
An insider’s view 

GRENADA REVISITED: 
An Interview With Caldwell Taylor 

by Richard Worthington 

Caldwell Taylor, a former teacher and journalia. was Gre- 
nada’s Ambassador to the United Nations from September, 
1980, to October, 1983, and Deputy Minister for Foreign 
Affairs from 1982 to October, 1983. Grenada’s president, 
Maurice Bishop, was deposed by a military coup on Oc- 
tober 13 and murdered on October 19. The United States 
invaded Grenada on October 25. -Eds. 

RICHARD WORTHINGTON: Could you say something about 
the recent history of Grenada, the coming to power of the 
Bishop governmerit, and of events since then. 
CALDWELL TAYLOR: In February, 1974, Grenada became 
independent. For three hundred years before that we were 
a British colony. The largest political figure in Grenada 
from 1950 on was Eric Gairy, and so in 1974 he took 
Grenada-very literally-into independence. Just before, 
in 1973, a new political party was formed in Grenada, the 
New Jewel Movement. Jewel is an acronym for Joint En- 
deavor for Welfare, Education, and Liberation. I suppose 
it’s covered with idealism and it speaks of the period. The 
New Jewel Movement was formed at a time when many 
young people were fed up with conventional politics in  
Grenada-parliamentaryry.politics where people went into a 
parliament building and discussed things above the heads 
of the masses of people of our country. The New Jewel 
Movement was formed to articulate the grievances of the 
majority of the Grenadian people. I think it is important to 
mention it in that context because here we have a new 
equation in Grenada’s politics. It wasn’t the government 
and Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition; it was the government 
and Her Majesty’s Loyal Opposition and a group of young 
intellectuals who were doing things radically different. 

What we saw starting in 1974, immediately after inde- 
pendence, was a polarization in the Grenadian society, with 
repression becoming a staple in our politics. As more and 
more young people were mobilized by the New Jewel 
Movement, as more and more of the issues were crystalized 
by the New Jewel Movement, Gairy’s government did not 
have a rational response. .. .It was during that period that 
we saw the creation of the Mongoose Gang. The Mongoose 
Gang is akin to the Tonton Macoutes of Haiti-or,  if you 
want, the Death Squads of El Salvador. Their primary job 
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was toeliminate political opponents. In this period one saw, 
for example, the establishing of relations between Gairy of 
Grenada and Pinochet of Chile, with Grenadian soldiers 
going toChile to be trained and that sort of thing. Therefore, 
when 1979 came and the government was overthrown by 
extraconstitutional means, it was not much of a surprise to 
people who were following Grenada’s politics in the Car- 
ibbean. 

So that brought into power the New Jenel Movement, which 
you characterized as led by a set of intellectuals but with 
links to the broad population of Grenada. Could you say 
a little bit about the conditions of life for the common person 
in Grenada at that time. 

Yes. For example, the govemment acknowledged in 
1978, months before its overthrow, that unemployment was 
at 48 per cent. So you are talking about very serious prob- 
lems. Fifty-five per ce ,of the population had no access 

piped-in water. You are talking about corruption, and that 
goes naturally with that type of government. You are talking 
about inflation that was becoming really serious. People 
found it very difficult to buy themselves the staples-rice 
or wheat flour or codfish-what the average Grenadian eats. 
You are talking about conditions that by themselves were 
enough to cause people to become very restless. All you 
needed was a few people to make the connections and to 
bring people together, because restlessness existed even 
before the formation of a political movement called the 
New Jewel Movement. 

to electricity and some I! ing like 45 per cent no access to 

Yoit mentioned repression under the Gai? government. 
Were people involved in the New Jebtvel Movement arnong 
the victims of that repression? 

I think it is important for us to speak of repression because 
ever since the invasion of Grenada we have been talking 
about the restoration of democracy, and to many Americans 
that means the restoration of democracy a la Washington 
or a la Jefferson. And it also suggests or implies that de- 
mocracy was beheaded, democracy was squashed by the 
New Jewel Movement. It implies that a democracy existed 
prior to the coming of Bishop’s government. It was the kind 
of democracy where the government could not lose elec- 
tions because ballot boxes were stuffed. It was the kind of 
democracy where on a bright day in January, 1974, Maurice 
Bishop’s father was shot and killed in the capital city. I t  
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was broad daylight; a policeman walked up with a .303 
rifle and shot him. Later on his guts were slashed with a 
machete. It was the kind of democracy where scores of 
youths disappeared. It was the kind of democracy where 
Alistair Strong was murdered in the capital in 1974. It was 
the kind of democracy where Harold Strawn was murdered 
in the capital in 1974. It was the kind of democracy where, 
in 1973-November 18, Bloody Sunday-Maurice Bishop 
had his jaw bone broken, where several members of the 
New Jewel Movement were beaten and locked up for sev- 
eral days, had their hair sheared by these members of the 
Mongoose Gang, etc.. . . 
Was this repression directed largely at the leaders of ihe 
New Jewel Movement or at supporters in the countryside 
as well? 

It was fairly widespread. First of all it dealt with the 
leadership, but also, for example, it dealt with students- 
high school students who got involved in politics. Student 
governments were abolished, serious literary organizations 
were disbanded. Students generally were targeted because 
these are young people who are adventurous and are willing 
to look at an alternative. 

Because they are less beholden to the e.risting power struc- 
tures? 

Yes. Take the Newspaper Law which was passed in 1975. 
It said that the New Jewel, which was the weekly organ of 
the New Jewel Movement, was not going to be published 
anymore in the country. The government attempted to 
achieve this by passing the Newspaper Law, which said 
that anybody who wants to publish a newspaper has to 
deposit $20,000 in the Treasury. Of course a political or- 
ganization like the New Jewel Movement could not give 
the government $20,000 to put in the Treasury, since we 
didn't have it.  So we went underground. But the paper 
continued to come out. In fact, the paper was more im- 
portant when it was published sub rosa because now it ... 

. . .it became a phenomenon? 
Exactly. If i t  has been pushed underground, then there 

is something about it that needs to be seen. Sales actually 
went u p  during that period. The government then passed a 
number of laws that said if you were caught reading it, you 
were likely to spend two years in prison-just for reading 
it! First i t  said: We are going to be dealing with the printers, 
the publishers, the distributors of the newspaper. Later on 
it said: If you are only caught reading it, the first thing the 
police will ask is where did you buy it? If you don't want 
to disclose the name of the vendor or anything like this, 
then you are going to be locked up even for reading this 
subversive rag. 

Was ury part of the New Jewel Movement an esile move- 
ment or were most of the people who were the principal 
activists and organizers actually on the island of Grenada 
for most of this period? 

Most of the principal activists were at home during that 
period. Of course there are and there were at that time 
thousands of Grenadians-I think 25,000-in Brooklyn, 
New York, who raised funds and organized political ac- 
tivities to bring to the attention of at least Caribbean people 
and Grenadians in New York the atrocities taking place at 

home. Essentially the important leadership was at home. 

Ifthere are 25.000 people in Brooklyn and the population 
of the island is 110,000, then a subsranrial proporrion of 
the population in some sense has  already come to the United 
States. 

This is just the tip of the iceberg. There are three times 
as many Grenadians outside of our country as there are at 
home. Maybe 70,000 Grenadians in Trinidad and Tobago, 
another 20,000 in Venezuela, another 10,OOO to 15,000 in 
Toronto and Montreal, and perhaps 25,000 in London. It's 
not a phenomenon that is recent; it has a very long history, 
and that's because there are not so many opportunities in 
a country assmall as ours. First of all, beyond high school 
there is nothing available in the country; so people who 
aspired to higher education went abroad. But also jobs. 
After World War 11, for example, when the British had a 
serious employment problem because so many people were 
killed in the war, thousands of Grenadians went to England 
as unskilled laborers to work on the trains or streets or 
whatever. 

Tell me sonreihirrg about the New Jewel Movement when 
Maurice Bishop came to power. What would you say were 
some of its accomplishmenis hom I979 to 1983? 

Just before we tackle this 1 want to say that the New 
Jewel Movement was prepared to test parliamentary de- 
mocracy.. . . When the govemment of Eric Gairy was over- 
thrown, the leader of the new government was Maurice 
Bishop, a thirty-five-year-old lawyer. At the time, Bishop 
was the leader of the opposition in Parliament. Bishop had 
contestedelections and won seats in the Parliament, so that, 
by 1979, the New Jewel Movement was the opposition 
party inside Parliament. I thought I should say this, because 
earlier I mentioned we were outside Parliament and the 
struggle was fought without Parliament. But I want to point 
out that in 1976 the party decided it was important to let 
the people understand just how much could be done inside 
Parliament. The party contested the elections. Of course 
we could not win, but the party won in alliance with two 
minor parties 48.8 per cent of the popular vote in a rigged 
election in 1976. 

Gerrymandenng is not unknown in the Caribbean, of 
course.. . .The system is so much in favor of the incumbent 
that the incumbent has to be incompetent to lose. 

But to return to the accomplishments of the Bishop gov- 
ernment. 

There are a number of invisibles. I would like to deal 
with them, because these are things that are not quantifi- 
able.. . .The first is a sense of self-worth and of dignity. You 
are talking about a country that has come out of three hundred 
years of colonialism; you are talking about a country that 
is 86 per cent African; you are talking of a country that is 
very small. For all those reasons the country sees its in- 
significance in international politics. We are worthless, we 
are unimportant, we are just a nation of black people who 
were once enslaved by the British and have been freed. To 
gain the sense of importance that we are making a change 
in our country that is getting the attention of the world- 
even when the attention is unfavorable-is a very positive 
step. For the first time we had a sense that we were the 
masters of our ov;n destiny. People felt proud to be Gren- 
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adians, because our country was ours. Perhaps among 
Americans it’s not something that is so very cosmic, but 
perhaps Americans who were alive in 1783 would under- 
stand what I am talking about: the very early days when 
you were able to distance yourself from the colonial master 
and deal with the dominant psychology of the period-that 
these people are not able to govern themselves, that there 
must be a colonial master to do it or there must be a white 
man from England to decide politics for these people. For 
the 6rst time, not only were we doing it for ourselves, but 
we felt we were doing it right. This is more important than 
hoisting a flag, more important than bellowing out an an- 
them. During those four years we made secondary edu- 
cation free, and that’s extremely important in our context. 
For the first time hundreds of Grenadians were attending 
universities. SomeGrenadians didgo toCuba. forexample, 
and many Grenadians went to France for higher education. 
Before the overthrow of the Gairy government, two Gren- 
adians received government scholarships each year. 

Were those people financed by the Grenadian government 
or did they receive scholarships from the Cubans or from 
the French or whomever? 

In some cases-with the French, for example-the host 
country would look after tuition, board, and lodging. But 
very often the Grenadian Government had to provide a 
stipend.. , .The fact that these young people went to educate 
themselves was a hardship for their families. These poor 
parents had nobody to give them $10 to $15 each month. 
So the government now had to say, OK, he has gone out 
to make himself a linguist or economist, but we will give 
you the money as if he were here. 

Fisheries were developed for the first time. It was a very 
difficult thing to understand that a country as small as ours 
never developed a marine consciousness, we are so close 
to the sea. Yet Grenadians are very, very afraid of fishing. 
It is not an accident; it is a phenomenon that exists because 
the colonial government made sure to frighten us because 
they had canned fish to send us. Then you had things like 
equal pay for equal work or equal pay for comparable work. 
We had maternity leave for women. Every woman who 
went home to deliver a baby had two months maternity 
leave with pay, and her job was guaranteed. We had profit 
sharing. Workers were entitled to a third ofthe profits made 
on the state farms. A third went to the state treasury, a third 
went for reinvestment. In fact, for the first time, the en- 
terprise books were open to the worker. At the end of the 
year he knew how much he was entitled to as an individual. 

Was there a transfer of property from private farms to state 
farms? 

There was, but not very much. First of all. most of the 
fanm that were state-owned were farms that had been owned 
by Gairy-who made himself very rich during his tenure- 
and his cohorts-who amassed considerable fortunes. The 
truth is, when the United States Marines landed in Grenada 
on October 25, 1983, 75 per cent of the economy was in 
the hands of the private sector. 

One of the policies of the New Jewel Movement was to 
develop tourism. One could argue that tourism would gen- 
erate jobs, but it would deepen the dependency of the econ- 
omy on outside wealth. Why did tourism evolve as one of 
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the economic options as opposed to the things you have 
already described, which seem more oriented toward self- 
sufficiency? 

We were not attempting to develop tourism; I think the 
attempt was to reorganize tourism. Before the New Jewel 
Movement took power, tourism was the most important 
foreign exchange earner, and in the last fifteen years of 
Grenada’s history it was the second most important eco- 
nomic activity. The New Jewel Movement could either 
stifle tourism, knowing that hundreds of people were going 
to be displeased when they had to find new jobs, or make 
a decision that tourism is going to continue but on different 
terms .... For example, no hotels that tore down coconut 
trees were going to be constructed in the country, because 
tourism is not going to be developed at the expense of the 
ecology. A number of such guidelines were developed. It 
was a question of ... integrating tourism with the rest of the 
economy, because before this tourism was a separate area 
of activity. We discovered that eighty-five cents of every 
dollar spent by a tourist went back to his country. And we 
were now saying, if we are developing tourism, then we 
have to feed the tourists with the things we produce locally 
and even construct hotels with the materials we have lo- 
cally. 

You are saying, then, it was a strategy of self-suficiency. 
Precisely. And if you followed some of the speeches that 

Maurice Bishop made, you would have heard him saying 
something like this: It is not important to have the tourists 
come because they have dollars but because, in a small 
way, we are demolishing barriers and because, in a small 
way, it contributes to peace when you have two cultures 
engaging in dialogue.. . . 

Was there any progress in the short time the New Jewel 
Movement was in power on issues like unemployment or 
inflation? 

Unemployment declined from over 45 per cent to 14 per 
cent. In fact, people were beginning to talk about an end 
to unemployment in three years. Also, the World Bank in 
1982 proclaimed that Grenada’s economy was ‘the only 
economy that grew in this hemisphere in that year by 5 per 
cent. 

How did the U . S .  respond initially to Bishop’s coming to 
power and how did things develop over time? 

First of all, the Washington Post disclosed that as early 
as two or three months after the overthrow of Gairy, the 
U.S. National Security Council met and debated for a long 
while whether it should impose a blockade of Grenada. 
At about the same time, the U.S. ambassador to the Eastern 
Caribbean and to Grenada came to Grenada hoping to hand 
us the music score. 

The gentleman involved, Mr. Frank Ortiz, came to Gre- 
nada-and, of course, I think many Americans will un- 
derstand the atmosphere that prevailed in 1979, two months 
after a dictator was overthrown. It was intoxicating. People 
had overthrown the government themselves, without the 
military-and this gentleman came and said that if we ever 
developed relations with Cuba, the U.S. had the means to 
“cause our economy to scream.” Secondly, the first country 
we asked for assistance to build the airports that the Cubans 
later gave us assistance for was the United States, and Mr. 
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Ortiz told us that the United States didn’t have money for 
such ambitious projects. But he offered us $5,000 from 
his discretionary fund. And that is where the problem 
between the United States and us started. Because the 
meeting was between Ambassador Ortiz and Maurice 
Bishop. Maurice said: “You’ve got to be kidding, you are 
offering an entire country $5,000?’ And the whole thing 
broke down. 

We were never able to patch up those relations. Am- 
bassador Ortiz was replaced [in 19811 by Sally Shelton. 
There was dialogue and there was diplomatic intercourse, 
and then Shelton was given instructions not to visit Grenada 
and not to have any dialogue with the Grenadians. We did 
try to normalize relations with the United States. We ap- 
pointed an ambassador to the United States, and the cre- 
dentials of the ambassador were not recognized by the 
U.S. after four years. Prime Minister Bishop wrote to 
President Reagan on two occasions asking for better re- 
lations. On the first occasion we had no response. On the 
second occasion a third secretary in Barbados replied. In 
1983, Maurice Bishop came to New York, Washington, 
and Detroit and for several days asked for a meeting with 
the president, which wasn’t granted. Then the U.S. offered 
that he could meet with Mr. Mittendorf, who is the U.S. 
ambassador to the OAS. I t  was an insult to ask the head 
of a government to meet with the ambassador to the OAS. 
And finally he was granted an audience with Judge Clark, 
who was at that time national security advisor. Efforts 
were made by our ambassador to the OAS and by Grenada’s 
ambassador to the U.N., asking our friends to intercede 
on our behalf, and those things did not work. 

You use an e.rpression that I had not heard before in 
connection with Grenada-that Ortiz said he wanted to 
make the economy scream. That was CIA Director Richard 
Helms’s strategy for Chile in 1970, when a socialist was 
elected president. This leads into my ne.rt question: Were 
there any active destabilization measures taken toward 
Grenada during this period by the United States? 

We had several acts of destabilization. There were some 
that were American and others that might not have been 
American. For example, in 1980 we had a bombing in- 
cident in which three young women were killed and over 
ninety people were injured. A bomb was placed under a 
platform where the entire leadership of the New Jewel 
Movement sat. 

In St. George’s? 
Yes, It was St. George’s. It was intended to destroy the 

entire leadership. What I can say about this is that the 
technology involved there wasn’t indigenous. Somebody 
had to bring it  from the outside. People were torn. There 
were legs and arms and hands two hundred feet 
away.. . .What I can say of U.S. destabilization [concerns] 
Grenada’s desire to build an international airport. Grenada 
organized a pledging conference in Brussels and invited 
countries of Western Europe to assist financially and oth- 
erwise in building the airport. What the U.S. did was to 
send envoys throughout Western Europe asking them not 
to attend the conference, and, if they did, not to pledge 
any assistance to the airport. That was partially successful. 
We did get some money-about $10 million from the 
EEC-but the U.S. did all i t  could to block that assistance. 
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At the World Bank and the IMF we had tremendous 
problems. I will give you one other case. In 1982 there 
were several Grenadian projects before the Caribbean De- 
velopment Bank, which is a Caribbean bank owned by 
Caribbean countries. And the U.S. said to the CDB that 
they would continue to put $5 or $10 million in the CDB 
coffers each year only if members would violate the charter 
and stop giving assistance to Grenada. Of course this really 
frightened the board of governors, because they had been 
asked to violate the charter requirements and deny assis- 
tance to a member-state. That became a very big issue in 
the region. But there are a number of these cases. ... 

One of the things that came out shortly afrer the overthrow 
of the New Jewel Movement and the invasion by the US. 
last October was an article by a Grenadian journalist who 
had gone into voluntary exile in Barbados. He claimed 
that the New Jewel Movement was destabilizing the other 
Eastern Caribbean nations, that there were varioirs at- 
tempts to bring Marxist elements within the milita? into 
power and to depose civilian leaders in Barbados. That’s 
part of the larger question: How did relations develop with 
the other nations in the Eastern Caribbean, who, at min- 
imum, went along with the US. invasion of Grenada last 
October? 

We are used to journalists making points by resorting 
to ad hominem arguments. This is certainly a case, because 
the Eastern Caribbean governments themselves made it 
clear that they didn’t face a threat from Grenada. For 
example, the prime minister of Barbados, Mr. Adams. 

, who was one of the principal actors involved in the invasion 
of Grenada, said early in 1983 that there was no military 
threat or any threat coming from Grenada. In terms of 
relations, 1 would say that immediately after the overthrow 
we went into a freeze. I can grant it was legitimate. A 
group of elderly politicians, who are used to politicking 
the British way, found that people had taken hold of a 
government by an unfamiliar route. This caused conster- 
nation, apprehension, suspicion, despair, etc. People were 
becoming nostalgic for the halcyon days of pristine and 
parliamentary democracy. So people were jolted a bit, and 
things were certainly not very normal in the first few months. 
But as the government settled in, relations became normal. 
Grenada was a member of CARICOM, the Caribbean eco- 
nomic organization. Grenada was a member of the Or- 
ganization of Eastern Caribbean States. Grenada was a 
member of the Caribbean Development Bank and of the 
Eastern Caribbean Currency Authority. By 1982, Grenada 
was by and large having normal relations with most Car- 
ibbean states. 

Now what is clear is that it’s a terrible argument that is 
made by, for example, the prime minister of Dominica- 
that the Caribbean states had gotten used to Maurice Bishop 
and that he was a decent guy, but when he was killed. 
some animals took over and that scared them. It’s really 
not me. Publicly these people were‘forced to deal with 
Maurice Bishop and to deal with the people’s revolutionary 
movement in Grenada, but none of these leaders who eu- 
logized Maurice Bishop after the invasion came close to 
saying a kind word before that. 

What is important for every American to understand is 
that so far as the U.S. Government is concerned, the only 
reason Grenada was invaded was to protect U.S. citizens 
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who were on the island. If that’s the reason, why is it that 
after these citizens were taken from the island there are 
U.S. troops still in Grenada? 

One of the things President Reagan said in his speech 
shortly after the invasion was that evidence was uncovered 
about a plot to take over the medical school, where U.S. 
students were located, yet no svch evidence has been forrh- 
coming. This gets back to the question of how things might 
have been resolved in Grenada had there not been an 
invasion. The Cord and Austin group presumably would 
have been in power. What would have been the next step 
if the United States had taken a hands-off policy instead 
of invading? 

I couldn’t say where things might have been right now. 
What I can certainly say with authority is that there was 
a very small clique that was making all these statements 
that formed the revolutionary military council and that 
99.99 per cent of the Grenadian people did not support 
this revolutionary military council. This was a question 
that we had to resolve ourselves. CARICOM was talking 
about economic sanctions. I suppose that Grenadians were 
glad that that kind of pressure was going to be exerted 
from outside. But if the logic is that when there is “chaos:’ 
or injustice in a country, it is the duty of the United States 
to intervene, then we ask the United States why it is waiting 
before it invades Africa. People who are black like us are 
dying, are being killed. Why is the United States not in- 
vading Africa? Why is the U.S. not invading Chile? Why 
is the U.S. not invading Haiti? 

What about the Cubans? What was their role vis-a-vis the 
New Jewel Movement when it was in power? 

When we talk about the Cubans, we need to talk about 
all the people with whom we had diplomatic and other 
relations during those four years: Eastem Europe, Cuba, 
the Middle East, etc. One of the things that we’ve always 
said in the New Jewel Movement is that we could not 
develop the Caribbean if we sat down pampering the var- 
ious chauvinisms given to us by our various colonial mas- 
ters. For example, in the Caribbean, even if Martinique is 
a few hundred miles away, English-speaking Caribbean 
people know nothing about Martinique. And we have those 
rivalries in the Caribbean where the Dutch-speaking people 
in Aruba know nothing about the English-speaking people 
in Grenada, and the English-speaking people in Grenada 
and in Trinidad and Tobago know nothing about the French- 
spealung people in Martinique or Guadaloupe. We thought 
it was an important responsibility of the Caribbean political 
activists of this period, and the Caribbean intellectual, to 
deal with the question of Caribbean disunity.. . . 

Secondly, we have never been invaded by Cuba. We 
have never been wronged by Cuba.. . .As a Caribbean coun- 
try, why shouldn’t we have relations with another Car- 
ibbean country like Cuba? 

Thirdly, very early we thought that it was important to 
diversify our diplomatic relations, as well as diversifying 
our trade links and so forth. Grenada became a member 
of the nonaligned movement. We developed relations with 
countries in Eastern Europe and the Middle East, countries 
like Iraq or Libya or Syria that belonged to the nonaligned 
movement and had things in common with us. One com- 
monality was that these people were also colonized.. . . 

It was done openly. It was our right to establish relations 
with those countries that we wanted to establish relations 
with. After all, ten years ago it was pathological to have 
normal relations with China. The president of the United 
States is going to China now, so if I were an American, 
I would be asking: Why is it not pathological to have normal 
diplomatic relations with China today? Is it the same China 
of a billion Chinese who were called a yellow menace? 
We need to ask all these questions. It is not fair to ask 
Grenadian people to take Tylenol for somebody else’s 
headaches. 

Am I right in saying that a special relationship evolved 
with Cuba? They sent medical aid and other support, as 
well as assisted in the construction of the airport. 

More than ideological proclivities, history is responsible 
for this. What I’m saying is, if we take time to look at 
revolutions, we can see that these things happen time and 
time again. In the very early hours after revolution there 
is a great sense of insecurity, for obvious reasons. The 
relations that we had with the Cubans were the kind of 
relations that the American revolutionaries had with the 
French in the 1780s and the 1790s. As time went on and 
they became strong in the knees and started to walk, the 
French-American relation became less important. uhtil the 
Americans were able to travel the world without a French 
guide or French assistance. 

a 

Final question. How likely is it that the political and eco- 
nomic order that is going to come out of current events 
in Grenada will address the basic problems that Grenada 
faces? 

The problem in Grenada is not that we do not have 
elections or didn’t have elections .... I’m not making an 
argument that elections are no good. The argument is that 
there is much more to be done than just to have elections. 
The election in Grenada is going to be in October, only 
because.. . .October comes before November and it is going 
to be a very good public relations device.. .to boost Pres- 
ident Reagan’s popularity. Now if you’re going to have 
elections in Grenada only so as to make good propaganda 
in the United States, then I think we’re wasting time. 

The problems in Grenada are very serious.. . .People in 
the U.S. are unable to understand what it means to live 
in a country where people must walk ten miles for water 
or walk three miles to school. People don’t understand 
what it means to live in communities where people eat 
green bananas every day of the year. These problems must 
be addressed. ‘And until those problems are addressed, 
elections wouldn’t mean very much. People want food 
before they want elections. Elections have never brought 
us food. They have brought us polarized communities like 
in Jamaica two years ago, when a thousand people were 
killed over elections. I understand how Americans hear 
this conversation. But if you were hungry, you would 
understand how much more important it is to find food 
than it is to vote. These problems, if they are not resolved, 
will lead to the creation of the same conditions in three 
years that led to the overthrow of Eric Gairy in 1979. The 
U.S. must prepare itself in three years to once again have 
to invade Grenada and to invade other Caribbean countries, 
because people are going to look to extraconstitutional 
means to have those problems resolved. [w’i?l 
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