
18 December 1976

Dear Friends:

~':'e are the Delmonte Boycott Commi·ttee of the Southern Africa
Support Committee (S.A.S.C.), a' community-based education and
action group dedicated to supporting the just struggle of the
African peoples fo~ majority rule and control of their govern
ment, country and resources. We have been active for over a year
in the Los Angeles area in a variety of activities around issues
and events concerning joining the struggles of the Southern African
people with the struggles of the people of the United States.

The Southern Africa support:Committee has recently decided to
launch a boycott of Delmonte Corporation in the Los Angeles area
in conjunction with the boycott efforts in other west coast cities
regarding Delmonte's involvement in South Africa and Namibia.

The Delmonte Corporation sells sardines which are illegally fished
from Walvis Bay, which is located off the coast of Namibia (north
of South Africa). These sardines ~re processed by John Ovenstone,
Ltd., a South African firm, and sold under the Delmonte label.
Delmonte does this in spite of the fact that the United Nations
in 1974 made it illegal to extract, remove, explore for, use or
distribute any material resource from Namibia without the permis
sion of the U.N. Council for Namibia.

At first glance this may seem unimportant, but look at the effects
of these actions by Delmonte on Namibia:

***While Namibians suffer malnutrition, 90% of the processed
fish is exported to other countries for such things as
fishmeal for the cattle and pet food and 10% is used by
whites in South Africa who have many other sources of
protein. THE NAMIBIANS HAVE NO OTHER SOURCE OF,PROTEIN.

***The Delmonte Corporation makes profits of from $70 to
$90 million anrlually by stealing these foodstuffs (sardines)
from the Namibian people while the NAMIBI~ WO~ERS ARE
PAID STARVATION WAGES OF $37 PER MONTH. THEY ARE NOT
ALLOWED TO UNIONIZE. THEY ARE NOT ALLOvlEI) TO STRIKE. THE
MEN ARE NOT ALLOWED TO LIVE WITH THEIR FAMILIES WHILE
THEY ARE WORKING FOR DELMONrE.

But Namibia is not the only country where the people have suffered
at the expense of the unjust economic structure Delmonte has im
posed on their country with the cooperation of South Africa:
DELMONTE OPERATES IN THE U.S. AND IN 'IWENTY-ONE COUNTRIES IN ASIA,
LATIN AMERICA, AFRICA AND WESTERN EUROPE.

~.Te would 1 ike to invite you to participate in a proposed coalition
of all organizations and individuals who see a boycott of Delmonte
as a way of dealing with the oppression forced on us by giant cor
porations. In this way we can pressure Delmonte for what it is-
an arm of U.S. imperialism exploiting many, primarily Third \1orld
countries. We do not, however, intend to ignore the role Delmonte
plays in North America as well: in our own country~



BUT ~\'HY HAVE ~rE CHOSEN DELMONTE FROM AMONG THE MANY GIANT CORPORATIONS?,
Delmonte was chosen because it is a corporation which touches our
lives in this country and around the world. We can make choices in
the way we spend our food dollars in the supermarket on an individual
as well as on a col2 ecti ve level as consumers ~ whereas, it is
difficult to boycott and hurt a corporation like Xerox or General
Motors. ~e chose Delmonte to make an example of it by exercising
the power of people to organize against this arrogant and irres
ponsible company which is part of an international system of imper
ialism controlling an incredible amount of the world's food.
Consumers, workers, small farmers a~ others here can unite with
consumers, small farmers and: workers in the Third World who are having
their resources literally stolen from them while they starve.

Delmonte is a symbol of the starvation, oppression and ugliness
that u.s. corporations force upon the lives of us and our sisters
and brothers in underdeveloped countries of the Third World.

For all of these reasons Delmonte corporation offers an excellent
opportunity to work and organize with other individuals and organiza
tions who are concerned with the effects of such corporations on a
local, national and international basis and with issues like the
illegality of Delmonte's fishing Walvis Bay clean of sardines
before the Namibian people can achieve their independence. We know
also about Delmonte's ro.e in Puerto Rico, the Philippines, Mexico,
Guatemala and many, many other countries.

~e call upon anti-imperialist groups who oppose all u.S. govern
ment, economic, political and military ties with other countries
which strengthen and maintain u.S. corporations in other countries.

We call upon unions to participate in the boycott because Delmonte
is a good example of a corporation that shifts its operations to
areas where labor; raw material and taxes are cheap (runaway shops)
thus keeping u.S. wO~.ers unemployed, underemployed or working at
low wages. Delmonte, like all U.S. corporations, favors countries
with right-wing governments: for example, Delmonte left Hawaii
to set up shop in the Philippines under the Marcos dictatorship.

~e call on groups and organizations currently waging struggles
against racism and discrimination because of Delmonte's discrimin
atory labor practices here and superexploitation of Third World
workers here and abroad.

~·e call on women's qroups who can recognize discriminatory hiring
~ractices in the Del~o~te Cv~~oration as tl~ical of all u.s. fir ..~
who hire women at lower wages. Ivomen's groups can understand and
organize around the oppression of their sisters as workers and as
''lives and mothers of .vorkers in corporations--particularly the
triple oppression of Third .vorld women here and in countries like .
Namibia, Puerto Rico, Guatemala, the Philippines, Mexico and others,
where Delmonte helps to create the crushing oppression that distorts
their lives. ~

We call on consumer groups to organize against buying any Delmonte
product because Delmonte produces junk food and because they cheat
us by using the total weight onthe labels of their canned fruit
and vegetables instead of the drained weight.



COALITION TO BOYCOTT DELMONTE

BACKBROUND: DELMONTE IN NAMIBIA

At present many stores and supermarkets are selling canned pilchards (sardines)
under the Delmonte label. These sardines are fished and processed in Namibia (South
West Africa) by John Ovenstone, Ltd., a South"African firm. The purpose of this
paper is to acquaint people with the facts of the Namibian situation, to clarify
Delmonte's role in the fishing industry and to provide background for a boycott of
the Delmonte corporation. But Delmonte not only operates in Namibia, it also has
operations in the Philippines, Mexico, Guatemala and twenty other countries around
the world. We are working to build a broad-based coalition against Delmonte and
we intend this letter to motivate other concerned people.

Namibia (formerly Southwest Africa) was originally colonized by Germany in
1884, but was invaded and occupied by South Africa during World War I. At the end
of the war, the League of Nations named Southwest Africa as the protectorate of1
South Africa, and mandated that South Africa "promote to the utmost the material
and moral well-being and social progress of the inhabitants of the territory."
Instead, South Africa introduced a pass system to control the movement of every
African, imposed an all-white legislature, enforced a system of contract labor,
and annexed the most arable native farm lands for white use only. Following the
dissolution of the League of Nations in 1939 South Africa unilaterally continued
its hold over Namibia, but in 1966 the United Nations declared South Africa's rule
illegal and placed Namibia under direct responsibility of the United Nations.
This position was reinforced by a World Court decision in 1971. Since 1966, South
Africa has ignored these rulings and has further extended its social and economic
colonization of Namibia as a white settler state. Namibia's current population
of approximately one million is completely dominated by some 90,000 whites under

. the now illegal South African mandate.

In December of 1974 the United Nations moved to protect the natural resources
of N~bia with a decree that:

no person or entity whether a body corporate or unincorporated,
may search for, prospect for, explore for, take, extract, mine,
process refine, use, sell, export or distribute any material re
source, whether animal or mineral, situated or found to be situat
ed within the territorial limits of Namibia without consent and
permission of the United Nations Council for Namibia • • ••

Thus, removal of any such items from Namibia must be considered an act of theft.
Yet, this theft goes on daily at the hands of South African and other foreign in
vestors, who run the Namibian economy.

In this economy, fishing is the second most important industry after mining.
The nine hundred mile Atlantic coastline of Namibia is rich in pilchard (sardine),
rock lobste~ and fish meal sources. (Although a majority of the Namibian population
suffers from severe protein deficiency, local fish consumption is very low, 90' of
the fish catch and 100' of the fish meal has been exported for use as pet food,
fertilizer, and cattle feed over the past several years.) Delmonte's defense for
marketing Namibian fish products centers on the issue of Walvis Bay, the country's
only viable seaport.
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South Africa' claims that Walvis Bay is a sovereign part of the Republic of
South Africa. This claim had its origin in a colonial act by Britain, which in

1878 annexed Walvis Bay and a surrounding 374 square mile desert enclave in a
preemptive move against the Germans. In 1884 the British transferred the port
to the Cape Colony, and in 1910 it automatically became a part of the Union of
South Africa. It is on the basis of this that Delmonte claims that it is not
receiving stolen goods if it does business with any South African firm that operates
out of Walvis Bay. Delmonte admits that this'is' a technicality but claims that'
if Walvis Bay is south AFrican then purchase of sardines processed there is not a
vilation of international law and not therefore Delmonte's "ethical" or legal
concern. We feel that this is a violation of the spirit if not the letter of the
law, since the purpose of the 1974 U.N. decree is to benefit the people of Namibia
(all of them), and protect against the untimely depletion of their not limitless
natural resources.

Since the transfer of Namibia to South Africa under the League of Nations
mandate of 1919, Walvis Bay has been continuously administered as an integral
part of Namibia. A special clause of the Southwest African Affairs Act of 1922
provided that "the port and settlement of Walvis Bay, which forms a part of the
province of the Cape of Good Hope, shall be administered as if it were part of the
mandated territory." At the present time, the Walvis Bay facilities and surro:.;ndings
are de facto administered (by whites) as a sovereign and integral part of Namibia.
This matter was recently discussed in the Windhoek Advertiser (a major white news
paper in Namibia) with the added editorial assertion that South AFrica should yield
de jure administrative sovereignity to Namibia. Finally, there are Southwest
African court decisions dating back to the early 1950's which declare that Walvis
Bay is sovereign to Namibia.

There are other arguments against the validity of the Delmonte claim of
South African sovereignty. The United Nations Council for Namibia views Walvis

.. Bay as part of Namibia and can be expected to formalize this recognition via
a U.N. resolution at some point in the near future. The Southwest African People's
Organization (SWAPO) and the Organization of ~frican Unity. (OAU) have both declared
that Walvis Bay is of Namibian sovereignty.

Right at. the moment South African Prime Minister John Vorster is calling for
a future free port status for Walvis Bay, along the lines of Hongkong and Singapore.
While this supposed compromise tactic is based on a strategy for continued south
African dominance of the Namibian economy, we see it also as a more than tacit
recognition on Vorster's part of the tenuous legality of South African claims on
Walvis Bay in the first place.

In another instance relating to the ambiguous status of Walvis Bay, in mid
1975 ~elmonte changed the labels on their sardine cans to read "packed In South
Africa." They had formerly read "packed in Southwest Africa." This srdtch is
significant because at an earlier at an earlier time, .before the 1974 U.N. decree

prohibiting removal of Namibian goods, Delmonte must have recog
nized the de facto sovereignty of Namibia over Walvis Bay, and only changed its
position to South African sovereignty when the U.N. decree made it expedient to
pretend that the sardines were,not from Namibia.

Finally, although we cannot prove it, it is hard to believe that Delmonte
buys only the sardines which have been fished from the territorial waters of Walvis
Bay proper. The sardines are fished all along the Namibian coastline and we doubt
that Ovenstone, Ltd. segregates the bay catch to satisfy Delmonte's legal department.

..-------_..::..._---------~_...:....-_----=----------- ....
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There is evidence that Delmonte has been "a party to the environmental
decline of Walvis Bay and the depletion of the Namibian sardine population.
Keeping in mind that Delmonte has been involved in the fishing experience of both
California and Namibia, it is pertinent to note the research of Allan Cooper in
his Politics of Indirect Investment: U.S. Corporate Interests in Namibia (1976):

The conservation issue should not be overlooked; overtishing
evidently resulted in the temporary decline in sardine catches
during 1970 and 1972. Fears of another "California" have
plagued the Namibian fishing industry almost since its incep
tion. The Windhoek Advertiser cautioned of the California
experience as early as 1953 and the warnings have continued
ever since. Nevertheless, overfishing has periodically occurred,
resulting in declines in sardine catches in 1953 to 1956, 1963, 1966
and 1969 to 1973.

After the collapse of the California sardine indu~try in the mid-~950's, the pro
cessing plants and related hardware were simply moved to Walvis Bay to resume
operations there. This is how the Namibian fishing industry got its start. We
are hopeful that it will not end the same way the California industry did.

In sum, it is our belief that there are no extenuating circumstances which
justify Delmonte's role in the Namibian sardine trade and that in fact Delmonte is
in violation of international law and the best interests of the citizens of
Namibia. The Delmonte corporation has been asked to obey the law and quit
handling Namibian sardines by the United Nations, by SWAPO, by the OAU, and by
U.S. based support organizations such as Operation Namibia in Philadelphia.
Thus far, however, Delmonte has seen it within its self-interest not to respond.
Additional pressue is needed.

It is imperative that Delmonte's intransigence be openly challenged, by
removal of sardines from store shelves and by a public information campaign
explaining the reasons for this action. We believe that a boycott of Delmonte
products can provide education and get people involved in action on behalf of
the people of Namibia as well as workers an consumers in this country and countries
around the world.

Yours in Struggle,

15elmonte Boycott Committee of the
Southern AFrica Support Committee

---------------=---------"------------------<
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TIlE "AGRIHUSINESS," or entire food industry of the U.S., is in
tricately interwoven with many sectors of tbe economy and encom.
passes far more than farming. Tbe flow cbart gives a visual impres
lion of tbe illteractioll of farming and otber activitieli. On tbe input

side of the farm arc industries that supply such items as furm machin
ery and fertilizer; on the output side of the farm is the food-processing
industry. Input-output cbart on page lZZ sbows the interaction of
farming an!l industry in greater detail in terms of sums of money.
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