

millions of dollars in investment and fuel simply by changing all the incandescent light bulbs for 

fluorescent ones, an exercise that Cuba has carried out in all homes throughout the country. That 

would provide a breathing space to resist climate change without killing the poor masses through 

hunger. 

As can be observed, I am not using adjectives to qualify the system and the lords of the earth. 

That task can be excellently undertaken by news experts and honest social, economic and 

political scientists abounding in the world who are constantly delving into to the present and 

future of our species. A computer and the growing number of Internet networks are sufficient for 

that. 

Today, we are seeing for the first time a really globalized economy and a dominant power in the 

economic, political and military terrain that in no way resembles that of Imperial Rome. 

Some people will be asking themselves why I am talking of hunger and thirst. My response to 

that: it is not about the other side of the coin, but about several sides of something else, like a die 

with six sides, or a polyhedron with many more sides. 

I refer in this case to an official news agency, founded in 1945 and generally well-informed 

about economic and social questions in the world: TELAM. It said, and I quote: 

“In just 18 years, close to 2 billion people will be living in countries and regions where water 

will be a distant memory. Two-thirds of the world’s population could be living in places where 

that scarcity produces social and economic tensions of such a magnitude that it could lead 

nations to wars for the precious ‘blue gold.’ 

“Over the last 100 years, the use of water has increased at a rate twice as fast as that of 

population growth. 

“According to statistics from the World Water Council, it is estimated that by 2015, the number 

of inhabitants affected by this grave situation will rise by 3.5 billion people. 

“The United Nations celebrated World Water Day on March 23, and called to begin confronting, 

that very day, the international scarcity of water, under the coordination of the UN Food and 

Agriculture Organization (FAO), with the goal of highlighting the increasing importance of 

water scarcity on a global scale, and the need for greater integration and cooperation that 

would make it possible to guarantee sustained and efficient management of water resources. 
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“Many regions on the planet are suffering from severe water shortages, living with less than 500 

cubic meters per person per year. The number of regions suffering from chronic scarcity of this 

vital element is increasingly growing. 

“The principal consequences of water scarcity are an insufficient amount of the precious liquid 

for producing food, the impossibility of industrial, urban and tourism development and health 

problems.” 

That was the TELEAM cable. 

In this case I will refrain from mentioning other important facts, like the melting ice in 

Greenland and the Antarctic, damage to the ozone layer and the growing volume of mercury in 

many species of fish for common consumption. 

There are other issues that could be addressed, but with these lines I am just trying to comment 

on President Bush’s meeting with the principal executives of U.S. automakers. 

 

The Internationalization of Genocide 

by Fidel Castro Ruz 

April 3, 2007 

The Camp David meeting has just come to an end. All of us followed the press conference 

offered by the presidents of the United States and Brazil attentively, as we did the news 

surrounding the meeting and the opinions voiced in this connection. 

Faced with demands related to customs duties and subsidies which protect and support US 

ethanol production, Bush did not make the slightest concession to his Brazilian guest at Camp 

David. 

President Lula attributed to this the rise in corn prices, which, according to his own statements, 

had gone up more than 85 percent. 

Before these statements were made, the Washington Post had published an article by the 

Brazilian leader which expounded on the idea of transforming food into fuel. 

It is not my intention to hurt Brazil or to meddle in the internal affairs of this great country. It 

was in effect in Rio de Janeiro, host of the United Nations Conference on Environment and 

Development, exactly 15 years ago, where I delivered a 7-minute speech vehemently denouncing 

the environmental dangers that menaced our species’ survival. Bush Sr., then President of the 

United States, was present at that meeting and applauded my words out of courtesy; all other 

presidents there applauded, too. 

No one at Camp David answered the fundamental question. Where are the more than 500 million 

tons of corn and other cereals which the United States, Europe and wealthy nations require to 

produce the gallons of ethanol that big companies in the United States and other countries 

demand in exchange for their voluminous investments going to be produced and who is going to 
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supply them? Where are the soy, sunflower and rape seeds, whose essential oils these same, 

wealthy nations are to turn into fuel, going to be produced and who will produce them? 

Some countries are food producers which export their surpluses. The balance of exporters and 

consumers had already become precarious before this and food prices had skyrocketed. In the 

interests of brevity, I shall limit myself to pointing out the following: 

According to recent data, the five chief producers of corn, barley, sorghum, rye, millet and oats 

which Bush wants to transform into the raw material of ethanol production, supply the world 

market with 679 million tons of these products. Similarly, the five chief consumers, some of 

which also produce these grains, currently require 604 million annual tons of these products. The 

available surplus is less than 80 million tons of grain. 

This colossal squandering of cereals destined to fuel production —and these estimates do not 

include data on oily seeds—shall serve to save rich countries less than 15 percent of the total 

annual consumption of their voracious automobiles. 

At Camp David, Bush declared his intention of applying this formula around the world. This 

spells nothing other than the internationalization of genocide. 

In his statements, published by the Washington Post on the eve of the Camp David meeting, the 

Brazilian president affirmed that less than one percent of Brazil’s arable land was used to grow 

cane destined to ethanol production. This is nearly three times the land surface Cuba used when 

it produced nearly 10 million tons of sugar a year, before the crisis that befell the Soviet Union 

and the advent of climate changes. 

Our country has been producing and exporting sugar for a longer time. First, on the basis of the 

work of slaves, whose numbers swelled to over 300 thousand in the first years of the 19th 

century and who turned the Spanish colony into the world’s number one exporter. Nearly one 

hundred years later, at the beginning of the 20th century, when Cuba was a pseudo-republic 

which had been denied full independence by US interventionism; it was immigrants from the 

West Indies and illiterate Cubans alone who bore the burden of growing and harvesting 

sugarcane on the island. The scourge of our people was the off-season, inherent to the cyclical 

nature of the harvest. Sugarcane plantations were the property of US companies or powerful 

Cuban-born landowners. Cuba, thus, has more experience than anyone as regards the social 

impact of this crop. 

This past Sunday, April 1, the CNN televised the opinions of Brazilian experts who affirm that 

many lands destined to sugarcane have been purchased by wealthy Americans and Europeans. 

As part of my reflections on the subject, published on March 29, I expounded on the impact 

climate change has had on Cuba and on other basic characteristics of our country’s climate 

which contribute to this. 

On our poor and anything but consumerist island, one would be unable to find enough workers to 

endure the rigors of the harvest and to care for the sugarcane plantations in the ever more intense 
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heat, rains or droughts. When hurricanes lash the island, not even the best machines can harvest 

the bent-over and twisted canes. For centuries, the practice of burning sugarcane was unknown 

and no soil was compacted under the weight of complex machines and enormous trucks. 

Nitrogen, potassium and phosphate fertilizers, today extremely expensive, did not yet even exist, 

and the dry and wet months succeeded each other regularly. In modern agriculture, no high 

yields are possible without crop rotation methods. 

On Sunday, April 1, the French Press Agency (AFP) published disquieting reports on the subject 

of climate change, which experts gathered by the United Nations already consider an inevitable 

phenomenon that will spell serious repercussions for the world in the coming decades. 

According to a UN report to be approved next week in Brussels, climate change will have a 

significant impact on the American continent, generating more violent storms and heat waves 

and causing droughts, the extinction of some species and even hunger in Latin America. 

The AFP report indicates that the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 

forewarned that at the end of this century, every hemisphere will endure water-related problems 

and, if governments take no measures in this connection, rising temperatures could increase the 

risks of mortality, contamination, natural catastrophes and infectious diseases. 

In Latin America, global warming is already melting glaciers in the Andes and threatening the 

Amazon forest, whose perimeter may slowly be turned into a savannah, the cable goes on to 

report. 

Because a great part of its population lives near the coast, the United States is also vulnerable to 

extreme natural phenomena, as hurricane Katrina demonstrated in 2005. 

According to AFP, this is the second of three IPCC reports which began to be published last 

February, following an initial scientific forecast which established the certainty of climate 

change. 

This second 1400-page report which analyzes climate change in different sectors and regions, of 

which AFP has obtained a copy, considers that, even if radical measures to reduce carbon 

dioxide emissions that pollute the atmosphere are taken, the rise in temperatures around the 

planet in the coming decades is already unavoidable, concludes the French Press Agency. 

As was to be expected, at the Camp David meeting, Dan Fisk, National Security advisor for the 

region, declared that “in the discussion on regional issues, [I expect] Cuba to come up (…) if 
there’s anyone that knows how to create starvation, it’s Fidel Castro. He also knows how not to 

do ethanol”. 

As I find myself obliged to respond to this gentleman, it is my duty to remind him that Cuba’s 

infant mortality rate is lower than the United States’. All citizens —this is beyond question—
enjoy free medical services. Everyone has access to education and no one is denied employment, 

in spite of nearly half a century of economic blockade and the attempts of US governments to 

starve and economically asphyxiate the people of Cuba. 
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China would never devote a single ton of cereals or leguminous plants to the production of 

ethanol, and it is an economically prosperous nation which is breaking growth records, where all 

citizens earn the income they need to purchase essential consumer items, despite the fact that 48 

percent of its population, which exceeds 1.3 billion, works in agriculture. On the contrary, it has 

set out to reduce energy consumption considerably by shutting down thousands of factories 

which consume unacceptable amounts of electricity and hydrocarbons. It imports many of the 

food products mentioned above from far-off corners of the world, transporting these over 

thousands of miles. 

Scores of countries do not produce hydrocarbons and are unable to produce corn and other grains 

or oily seeds, for they do not even have enough water to meet their most basic needs. 

At a meeting on ethanol production held in Buenos Aires by the Argentine Oil Industry Chamber 

and Cereals Exporters Association, Loek Boonekamp, the Dutch head of the Organization for 

Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD)’s commercial and marketing division, told the 

press that governments are very much enthused about this process but that they should 

objectively consider whether ethanol ought to be given such resolute support. 

According to Boonekamp, the United States is the only country where ethanol can be profitable 

and, without subsidies, no other country can make it viable. 

According to the report, Boonekamp insists that ethanol is not manna from Heaven and that we 

should not blindly commit to developing this process. 

Today, developed countries are pushing to have fossil fuels mixed with biofuels at around five 

percent and this is already affecting agricultural prices. If this figure went up to 10 percent, 30 

percent of the United States’ cultivated surface and 50 percent of Europe’s would be required. 

That is the reason Boonekamp asks himself whether the process is sustainable, as an increase in 

the demand for crops destined to ethanol production would generate higher and less stable prices. 

Protectionist measures are today at 54 cents per gallon and real subsidies reach far higher figures. 

Applying the simple arithmetic we learned in high school, we could show how, by simply 

replacing incandescent bulbs with fluorescent ones, as I explained in my previous reflections, 

millions and millions of dollars in investment and energy could be saved, without the need to use 

a single acre of farming land. 

In the meantime, we are receiving news from Washington, through the AP, reporting that the 

mysterious disappearance of millions of bees throughout the United States has edged beekeepers 

to the brink of a nervous breakdown and is even cause for concern in Congress, which will 

discuss this Thursday the critical situation facing this insect, essential to the agricultural sector. 

According to the report, the first disquieting signs of this enigma became evident shortly after 

Christmas in the state of Florida, when beekeepers discovered that their bees had vanished 

without a trace. Since then, the syndrome which experts have christened as Colony Collapse 

Disorder (CCD) has reduced the country’s swarms by 25 percent. 
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Daniel Weaver, president of the US Beekeepers Association, stated that more than half a million 

colonies, each with a population of nearly 50 thousand bees, had been lost. He added that the 

syndrome has struck 30 of the country’s 50 states. What is curious about the phenomenon is that, 

in many cases, the mortal remains of the bees are not found. 

According to a study conducted by Cornell University, these industrious insects pollinate crops 

valued at anywhere from 12 to 14 billion dollars. 

Scientists are entertaining all kinds of hypotheses, including the theory that a pesticide may have 

caused the bees’ neurological damage and altered their sense of orientation. Others lay the blame 

on the drought and even mobile phone waves, but, what’s certain is that no one knows exactly 

what has unleashed this syndrome. 

The worst may be yet to come: a new war aimed at securing gas and oil supplies that can take 

humanity to the brink of total annihilation. 

Invoking intelligence sources, Russian newspapers have reported that a war on Iran has been in 

the works for over three years now, since the day the government of the United States resolved to 

occupy Iraq completely, unleashing a seemingly endless and despicable civil war. 

All the while, the government of the United States devotes hundreds of billions to the 

development of highly sophisticated technologies, as those which employ micro-electronic 

systems or new nuclear weapons which can strike their targets an hour following the order to 

attack. 

The United States brazenly turns a deaf ear to world public opinion, which is against all kinds of 

nuclear weapons. 

Razing all of Iran’s factories to the ground is a relatively easy task, from the technical point of 

view, for a powerful country like the United States. The difficult task may come later, if a new 

war were to be unleashed against another Muslim faith which deserves our utmost respect, as do 

all other religions of the Near, Middle or Far East, predating or postdating Christianity. 

The arrest of English soldiers at Iran’s territorial waters recalls the nearly identical act of 

provocation of the so-called “Brothers to the Rescue” who, ignoring President Clinton’s orders 

advanced over our country’s territorial waters. Cuba’s absolutely legitimate and defensive action 

gave the United States a pretext to promulgate the well-known Helms-Burton Act, which 

encroaches upon the sovereignty of other nations besides Cuba. The powerful media have 

consigned that episode to oblivion. No few people attribute the price of oil, at nearly 70 dollars a 

gallon as of Monday, to fears of a possible invasion of Iran. 

Where shall poor Third World countries find the basic resources needed to survive? 

I am not exaggerating or using overblown language. I am confining myself to the facts. 

As can be seen, the polyhedron has many dark faces. 
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An Immediate Energy Revolution is Essential 

“It hurts to think that 10 billion tons of fossil fuel is consumed every year. This means that each 

year we waste what it took nature one million years to create.” 

by Fidel Castro Ruz 

From Granma, May 1 2007 

I hold nothing against Brazil, even though to more than a few Brazilians continuously 

bombarded with the most diverse arguments that could well confuse even people who 

traditionally have been friendly to Cuba, we might sound callous and careless about hurting that 

country’s net income of hard currency. However, for me to keep silent would be to opt between 

the idea of a world tragedy and a presumed benefit for the people of that great nation. 

I do not blame Lula and the Brazilians for the objective laws that have governed the history of 

our species. Barely 7,000 years have passed since human beings left their tangible mark on what 

has come to be a civilization immensely rich in culture and technical knowledge. Advances have 

not been achieved at the same time or in the same geographical latitudes. It can be said that due 

to the apparent enormity of our planet, quite often the existence of one or another civilization 

was unknown. For thousands of years human beings never lived in cities with 20 million 

inhabitants such as Sao Paulo or Mexico City, or in urban communities such as Paris, Madrid, 

Berlin and others who see trains speeding by on rail and air cushions at speeds of more than 250 

miles an hour. 

At the time of Christopher Columbus, barely 500 years ago, some of these cities did not exist, or 

had populations that did not exceed several tens of thousands. Nobody used one single kilowatt 

to light his/her home. The population of the world at that time was probably no more than 500 

million. We know that in 1830, world population reached the first billion mark; 130 years later it 

had multiplied by three; and 46 years later the total number of inhabitants on the planet had 

grown to 6.5 billion, the immense majority of whom were poor, having to share food products 

with domestic animals and from this time onward, with biofuels. 

At that time, humanity did not have all the advances in computers and means of communication 

that we have today, even though the first atomic bombs had already been detonated over two 

large human communities in a brutal act of terrorism against a defenseless civilian population, 

for reasons that were strictly political. 

Today, the world has tens of thousands of nuclear bombs that are 50 times as powerful, with 

carriers that are several times faster than the speed of sound and have absolute precision; our 

sophisticated species could destroy itself with them. At the end of World War II, fought by the 

peoples against fascism, a new power emerged that took over the world and imposed the 

absolutist and cruel order under which we live today. 

Before Bush’s trip to Brazil, the leader of the empire decided that corn and other foodstuffs 

would be suitable raw material for the production of biofuels. For his part, Lula stated that Brazil 



SOCIALIST VOICE / MAY 2007 / 21 

could supply as much biofuel as necessary from sugar cane; he saw in this formula a possibility 

for the future of the Third World, and the only problem left to solve would be to improve the 

living conditions of the sugarcane workers. He was well aware – and he said it – that the United 

States should in turn lift the custom tariffs and the subsidies affecting ethanol exports to that 

country. 

Bush replied that custom tariffs and subsidies to growers were untouchable in a country such as 

the United States, which is the first world producer of ethanol from corn. 

The large U.S. transnational producers of this biofuel, which are investing tens of billions of 

dollars at an accelerated pace, had demanded from the imperial leader the distribution in the U.S. 

market of no less than 35 billions (35,000,000,000) of gallons of this fuel every year. The 

combination of protective tariffs and real subsidies would raise that figure to almost one hundred 

billion dollars every year. 

Insatiable in its demand, the empire had launched into the world the slogan of producing biofuels 

in order to free the United States, the world’s supreme energy consumer, from all external 

dependency on hydrocarbons. 

History shows that sugar as a mono-crop was closely associated with the enslavement of 

Africans, forcibly uprooted from their natural communities and brought to Cuba, Haiti and other 

Caribbean islands. In Brazil, the exact same thing happened with sugarcane cultivation. 

Today, in that country, almost 80% of sugar cane is cut by hand. Sources and studies contributed 

by Brazilian researchers affirm that one sugarcane cutter, a piece-work laborer, must produce no 

less than12 tons in order to meet basic needs. This one worker needs to perform 36,630 flexing 

movements with his legs, make small trips 800 times carrying 15 kilos of cane in his arms and 

walk 8,800 meters in his task. He loses an average of 8 liters of water every day. Only by 

burning cane can that productivity per person be achieved. Cane cut by hand or by machines is 

usually burned to protect people from nasty bites and especially to increase productivity. Even 

though the established norm for a working day is from 8 in the morning until 5 in the afternoon, 

this type of piece-work cane cutting tends to go on for a 12-hour working day. The temperature 

sometimes rises to 45 degrees centigrade by noon. 

I have cut cane myself more than once as a moral duty, as have many other comrade leaders of 

the country. I remember August of 1969. I chose a place close to the capital. I went there very 

early every day. It was not burned cane but green cane, an early variety and high in agricultural 

and industrial yield. I cut for four hours non-stop. Somebody else was sharpening the machete. I 

consistently produced a minimum of 3.4 tons per day. Then I would shower, calmly have some 

lunch and take a break in a place nearby. I earned several coupons in the famous harvest of 1970. 

I had just turned 44 then. The rest of the time, until bedtime, I worked at my revolutionary duties. 

I stopped that personal effort after wounding my left foot. The sharpened machete had sliced 

through my protective boot. The national goal was 10 million tons of sugar and approximately 4 

million tons of molasses as by-product. We never reached that goal, although we came close. 
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The USSR had not disappeared; that seemed impossible. The Special Period, which took us to a 

struggle for survival and to economic inequalities with their inherent elements of corruption, had 

not yet begun. Imperialism believed that the time had come to finish off the Revolution. It is also 

fair to acknowledge that during the years of bonanza we wasted resources and our idealism ran 

high along with the dreams accompanying our heroic process. 

The great agricultural yields of the United States were achieved by rotating gramineae (corn, 

wheat, oats, millet and other similar grains) with legumes (soy, alfalfa, beans, etc.). These 

contribute nitrogen and organic material to the soil. The corn crop yield in the United States in 

2005, according to UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) data, was 9.3 tons per hectare. 

In Brazil they only obtain 3 tons of this same grain over a similar area of land. The total 

production registered by this sister nation that year was 34,600,000 tons, consumed internally as 

food. It cannot contribute corn to the world market. 

Prices for this grain, the staple diet in numerous countries of the region, have almost doubled. 

What will happen when hundreds of millions of tons of corn are redirected toward the production 

of biofuel? And I would rather not mention the volumes of wheat, millet, oats, barley, sorghum 

and other cereals that industrialized countries will use as a source of fuel for its engines. 

Add to this that it is very difficult for Brazil to rotate corn and legumes. Of the Brazilian states 

traditionally producing corn, eight are responsible for 90% of production: Paraná, Minas Gerais, 

Sao Paulo, Goiás, Mato Grosso, Rio Grande do Sul, Santa Catarina y Mato Grosso do Sul. On 

the other hand, 60% of sugarcane, a grain that cannot be rotated with other crops, is cultivated in 

four states: Sao Paulo, Paraná, Pernambuco and Alagoas. 

The engines of tractors, harvesters and the heavy machinery required to mechanize the harvest 

would use growing amounts of hydrocarbons. The increase of mechanization would not help in 

the prevention of global warming, something that has been proven by experts who have 

measured annual temperatures for the last 150 years. 

Brazil does produce an excellent food that is especially rich in protein: soy, 50,115,000 tons. It 

consumes almost 23 million tons and exports 27,300,000 tons. Could it be that a large part of this 

soy will be converted to biofuel? 

As it is, the producers of beef cattle are beginning to complain that grazing land is being 

transformed into sugarcane fields. 

The former agriculture minister of Brazil, Roberto Rodrigues, an important advocate of the 

current government position – and presently a co-president of the Inter-American Ethanol 

Commission created in 2006 following an agreement with the state of Florida and the Inter-

American Development Bank (IDB) to promote the use of biofuel on the American continent – 

announced that the program to mechanize the sugarcane harvest will not create more jobs but, on 

the contrary, would produce a surplus of non-qualified manpower. 
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We know that the poorest workers from various states are the ones who gravitate toward cane 

cutting out of necessity. Sometimes, they have to spend many months away from their families. 

That is what happened in Cuba until the triumph of the Revolution, when the cutting and lifting 

of sugarcane was done by hand, and mechanized cultivation or transportation hardly existed. 

With the demise of the brutal system forced on our society the cane-cutters, massively taught to 

read and write, abandoned their peregrinations within a few years and it became necessary to 

replace them with hundreds of thousands of voluntary workers. 

Added to this is the latest report by the United Nations on climate change, which affirms what 

would happen in South America with water from the glaciers and the Amazon water basin as the 

temperature of the atmosphere continue to rise. 

Nothing is preventing U.S. and European capital from funding the production of biofuels. They 

could even send the funds as gifts to Brazil and Latin America. The United States, Europe and 

the other industrialized nations would save more than $140 billion every year without having to 

worry about the consequences for the climate and the hunger which would affect the countries of 

the Third World in the first place. They would always be left with enough money for biofuels 

and to acquire the little food available on the world market at any price. 

It is imperative to have an immediate energy revolution that consists not only of replacing all the 

incandescent light bulbs, but also of massively recycling all domestic, commercial, industrial, 

transport and social electric appliances that require two and three times more energy with their 

earlier technologies. 

It hurts to think that 10 billion tons of fossil fuel is consumed every year. This means that each 

year we waste what it took nature one million years to create. National industries are faced with 

enormous challenges, including the reduction of unemployment. In that way, we could gain a 

little time. 

Another risk of a different nature facing the world is an economic recession in the United States. 

In the past few days, the dollar has broken records in losing value. On the other hand, every 

country has most of its reserves in convertible currencies precisely in this paper currency and in 

U.S. bonds. 

Tomorrow, May Day, is a good day to bring these reflections to the workers and to all the poor 

of the world. At the same time we should protest against something incredible and humiliating 

that has just occurred: the release of a terrorist monster, precisely on the 46th Anniversary of the 

Revolutionary Victory of the Bay of Pigs. 

Prison for the assassin! 

Freedom for the Five Heroes! 

 

The Biofuels Debate Heats Up 
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by Fidel Castro Ruz  

May 9, 2007 

Atilio Borón, a prestigious leftist intellectual who until recently headed the Latin American 

Council of Social Sciences (CLACSO), wrote an article for the 6th Hemispheric Meeting of 

Struggle against the FTAs and for the Integration of Peoples which just wrapped up in Havana; 

he was kind enough to send it to me along with a letter. 

The gist of what he wrote I have summarized using exact quotes of paragraphs and phrases in his 

article; it reads as follows: 

Pre-capitalist societies already knew about oil which surfaced in shallow deposits and they used 

for non-commercial purposes, such as waterproofing the wooden hulls of ships or in textile 

products, or for torches. Its original name was ‘petroleum’ or stone-oil. 

By the end of the 19th century –after the discovery of large oilfields in Pennsylvania, United 

States, and the technological developments propelled by the massive use of the internal 

combustion engine– oil became the energy paradigm of the 20th century. 

Energy is conceived of as just merchandise. Like Marx warned us, this is not due to the 

perversity or callousness of some individual capitalist or another, but rather the consequence of 

the logic of the accumulation process, which is prone to the ceaseless “mercantilism” that 

touches on all components of social life, both material and symbolic. The mercantilist process 

did not stop with the human being, but simultaneously extended to nature. The land and its 

products, the rivers and the mountains, the jungles and the forests became the target of its 

irrepressible pillage. Foodstuffs, of course, could not escape this hellish dynamic. Capitalism 

turns everything that crosses its path into merchandise. 

Foodstuffs are transformed into fuels to make viable the irrationality of a civilization that, to 

sustain the wealth and privilege of a few, is brutally assaulting the environment and the ecologic 

conditions which made it possible for life to appear on Earth. 

Transforming food into fuels is a monstrosity. 

Capitalism is preparing to perpetrate a massive euthanasia on the poor, and particularly on the 

poor of the South, since it is there that the greatest reserves of the earth’s biomass required to 

produce biofuels are found. Regardless of numerous official statements assuring that this is not a 

choice between food and fuel, reality shows that this, and no other, is exactly the alternative: 

either the land is used to produce food or to produce biofuels. 

The main lessons taught us by FAO data on the subject of agricultural land and the consumption 

of fertilizers are the following: 

 Agricultural land per capita in developed capitalism almost doubles that existing in the 

underdeveloped periphery: 3.26 acres per person in the North as opposed to 1.6 in the 

South; this is explained by the simple fact that close to 80 percent of the world population 

live in the underdeveloped periphery. 
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 Brazil has slightly more agricultural land per capita than the developed countries. It 

becomes clear that this nation will have to assign huge tracts of its enormous land 

surface to meet the demands of the new energy paradigm. 

 China and India have 1.05 and 0.43 acres per person respectively. 

 The small nations of the Antilles, with their traditional one-crop agriculture, that is 

sugarcane, demonstrate eloquently its erosive effects exemplified by the extraordinary 

rate of consumption of fertilizers per acre needed to support this production. If in the 

peripheral countries the average figure is 109 kilograms of fertilizer per hectare (as 

opposed to 84 in developed countries), in Barbados the figure is 187.5, in Dominica 600, 

en Guadeloupe 1,016, in St. Lucia 1,325 and in Martinique 1,609. The use of fertilizers is 

tantamount to intensive oil consumption, and so the much touted advantage of agrifuels 

to reduce the consumption of hydrocarbons seems more an illusion than a reality. The 

total agricultural land of the European Union is barely sufficient to cover 30 percent of 

their current needs for fuel but not their future needs that will probably be greater. In the 

United States, the satisfaction of their current demand for fossil fuels would require the 

use of 121 percent of all their agricultural land for agrifuels. 

Consequently, the supply of agrifuels will have to come from the South, from capitalism’s poor 

and neocolonial periphery. Mathematics does not lie: neither the United States nor the European 

Union have available land to support an increase in food production and an expansion of the 

production of agrifuels at the same time. 

Deforestation of the planet would increase the land surface suitable for agriculture (but only for 

a while). Therefore this would be only for a few decades, at the most. These lands would then 

suffer desertification and the situation would be worse than ever, aggravating even further the 

dilemma pitting the production of food against that of ethanol or biodiesel. 

The struggle against hunger –and there are some 2 billion people who suffer from hunger in the 

world– will be seriously impaired by the expansion of land taken over by agrifuel crops. 

Countries where hunger is a universal scourge will bear witness to the rapid transformation of 

agriculture that would feed the insatiable demand for fuels needed by a civilization based on 

their irrational use. The only result possible is an increase in the cost of food and thus, the 

worsening of the social situation in the South countries. 

Moreover, the world population grows 76 million people every year who will obviously demand 

food that will be steadily more expensive and farther out of their reach. 

In The Globalist Perspective, Lester Brown predicted less than a year ago that automobiles 

would absorb the largest part of the increase in world grain production in 2006. Of the 20 

million tons added to those existing in 2005, 14 million were used in the production of fuels, and 

only 6 million tons were used to satisfy the needs of the hungry. This author affirms that the 

world appetite for automobile fuel is insatiable. Brown concluded by saying that a scenario is 
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being prepared where a head-on confrontation will take place between the 800 million 

prosperous car owners and the food consumers. 

The devastating impact of increased food prices, which will inexorably happen as the land is 

used either for food or for fuel, was demonstrated in the work of C. Ford Runge and Benjamin 

Senauer, two distinguished professors from the University of Minnesota, in an article published 

in the English language edition of the Foreign Affairs magazine whose title says it all: “How 

Biofuels Could Starve the Poor”. The authors claim that in the United States the growth of the 

agrifuel industry has given rise to increases not only in the price of corn, oleaginous seeds and 

other grains, but also in the prices of apparently unrelated crops and products. The use of land 

to grow corn which will feed the fauces of ethanol is reducing the area for other crops. The food 

processors using crops such as peas and young corn have been forced to pay higher prices in 

order to ensure their supplies. This is a cost that will eventually be passed on to the consumer. 

The increase in food prices is also hitting the livestock and poultry industries. The higher costs 

have produced an abrupt decrease in income, especially in the poultry and pork sectors. If 

income continues to decrease, so will production, and the prices of chicken, turkey, pork, milk 

and eggs will increase. They warn that the most devastating effects of increasing food prices will 

be felt especially in Third World countries. 

Studies made by the Belgian Office of Scientific Affairs shows that biodiesel causes more health 

and environmental hazards because it creates a more pulverized pollution and releases more 

pollutants that destroy the ozone layer. 

With regards to the argument claming that the agrifuels are harmless, Victor Bronstein, a 

professor at the University of Buenos Aires, has demonstrated that: 

 It is not true that biofuels are a renewable and constant energy source, given that the 

crucial factor in plant growth is not sunlight but the availability of water and suitable 

soil conditions. If this were not the case, we would be able to grow corn or sugarcane in 

the Sahara Desert. The effects of large-scale production of biofuels will be devastating. 

 It is not true that they do not pollute. Even if ethanol produces less carbon emissions, the 

process to obtain it pollutes the surface and the water with nitrates, herbicides, pesticides 

and waste, and the air is polluted with aldehydes and alcohols that are carcinogens. The 

presumption of a “green and clean” fuel is a fallacy. The proposal of agrifuels is 

unviable, and it is ethically and politically unacceptable. But it is not enough just to 

reject it. It is necessary to implement a new energy revolution, but one that is at the 

service of the people and not at the service of the monopolies and imperialism. This is, 

perhaps, the most important challenge of our time, concludes Atilio Borón. 

As you can see, this summary took up some space. We need space and time; practically a book. 

It has been said that the masterpiece which made author Gabriel García Márquez famous, One 

Hundred Years of Solitude, required him to write fifty pages for each page that was printed. How 

much time would my poor pen need to refute those who for a material interest, ignorance, 
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indifference or even for all three at the same time defend the evil idea and to spread the solid and 

honest arguments of those who struggle for the life of the species? 

Some very important opinions and points of view were discussed at the Hemispheric Meeting in 

Havana. We should talk about those that brought us real-life images of cutting sugarcane by hand 

in a documentary film that seemed a reflection of Dante’s Inferno. A growing number of 

opinions are carried by the media every day and everywhere in the world, from institutions like 

the United Nations right up to national scientific associations. I simply perceive that the debate is 

heating up. The fact that the subject is being discussed is already an important step forward. 
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Socialist Voice #173, May 28, 2007 

Fidel Castro: The English Submarine 

by Fidel Castro Ruz  

May 21, 2007 

The press dispatches bring the news; it belongs to the Astute Class, the first of its kind to be 

constructed in Great Britain in more than two decades. 

“A nuclear reactor will allow it to navigate without refuelling during its 25 year of service. Since 

it makes its own oxigen and drinking water, it can circumnavigate the globe without needing to 

surface,” was the statement to the BBC by Nigel Ward, head of the shipyards. 

“It’s a mean looking beast”, says another. 

“Looming above us is a construction shed 12 storeys high. Within it are 3 nuclear-powered 

submarines at different stages of construction,” assures yet another. 

Someone says that “it can observe the movements of cruisers in New York Harbor right from the 

English Channel, drawing close to the coast without being detected and listen to conversations 

on cell phones”. “In addition, it can transport special troops in mini-subs that, at the same time, 

will be able to fire lethal Tomahawk missiles for distances of 1,400 miles”, a fourth person 

declares. 

El Mercurio, the Chilean newspaper, emphatically spreads the news. The UK Royal Navy 

declares that it will be one of the most advanced in the world. The first of them will be launched 

on June 8 and will go into service in January of 2009. 

It can transport up to 38 Tomahawk cruise missiles and Spearfish torpedoes, capable of 

destroying a large warship. It will possess a permanent crew of 98 sailors who will even be able 

to watch movies on giant plasma screens. 

The new Astute will carry the latest generation of Block 4 Tomahawk torpedoes which can be 

reprogrammed in flight. It will be the first one not having a system of conventional periscopes 

and, instead, will be using fibre optics, infrared waves and thermal imaging. 

“BAE Systems, the armaments manufacturer, will build two other submarines of the same class,” 
AP reported. The total cost of the three submarines, according to calculations that will certainly 

be below the mark, is 7.5 billion dollars. 

What a feat for the British! The intelligent and tenacious people of that nation will surely not feel 

any sense of pride. What is most amazing is that with such an amount of money, 75 thousand 

doctors could be trained to care for 150 million people, assuming that the cost of training a 

doctor would be one-third of what it costs in the United States. You could build 3 thousand 

polyclinics, outfitted with sophisticated equipment, ten times what our country possesses. Cuba 

is currently training thousands of young people from other countries as medical doctors. 



SOCIALIST VOICE / MAY 2007 / 29 

In any remote African village, a Cuban doctor can impart medical knowledge to any youth from 

the village or from the surrounding municipality who has the equivalent of a grade twelve 

education, using videos and computers energized by a small solar panel; the youth does not even 

have to leave his hometown, nor does he need to be contaminated with the consumer habits of a 

large city. 

The important thing is the patients who are suffering from malaria or any other of the typical and 

unmistakable diseases that the student will be seeing together the doctor. 

The method has been tested with surprising results. The knowledge and practical experience 

accumulated for years have no possible comparison. The non-lucrative practice of medicine is 

capable of winning over all noble hearts. 

Since the beginning of the Revolution, Cuba has been engaged in training doctors, teachers and 

other professionals; with a population of less than 12 million inhabitants, today we have more 

Comprehensive General Medicine specialists than all the doctors in sub-Saharan Africa where 

the population exceeds 700 million people. 

We must bow our heads in awe after reading the news about the English submarine. It teaches 

us, among other things, about the sophisticated weapons that are needed to maintain the 

untenable order developed by the United States imperial system. 

We cannot forget that for centuries, and until recently, England was called the Queen of the Seas. 

Today, what remains of that privileged position is merely a fraction of the hegemonic power of 

her ally and leader, the United States. Churchill said: Sink the Bismarck! Today Blair says: Sink 

whatever remains of Great Britain’s prestige! 

For that purpose, or for the holocaust of the species, is what his “marvellous submarine” will be 

good for. 
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