
tive leadership or, at worst, in discouraging leaders’ 
transfering power for fear of vindictive reprisals. 

In considering the cause of civil liberties in India, 
there is a basic principle to remember-the concept 
of human rights is invalid if its application is selec- 
tive and is not extended to all people, including 
those with whom one disagrees. 

Ralph Buultjens teaches at the New School for 
Social Research and the Maryknoll Graduate 
School and is Chairman of the International Devel- 
opment Forum. His most recent publication is The 
Decline of Democracy (Orbis Books, 1978). 

EXCURSUS II 
Thomas J. Spinner, Jr., on 
Belize: “Go ‘Way Guats” 

It was Aldous Huxley who remarked that “If the 
world had any ends, British Honduras would cer- 
tainly be one of them. It is not on the way from 
anywhere to anywhere else.” Known as Belize since 
1973, this tiny remnant of empire has been much in 
the London newspapers these past few months. The 
Belizeans want independence; the British would be 
delighted to unload them. What could interfere with 
a happy ending? The Guats! For Guatemala insists 
that Belize is a province of Guatemala and threatens 
to seize the entire region when the British army 
departs. 

The controversy between Guatemala and Great 
Britain over Belize is a classic case for the interna- 
tional lawyers. More important, it affects 140,000 
Belizeans who inhabit a flat, hot, humid country 
about the size of Massachusetts. They are a kindly, 
multiracial, often quarrelsome people who agree 
passionately on one thing: They want the military 
regime that has repressed the Guatemalan people 
since the U.S.-engineered coup of 1954 to leave 
them alone. Unfortunately, there are close to six 
million Guatemalans; not very good odds. 

It was in the seventeenth century that English- 
speaking pirates began to use the Mosquito Coast. 
They were followed by rugged adventurers inter- 
ested in logwood and mahogany. There was already 
a small Mayan population. To this were added black 
slaves, Caribs, Spanish-speaking mestizos who 
drifted in from Mexico and Guatemala, and, since 
the 1950’s, some three thousand Mennonites 
searching for a remote area in which to protect their 
ancient ways against the march of civilization. 

While trying to protect the rights of the English- 
speaking inhabitants, the British had acknowledged 
Spanish sovereignty over the area but argued that 
Guatemala never exercised control over Belize. In 
1859 Guatemala accepted the present frontiers of 
Belize in return for a British promise to participate in 
the construction of a road from the Caribbean coast 

to Guatemala City. The road was never built; Guate- 
mala asserts that this abrogated the treaty; Belize 
should be returned. Britain retorted that the treaty 
dealt with frontiers and not with the cession of land. 
Most international lawyers regard Guatemala’s case 
as weak in both law and equity. 

Guatemala was comparatively silent until it re- 
opened the issue in the early 1930’s. As the winds of 
change roared through the colonial world after 
World War I I ,  the Belizeans began to think of inde- 
pendence. George Price and the People’s United 
party have dominated the political life of Belize since 
1950. A fussy, organ-playing ascetic who once stud- 
ied for the Roman Catholic priesthood, Price brings 
together the black, white, Mayan, and Spanish 
elements in Belize’s history. 

At first Price believed that Belize must find its 
future in Central America rather than the Caribbean, 
and he tried for good relations with Guatemala. But 
he soon found that British imperialism was not the 
enemy; the problem was Guatemala. Political oppo- 
nents have always tried to portray Price as exces- 
sively soft on Guatemala despite a firm statement in 
1962 that he would “notsurrender even one square 
centimeter of our national territory.” By 1964 Belize 
had full internal self-government; Price won sweep- 
ing victories over a divided opposition that year and 
again in 1969 when his party garnered seventeen of 
eighteen seats. 

Price had also to assess the dominant position of 
the United States in the ‘Caribbean region. Fright- 
ened that Castroism might spread, the U.S. felt obli- 
gated to the Guatemalan military regime, which had 
provided a staging area for the Bay of Pigs invasion 
of 1961 and support when the Dominican Republic 
was assaulted in 1965. Hoping to resolve a potential 
conflict, the Johnson administration decided to “as- 
sist” the British and the Guatemalans in reaching an 
agreement that would be acceptable to Belize. 
Bethuel Webster, a U.S. mediator, labored for three 
years only to come up with proposals in 1968 that 
were promptly denounced by a united Belizean peo- 
ple as a scheme to turn them over to Guatemala. 

Public opinion in Belize now began to swing 
against George Price. Guatemala was still a men- 
ace, independence had not been achieved, and the 
economy was a mess. Price has always been some- 
thing of a Christian Democrat with a hazy commit- 
ment to economic and social reform: some of his 
younger allies have been more consciously dedi- 
cated to planning and socialism. Something must 
be done about high emigration due to unemploy- 
ment and lack of opportunity. Attempts have been 
made-often with Peace Corps assistance-to 
build up both a sugar and a citrus fruit industry. 
There is hope that offshore oil will be found on the 
southern coast, just the part most coveted by the 
Guatemalans. 

To Price’s astonishment, the general election of 
1974 drastically reduced his majority. The People’s 
United party was further demolished in the recent 
Belize City elections. With some fifty thousand 
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inhabitants, Belize City is the largest city and former 
capital. After the destruction by Hurricane Hattie in 
1961, the government moved the capital about fifty 
miles to the west to a new city, Belmopan. Like 
Brasilia, it is designed to show a determination to 
develop the interior. 

The Guatemalans continue to provoke border 
incidents, always a good device to rouse popular 
support and to camouflage the failures of military 
rule. During the summer of 1977 the Guatemalans 
once again made threatening gestured on the bor- 
der; Britain doubled its garrison to more than a 
thousand men and to the delight of the Belizeans 
sent along some Harrier jump-jets. Britain wished to 
cut expenses and depart, and the US. would like to 
see the dispute resolved. A case could be made for 
very minor territorial concessions as a face-saving 
device if the Guatemalans would then withdraw all 
claims. Unfortunately, the Guatemalans want far too 
much in the potentially oibich southern part of 
Belize. Belize is a desperately poor country 
and could hardly give away a possible source of 
wealth. 

Rebuffed by the Central American states, George 
Price has established close ties with the Common- 
wealth states in the Caribbean. With Common- 
wealth assistance, Price has been successful in 
winning over Guatemala’s traditional friends in Latin 
America; only a tiny group of Central American 
nations continues to support Guatemala. The Uni- 
ted Nations has also given overwhelming endorse- 
ment to the territorial integrity of Belize. 

But while Price seems to be winning the diplomat- 
ic war to preserve Belize’s boundaries, British and 
US. pressure for territorial concessions has intensi- 
fied: Both had hoped for a deal prior to the Guate- 
malan presidential election in early March. While the 
new president, General Romeo Lucas Garcia, had 
the support of the comparatively moderate incum- 
bent, General Kjell Laugerud, it is not likely that he 
will be prepared to compromise on the Belize issue. 
Lucas was elected amidst charges of fraud and 
irregularities from the extreme Right. Any sign of 
weakness on the part of the new president could 
lead to a coup. 

A further complication could develop if George 
Price loses the general election that must take place 
in Belize next year. His more conservative oppo- 
nents, the United Democratic party, have always 
rejected any territorial concessions and have been 
much more reticent about cutting ties with Britain 
unless the British provide postindependence de- 
fense guarantees. Numerous public and private 
talks have taken place since the crisis of the 
summer of 1977. 

The British had worked out a deal that would have 
detached between one and two thousand square 
miles of southern Belize. Price promptly vetoed the 
cession of any territory and must have been heartened 
by the response of British public opinion, 
most of which sees the profound moral issue 

involved. The Guardian thundered: “Belize is not for 
bartering,” and the Times, darling of the appeasers 
in the 19303, concluded that the British willingness 
to concede land had been a blunder. The Times 
hoped, however, that Price’s firm statement might 
“produce benefits in another deserving quarter- 
among the people of Guatemala who want to assert 
their human rights against an oppressive regime 
which would only be strengthened by foreign ap- 
peasement in whatever limited a degree.” 

Pressed hard in the House of Commons, British 
Prime Minister James Callaghan made it clear that 
“no decision would be taken without the full consent 
of the people of Belize.” The foreign secretary, Dr. 
David Owen, concurred, but asserted that the Brit- 
ish would “continue their search for a negotiated 
settlement ... in discussions with Guatemala and oth- 
er interested Governments.” At a press conference 
just before leaving London, George Price seems to 
have closed all loopholes: “Cession of land will 
create problems, not solve them.” 

He is right, and not just for Belize. A change in 
Belize’s frontiers could unloose a hornet’s nest of 
relatively quiet boundary controversies throughout 
the Americas. Assuming that an independent Belize 
retains the political liberties that have characterized 
most of the former British Caribbean, it could join 
democratic Costa Rica as an example to the des- 
potic regime in Central America and serve as a 
useful link between the mainland and the Caribbean. 

Thomas J. Spinner, Jr., is Professor of History at the 
University of Vermont. He has been to Belize and is 
now on a sabbatical leave in London, where he is 
completing a book about Guyana. 

“Declaration of Disinherited Vietnamese 
on Human Rights” 

On April 18, 1977, this appeal for human rights in Vietnam 
was read aloud on the steps of the main Catholic cathe- 
dral in Ho Chi Minh City (Saigon) by six of the eight people 
who drafted and signed it. They were arrested on the 
spot. Imprisoned since that date, they communicated this 
declaration to a fellow prisoner, Doan Van Toai, once a 
leader of the Saigon Students Union. Late this spring Toel 
was permitted to leave Vietnam and travel to France (his 
wife has French citizenship), perhaps because of the 
human rights campaign waged on his behalf there. Toai 
brought this and other Vietnamese human rights appeals 
with him, and they recently have been published in Eu- 
rope. There is no further information on the imprisoned 
signers of this declaration.-The Edltors 

We, with what remains of our failing strength, with 
what remains of our mutilated spirits, resolve to 
struggle nonviolently for the respect of human rights 
in Vietnam. Our strength is diminished by hunger 
and privation. Our spirits are mutilated, for heads 
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bowed and backs bent we must obey blindly, 
unconditionally, and irrevocably the orders of one 
Party and a tyrannic government. 

We have chosen nonviolence, as it is the only way 
of avoiding the bloodshed and sacrifice of a people 
martyred relentlessly over the past decades. 

Peasants of the world! 
Look at your brothers in Vietnam. The Vietna- 

mese peasant labors in the sweltering heat of the 
tropics, at the mercy of nature, only to find his 
harvest confiscated in the name of building a so- 
called “socialism.” The water buffalo, after pulling 
the plough all day, is allowed a few moments rest. 
The Viejnamese peasant, after toiling all day in the 
rice fields, is forced to spend his rare moments of 
leisure undergoing indoctrination lessons and 
senseless discussion. 

Workers of the world! 
Imagine the working conditions of the Vietnamese 

laborer. Forced to work all the month long without 
hope of a different week, all week without hope of a 
different day, all day without hope of a different 
hour, to receive in the end nothing but a pittance of 
a wage, and on top of this be obliged to declare that 
he is working of his own free will. He has to offer his 
sweat, blood, and tears to the Party leaders and for 
propaganda’s sake must publicly proclaim that his 
acts are guided by the providence of their Govern- 
ment, of the omniscient, all-clairvoyant Party. The 
most sacred right of the worker is the right to strike. 
In Vietnam even this basic right has been denied. 

Clergymen, scientists, artists, and progressive 
intellectuals of the world! 

May all those praying in churches leave off their 
prayers! 

May all those engrossed in their research come 
out of their laboratories! 

May all those who create break up their pens and 
throw away their brushes! 

All! All! Look at the tragedy of Vietnam! A country 
where churches and pagodas are turned into indoc- 
trination centers-where all principles, even the 
very laws of nature, are distorted to fit the regime’s 
propaganda-where writers and journalists are 
forced to put their pens to the service of the Party 
and Government, to cover up the cruel errors they 
have committed. 

All Vietnamese, whether they be peasants, work- 
ers, or intellectuals have no other alternative but 
to: 

0 Resign themselves to the inevitable and blindly 
obey the orders of this new race of speculators- 
Communist cadres-in order to receive a miserable 
wage, the meager crumbs of a meal, and perish 
gradually in despair; 

0 Die of hunger and exhaustion in one of the 
many concentration camps that have been set up all 
over the country. 

The entire harvest of the peasants and all goods 
produced by the workers are taken over by the state 
and redistributed according to the state’s own 
criteria. 

We have seen: 
0 Workers and peasants forced to work unpaid 

during their leisure hours for fear that their family’s 
rice ration be cut and that they will die of hunger; 

0 Old people and women feigning smiles and 
enthusiasm in meetings and gatherings, for lack of 
enthusiasm can be punished by the refusal of rice 
rations and basic necessities for the whole family 
involved; 

0 Prisoners even after their release must keep 
silent and dare not tell of the horrors they have seen 
in the prisons. They are haunted by the constant 
fear that if they are caught speaking out, their wives 
and children will be deprived of their rice rations 
and die of hunger. 

One might find the courage to sacrifice one’s own 
life, but who can bear to see his loved ones sacri- 
ficed because of his own acts? 

This is the reason behind so many pathetic and 
unthinkable cases, such as the father who, in order 
to ensure a proper rice ration for his son, urges his 
son to denounce him. Otherwise both of them will 
die. This case is only one of many, unimaginable to 
those who have not lived in Vietnam (e.g., a woman 
denouncing her husband, a man denouncing his 
own brother). 

The present regime uses food as a pressure to 
govern the people, compelling them to obey, break- 
ing all resistance. Any individual thought, however 
constructive it may be, although it may never be put 
into action, is branded reactionary and can entail 
arbitrary imprisonment for those who dare express 
it. Those who run the law courts, the police, even 
deputies in the National Assembly, are all in fact 
political cadres and follow the directives of the one 
Party. 

Whereas the propaganda machine grinds out 
principles of tolerance, humanity, freedom, and 
democracy, reality is completely different. More 
than 20 per cent of the former regime’s officials 
detained in concentration camps have been mur- 
dered or tortured to death. Moreover, the Govern- 
ment has confiscated all private property, even that 
of the workers, who have been driven out of towns 
and now have to work on country sites and in the 
camps. 

Intellectuals of the world, awake! 
Proletarians of the world, arise! 
To save the human being, this conscience inher- 

ent in man, you must all struggle to put an end to the 
barbaric cruelty and the violation of human and civil 
rights by the government in Vietnam today. 

There is not a moment to lose, and on the basis of 
clauses 13 and 63 of the United Nations Charter, 
you, progressive nations, governments, internation- 
al organizations, and particularly the U.N. must 
intervene to end by all means this savage violation 
of human rights, this calculated extinction of liber- 
ties, this policy that reduces man to the state of an 
animal, resigning himself totally, blindly obeying 
orders. 

Every hour that passes marks the death of thou- 



sands of people in the reeducation concentration 
camps and prisons. Every day that passes is one 
more day of torture and suffering for millions of 
Vietnamese. They live in waiting for the outcry and 
action of humanists all over the world. 

This Declaration is signed by: 

Lawyer Tr8n Danh San, President of the Anti-militarist 
Progressive Youth Force in 1965 

Prof. Pham Bieu Tam, Vice-President of the Association 
of Patriotic Intellectuals and Dean of the Saigon Universi- 
ty Faculty of Medicine 

Prof. Ton That Duong Ky, Vice-president of the National 
Liberation Front South Vietnam, President of the Anti- 
militarist Progressive Youth Force in 1965, banished to 
North Vietnam by the Saigon Government on March 19. 

7965, for his pacifist activltfes 

Mr. Huynh Thanh Vi, President of the Vietnam Press 
Association 

Lawyer Nguyen Huu Giao, Vice-President of the Students 
Union in 1964 (he organized the burning down of the 
American Information Center in Hue) 

Lawyer Trieu €fa Thiep, President of the Students Strug- 
gle Committee against the Ngo Dinh Diem dictatorship in 
1963 

Lawyer Nguyen Huu Doan, President of the Saigon 
Students Union, active opponent of the Ngo Dlnh Dfem 
government in 1963 

Prof. Nguyen Van Theng, Secretary General of the Saigon 
Students Union in 1969, President of the Students Asso- 
ciation for the Peoples’ Right to Life 

QUOTE /UNQUOTE 
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Point of View 
A portly matron in a double-knit pants suit struggled to 
the high point of the Acropolis and clutched her compan- 
ion‘s arm. “Oh, look,” she cried out, pointing dramatical- 
ly. “From here you can see the Hilton.” 

-New York Times, June 23 

Nyerere on Communist Theology 
We [and the Communists] both frighten the capitalists .... It 
Is my business to frighten capitalists! But we and the 
Communists differ fundamentally because the Commu- 
nists ask their members these metaphysical questions. 

By rejecting religion they have created a completely 

new belief-a new religion .... Communists have their 
saints, and they now have a theology appropriate to their 
system. They have socialist discussions which are com- 
pletely theological! These discussions are not far removed 
from biblical studies. One person asks: “Did Marx say 
this?” The other replies that he did. The next question Is 
“Where has he said it?” and the answer: “Here it is on 
page so and so.” Then comes the question: “What did 
Marx mean when he said this thing?’’ You ask the cardi- 
nals and theologians of Marxism to enlighten you on what 
Marx really meant, and they will tell you1 

None of this is socialism. It is theology. Hence, on thls 
matter we and the Communists differ. I really do not know 
how far people understand us in this matter. ... 

--Quoted in Target (Nairobi), March 11 

DETENTE KINGDOM 
by Jackson Moynihan 
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