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The Cuban Conundrum 
 

 
The perennial argument over the long-standing 

American policy of embargo against Cuba is in the air again 
lately.  This conflict underscores the profitless character of 
policies which serve political interests [read: pandering] rather 
than principles. 

On the one side are those whose hatred of the Castro 
regime is so intense and blinding that they cannot abide the 
idea of any intercourse with Cuba which might obscure the 
failure of Castro’s policies, and who simultaneously embrace the 
pipe-dream that if only the Cuban people are made sufficiently 
miserable they will rise up.  With sharp-edged farm implements 
and heavy 1950’s auto parts in their desperate hands (goes the 
fantasy), these long-suffering victims will fall upon the well-fed, 
well-armed and pampered Praetorian Guard with which Castro 
keeps them in slavery, and hack and bludgeon their way to 
glorious freedom.  However, seeing that it’s been forty years 
now since the tyrant took power, I think the legitimacy of this 
expectation is getting rather thin. 

On the other are the "constructive engagement" 
advocates who argue that as a consequence of international 
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trade with Castro’s thugs (through whom all business with any 
entity on the island must flow), the condition of the slave 
population will be raised to the point at which their burgeoning 
wealth and habits of consumption and production cause the 
irresistible ascendancy of liberty-- sort of an alternative version 
of Marx’s “withering away of the state”.  The mystical process 
by which this transformation takes place in a country lacking 
free elections-- and in which the exploited segment of the 
population possesses no means of enforcing its interest in such 
elections-- is as yet unidentified, but hey, it could happen, right?  
The sub-text here is one of flat-eyed realpolitick: This 
government’s not going away anytime soon; the business of 
business is business, not politics; and there’s money to be made 
on this island, right now. 

The pro-embargo view at least recognizes both that 
America has a moral imperative to scorn a tyrant and cheer the 
ambitions of the tyrannized, and that nothing will happen 
without the rising up of the people, however unlikely that may 
be under the current circumstances; while the anti-embargo 
crowd, speaking plainly, really doesn’t give a damn and wants 
no policy at all.  Doubtless there are head-nodders for 
"constructive engagement" that are well-meaning and 
innocently taken in by the title’s self-validating declaratory 
character, but anyone who has spent a few moments 
considering the matter (as we presume its main boosters have) 
must know it as a completely empty fraud.  The better name for 
the policy would be "constructive engorgement". 

 
Neither of these approaches can do any real good in 

Cuba unless the embargo becomes so total that even the elite 
who defend the regime are weakened with hunger or run out of 
bullets; or the "constructive engagement" so enriches them that 
they all abandon the island and move to Switzerland to be 
closer to their bank accounts.  Under both rather optimistic 
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scenarios the normal Cuban continues to suffer long into the 
future. 

 
So, I’d like to offer a third way for consideration-- one 

that I think is more in tune with reality, and which also 
possesses the virtues of both a proven track record and an 
unquestionable ideological conformity to America’s finest 
political principles.  Additionally, it’s quick and cheap. 

 
In a nutshell, the idea is this: Escorted by suitable 

fighter jet support to provide for safe passage, we fly cargo 
transports over Cuba dropping crates of handguns, assault rifles 
and ammunition into every village square, plaza, barrio and 
backyard.  We drop some in the woods.  We drop some on the 
beach.  We drop some in the hills.  We drop them in so many 
places that the Castro forces can’t get to them all before the 
people do.  Then we sit back and watch the power 
arrangements in Cuba get sorted out. 

We’d have to include some instructions, of course.  
First, some basics on loading and operating the weapons, which 
should be selected for ruggedness and simplicity.  But the more 
important instructions would be designed to guide the people on 
how to most effectively seize the moment to their maximum 
advantage, and that would go something like this: 

 
1. Kill anyone who would be 
upset at the idea of you having 
a weapon (it is a sure identifier 
of your oppressors). 
 
2. When needed, band with 
your neighbors to kill anyone 
trying to disarm any one of 
you. 
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3. After all the people 
interested in disarming you are 
dead, get together and write a 
Constitution (and keep the 
guns). 
 

There.  Sound radical?  Perhaps, but it isn’t actually 
new-- we did the same thing in occupied France during WW II, 
dropping "Liberator" handguns behind German lines on little 
parachutes with simple instructions to the finder about creeping 
up behind the nearest Nazi and doing what came naturally.  It 
did a lot of good in France, and it would do at least as much in 
Cuba. 

The program would be foreign-aid on a thin dime-- I 
figure we could gin up 1,000,000 weapons and ammo for no 
more than 250 million dollars, and even with the aircraft 
expenses the program would be better than a bargain at twice 
the price. 

  
Personally, I don’t see a downside, even in foreign 

relations.  After all, we’d merely be "empowering the people", a 
noble purpose to which all governments pay constant and 
proper homage, at least rhetorically.  The only regimes that 
would really howl would be those whose nightmares involve the 
same sort of airlift into their countries.  Like North Korea, China, 
Afghanistan... 

 
Hmmmmmm. 
 
We might want to schedule more than one delivery, 

while we’re at it... 
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