
who said it was inadmissible to place the
United States and the Soviet Union on
the same footing. The Soviet Union had no
"monopolies" and its record in aiding op-
pressed people in Third World countries
and in helping liberation movements had
to be remembered.

However, this only served to spur on
Colonel Gaddafi, who never misses a
chance to declare that the United States
and the Soviet Union are equally im-
perialist, into saying, in effect, that Castro
had no business attending a nonaligned
summit meeting. He added that the differ-
ence between himself and Castro was that
Castro was aligned and he was not; he was
a socialist, while Castro was a Communist.
Cuba, moreover, was a country that was
under the "domination" of the Soviet
Union.

Havana offered
`olive branch'
with word
it would sever
diplomatic links
with Israel

Castro-Gaddafi reconciliation
So far as amiability was concerned, this
exchange marked the low point of the con-
ference and made it plain for all to see just
how wide the ideological differences were
between the participants. However, most
significantly, only a few hours later a
reconciliation between President Gaddafi
and Cuba's Castro was effected, the
necessary olive branch being offered
by the Cuban leader in the form of
an announcement that Havana would
sever all diplomatic links with Israel. The
manner in which the reconciliation was
achieved is significant because it showed
that, within the nonaligned grouping (as,
indeed, in most other political groupings),
particular national or regional interests -
in this case the overriding Arab aim of
isolating Israel diplomatically - could
smother even the deepest ideological dis-
putes. There is no reason why this should
not continue to apply in the future, and
there is, of course, a reverse side to the
coin. This is that it is equally likely that
particular national or regional interests
will carry more weight within the non-
aligned grouping, or in the Third World,
than the vague sense of Third World or
nonaligned solidarity, which nevertheless
certainly does exist and just conceivably
could grow stronger in the next few years.

An example will illustrate this point.
The Arab states have been extremely suc-
cessful in making their case in their dispute
with Israel the case of the nonaligned
grouping. However, when, in the aftermath
of the 1973 Middle East War, the Arab
states resorted to the use of their oil
weapon, we were regaled with press pic-
tures of Mrs. Indira Gandhi being driven
to her office in a bullock cart. Indeed,
there were signs at first that the restric-
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tions on oil production could hurt
aligned countries just as badly as the
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Role of OAU
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