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CASTRO’S BRUTAL CRACKDOWN ON
DISSIDENTS

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 16, 2003

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to call, at 2 p.m., in Room 2172,
Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Christopher H. Smith (Vice
Chairman of the Committee) presiding.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. This hearing of the Committee on
International Relations will come to order, and good afternoon.

Even some of the most outspoken leftists, who once saw some-
thing in Fidel Castro to admire, now admit that Castro’s unbridled
cruelty, thirst for blood and extreme paranoia are indefensible.
Writing in the Spanish newspaper, El Pais, Nobel Prize winner
Jose Sarampo, a Portuguese Communist and close friend of Castro
said a few days ago, and I quote,

“Cuba has won no heroic victory by executing these three men,
but it has lost my confidence, damaged my hopes and robbed
me of illusions.”

Without anything that resembles due process, three alleged ferry
hijackers were killed by firing squad in Cuba on Friday, while oth-
ers got long jail terms.

IMlusions, as Castro lover Jose Sarampo only now acknowledges,
often persist despite overwhelming evidence to the contrary. No-
where has this been more evident than in the case of Castro’s
Cuba.

Despite decades of credible reports of widespread egregious viola-
tions of human rights, including pervasive use of torture and vi-
cious beatings of political prisoners by the Cuban Government,
some have clung to indefensibly foolish illusions of Castro’s revolu-
tion.

Despite the fact that the Cuban government systematically de-
nies its people the freedoms of speech, press, assembly, and asso-
ciation, and severely restricts workers’ rights including the right to
form independent trade unions, some have, nevertheless, clung to
illusion.

Despite the fact that Castro maintains an unimaginably vast net-
work of surveillance by the thugs in his secret police and by the
Committee for the Defense of the Revolution (CDRs)—neighbors
spying on neighbors—some continue to embrace illusions about
Cuba.
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In his book, Against All Hope, a Memoir of Life in Castro’s
Gulags, Armando Valladares, a courageous and amazing man who
spent 22 years in Cuban prisons, wrote,

“The government of Cuba and the defenders of the Cuban
Revolution denied that the incidents that I recount in my book
ever happened. Castro’s sympathizers, who were more subtle,
said the incidents I described were exaggerations. And there
were others, well-meaning, who simply could not bring them-
selves to believe that such horrors, crimes and torture existed
in the political prisons of Cuba.”

Armando Valladares goes on to say,

“My response to those who still try to justify Castro’s tyranny
with the excuse that he has built schools and hospitals is this:
Stalin, Hitler, and Pinochet all built schools and hospitals, and
like Castro, they also tortured and assassinated opponents.
They built concentration and extermination camps and eradi-
cated all liberties, committing the worst crimes against hu-
manity.”

Mr. Valladares concludes,

“Unbelievably, while many non-governmental organizations
like Amnesty International and America’s Watch have de-
nounced the human rights situation in Cuba, there has been
a continuing love affair on the part of the media and many in-
tellectuals with Fidel Castro.”

That love affair—that illusion—finally, at long last, crashed and
burned with the onset of the current crackdown on dissent. Judg-
ing by their official declarations, even France and the European
Union seem to have had enough. And newspaper editorials
throughout the country, indeed the world, finally, at long last, are
on the same page. The Los Angeles Times editorial on March 28th,
for example, reflects the new emerging consensus, and I quote
them briefly:

“After years of calling for liberalized relations with Cuba,
this editorial page must now urge American policymakers to
hit the brakes. This month Fidel Castro threw up a roadblock
that cannot be ignored: He sicced his political police on about
90 journalists, political dissidents, union activists and the peo-
ple who had made the mistake of privately lending books by
such authors as Vaclav Havel and George Orwell.”

With the world’s attention riveted on Iraq, the Castro dictator-
ship indeed has moved with sickening speed to arrest, try, convict
and sentence to draconian jail terms approximately 80 of Cuba’s
bravest and brightest. Among these are 28 independent journalists
and 40 Varela project workers.

The Varela Project, as we know, named after a 19th century
antislavery, proindependence priest by the name of Felix Varela,
was a petition to the National Assembly simply asking for a nation-
wide referendum calling for basic human rights, an amnesty for po-
litical prisoners, private enterprise and election law reform to fa-
cilitate free and fair elections.
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On May 10, 2002, about a year ago, more than 11,000 signatures
were initially submitted, easily exceeding the constitutionally pre-
scribed number of 10,000. Castro, however, responded by orches-
trating his own petition drive that said that Cuba’s socialist system
could not be changed, leading the rubber-stamp National Assembly
to declare Cuba’s socialist system as “irrevocable.” And so within
the last few days, Luis Enrique Ferrer Garcia of the Christian Lib-
eration Movement got 28 years, a jail term that is believed to be
the harshest.

We will hear testimony from Ramon Antunez, leader and co-
founcller of the Christian Liberation Movement, during the second
panel.

Let me mention a few others who have been unjustly sentenced.
Omar Rodriguez Saludes, an independent journalist known to ride
his bicycle to news conferences, he got 27 years. Hector Palacios,
one of the other key figures promoting the Varela project, 25 years.
Oscar Espinosa Chepe, who wrote critical articles about the Cuban
economy for the Internet, got 25 years. The President of the Inde-
pendent United Confederation of Cuban Workers, Pedro Pablo Al-
varez, 25 years. Economist Morta Beatriz Rogue and journalist
Raul Rivero each got 20 years. Ricardo Gonzalez Alfonso, an editor
of é)e Cuba magazine, he got 20 years, and the list sadly goes on
and on.

For its part the Bush Administration has made its deep and
abiding concern for the political prisoners and the protection of ele-
mental human rights in Cuba abundantly clear. On April 10th,
Secretary of State Colin Powell said,

“In recent days the Cuban government has undertaken the
most significant act of political repression in decades. We call
on Castro to end this despicable repression and free these pris-
oners of conscience.”

Secretary Powell goes on to say,

“The U.S. and the international community will be unrelenting
in our insistence that Cubans who seek peaceful change be per-
mitted to do so.”

In like manner, as evidenced by the passage of H. Res. 179 last
week, Congress has demanded the immediate release of all political
prisoners and supports the right of the Cuban people to exercise
fundamental political and civil liberties. Amazingly, the vote on
Congressman Ros-Lehtinen’s resolution was 414 to 0, with 11
Members voting present.

By way of contrast, I would point out on April 2001, I sponsored
a resolution, H. Res. 91, calling on the U.N. Human Rights Com-
mission in Geneva to condemn Cuba’s human rights abuse and ap-
point a Special Rapporteur for Cuba. While it passed, there was a
disturbing number of negative votes. That vote was 347 to 44, with
22 voting present. So Congress, as evidenced by the difference of
those votes, it seems to me, is also getting it and getting it right.

Before turning to our distinguished witnesses, I would like to
make a final point. The Castro regime has been trying to peddle
the big lie that the United States somehow provoked this crack-
down. Nothing could be further from the truth.
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Castro’s disinformation network claims that America’s top for-
eign service officer in Cuba, Jim Cason, had contact with dissidents
in Havana. Yeah. So what? He was doing his job. This, they now
say, was an affront that forced the regime to respond.

Let me make it very clear, and I know I speak for both sides of
the aisle, Democrats and Republicans, we absolutely reject this ab-
surd and ridiculous assertion. Jim Cason is a competent, seasoned
and highly respected career diplomat who, along with our staff at
the Interests Section of Havana, are routinely subjected to harass-
ment by Cuba’s State Security apparatus.

Shifting the blame simply won’t work. Fidel Castro, his brother
Raul and numerous leaders of Cuba’s dictatorship are directly re-
sponsible for crimes against humanity, past and present. Someday
these oppressors will be held to account, and the people of Cuba
will live in freedom.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Smith of New Jersey follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, A REPRESENTA-
TIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY, AND VICE CHAIRMAN, COM-
MITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

Even some of the most outspoken leftists, who once saw in Fidel Castro something
to admire, now admit that Castro’s unbridled cruelty, thirst for blood and extreme
paranoia are indefensible.

Writing in the Spanish newspaper, El Pais, Noble prize winner Jose Sarampo, a
Portuguese communist and close friend of Castro said a few days ago “Cuba has
won no heroic victory by executing these three men, but it has lost my confidence,
damaged my hopes and robbed me of illusions.”

Without anything that resembles due process, three alleged ferry hijackers were
killed by firing squad in Cuba on Friday, while others got long jail terms.

Illusions, as Castro lover Jose Sarampo only now acknowledges, often persist de-
spite overwhelming evidence to the contrary.

Nowhere has this been more evident than in the case of Castro’s Cuba.

Despite decades of credible reports of widespread egregious violations of human
rights including the pervasive use of torture and vicious beatings of political pris-
oners by the Cuban government, some have clung to indefensibly foolish illusions
of Castro’s revolution.

Despite the fact that the Cuban government systematically denies its people the
freedoms of speech, press, assembly, and association, and severely restricts workers
rights, including the right to form independent trade unions, some have, neverthe-
less, clung to illusion.

Despite the fact that Castro maintains an unimaginably vast network of surveil-
lance by the thugs in his secret police and Committees for the Defense of the Revo-
lution (CDRs)—neighbors spying on neighbors—some continue to embrace bogus
perceptions—illusions about Cuba.

In his book, “Against All Hope, a Memoir of Life in Castro’s Gulags” Armando
Valladares, a courageous and amazing man who spent 22 years in Cuban prisons
wrote,

“The government of Cuba and defenders of the Cuban Revolution denied that inci-
dents that I recount (in the book) ever happened. Castro sympathizers, who were
more subtle, said the incidents I described were exaggerations. And there were oth-
ers, well meaning, who simply could not bring themselves to believe that such hor-
rors, crimes and torture existed in the political prisons of Cuba.”

“My response to those who still try to justify Castro’s tyranny with the excuse
that he has built schools and hospitals is this: Stalin, Hitler and Pinochet also built
schools and hospitals, and like Castro, they also tortured and assassinated oppo-
nents. They built concentration and extermination camps and eradicated all lib-
erties, committing the worst crimes against humanity.”

“Unbelievably, while many non-governmental organizations like Amnesty Inter-
national and America’s Watch have denounced the human rights situation in Cuba,
there has been a continuing love affair on the part of the media and many intellec-
tuals with Fidel Castro.”

That love affair—that illusion—finally, at long last, crashed and burned , I hope,
with the onset of the current crackdown on dissidents. Judging by their official dec-
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larations even France and the EU seem to have had enough. And newspaper edi-
torials throughout the country and world, finally, at long last are on the same page.
The LA Times editorial on March 28th, reflects the new emerging consensus,

“After years of calling for liberalized relations with Cuba, this editorial page must
now urge American policy makers to hit the brakes. This month, Fidel Castro threw
up a roadblock that cannot be ignored: He sicced his political police on about 90
journalists, political dissidents, union activists and people who had made the mis-
takﬁa of privately lending books by such authors as Vaclav Havel and George Or-
well.”

With the world’s attention riveted on Iraq, the Castro dictatorship has moved
with sickening speed to arrest, try, convict and sentence to draconian jail terms—
most ranged between 15-25 years—approximately 80 of Cuba’s bravest and bright-
est. Among these are 28 independent journalists and 40 Varela project workers.

( The Varela Project, named after a 19th century anti-slavery, pro-independence
priest Felix Varela, was a petition to the National Assembly seeking a nationwide
referendum calling for basic human rights, an amnesty for political prisoners, pri-
vate enterprise and election law reform to facilitate free and fair elections.

On May 10th of 2002, more that 11,000 signatures were initially submitted—eas-
ily exceeding the constitutionally prescribed 10,000.

Castro, however, responded by orchestrating his own petition drive that said
Cuba’s socialist system could not be changed, leading the rubber stamp National As-
sembly to declare Cuba’s socialist system “irrevocable”. )

And so within the last few days, Luis Enrique Ferrer Garcia of the Christian Lib-
eration Movement, got 28 years, a jail term that is believed to be the harshest sen-
tence.

We will hear testimony from Ramon Antunez, leader and cofounder of the Chris-
tian Liberation Movement, during the second panel.

Let me mention a few of the others who have been unjustly sentenced. Omar
Rodriguez Saludes, an independent journalist known to ride his bicycle to news con-
ferences: 27 years. Hector Palacios, one of the other key figures promoting the
Varela Project: 25 years. Oscar Espinosa Chepe, who wrote critical articles about
the Cuban economy for the Internet: 25 years. The President of the Independent
United Confederation of Cuban Workers (CUTC), Pedro Pablo Alvarez, 25 years.
Economist Morta Beatriz Rogue and journalist Raul Rivero each got 20 years. Ri-
cardo Gonzalez Afonso, an editor at “De Cuba” magazine: 20 years. The list goes
on and on.

For it’s part The Bush Administration has made its deep and abiding concern for
the political prisoners and the protection of elemental human rights in Cuba abun-
dantly clear. On April 10th , Secretary of State Colin Powell said,

“In recent days the Cuban government has undertaken the most significant act
of political repression in decades. We call on Castro to end this despicable repression
and free these prisoners of conscience. The United States and the international com-
munity will be unrelenting in our insistence that Cubans who seek peaceful change
be permitted to do so .”

In like manner, the Congress—as evidenced by passage of H.Res. 179 last week—
has demanded the immediate release of all the prisoners and supports the right of
the Cuban people to exercise fundamental political and civil liberties. Amazingly,
the vote on Congresswoman Ros-Lehtinen’s resolution was 414-0, 11 present. By
way of contrast, in April of 2001, I sponsored a resolution, H. Res. 91 calling on the
UN Human Rights Commission in Geneva to condemn Cuba’s human rights abuse
and appoint a Special Rapporteur for Cuba. While it passed there were a disturbing
number of negative votes. That vote was 347-44 with 22 voting present. So Con-
gress, as evidenced in the differences of the votes, is finally getting it as well.

Before turning to our distinguished witnesses, I want to make a final point. The
Castro regime has been trying to peddle the big lie that the United States somehow
provoked this crackdown. Nothing could be further from the truth.

Castro’s disinformation network claims that America’s top foreign service officer
in Cuba, Jim Cason had contact with dissidents in Havana. Yeah. So what? He’s
doing his job. This, they now say, was an affront that forced the regime to respond.

We absolutely reject this absurd and ridiculous assertion. Jim Cason is a com-
petent, seasoned, and highly respected career diplomat who, along with the staff of
our Interests Section, is routinely subjected to harassment by Cuba’s State Security
apparatus.

Shifting the blame simply won’t work. Fidel Castro, his brother Raul and numer-
ous leaders of Cuba’s dictatorship are directly responsible for crimes against human-
ity past—and present. Some day these oppressors will be held to account and the
people of Cuba will live in freedom.
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Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. I would like to yield to my good
friend and colleague, the Chairman of the Commerce, Justice and
State Subcommittee on the Appropriations Committee, Frank Wolf.

Mr. WoLF. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to partici-
pate in this hearing on the brutal crackdown of dissidents and
other human rights activists by the Castro regime. Human rights
violations should not be tolerated anywhere around the world, and
especially not in Cuba, only 90 miles off our shores, a country
where so many of our citizens in Florida and elsewhere have a per-
sonal interest.

There is no doubt this is a heartbreaking issue for Cuban Ameri-
cans and others committed to human rights, and so I want to com-
mend you, Mr. Chairman, for your initiative.

I want to make clear my support for the Administration regard-
ing its Cuba policy. As you know, I wanted to go to Cuba. Con-
gressman Smith and I had made a request to go to Cuba earlier
this year, several weeks ago, but were unable to get the necessary
visas because of the timing with the outbreak of the war in Iragq.

What we are doing to foster democracy in Cuba and to speak out
about brutal treatment of dissidents should inspire anyone with
conscience. That is why I was deeply saddened, and by particularly
the two of you sitting right up there, on the Administration’s unfor-
tunate and shocking decision not to sponsor a resolution critical of
China’s human rights records at the current meeting of the U.N.
Commission on Human Rights in Geneva. This is a profound dis-
connect and a disgrace, quite frankly, almost one of the most dis-
graceful things I have seen this Administration do, between what
we are doing in Cuba and where we are unwilling to do on China.

This decision not to file a resolution in Geneva, Mr. Craner, who
has the position with regard to human rights, damages America’s
credibility and standing among the Chinese people and others
around the world.

Even worse, Mr. Holmes, it sends the wrong message to China’s
new leadership that the United States really does not care about
the detention, arrest, and torture and mistreatment of ordinary
Chinese citizens by their government.

Even as a symbolic gesture, the United States should have intro-
duced a resolution condemning China’s violation of basic human
rights. There is today in China no rights to freedom of expression,
association and assembly, thought, conscience, religion and belief,
much less due process rights and judicial proceedings that meet
even minimal international standards.

That is not my judgment, but the judgment of the State Depart-
ment’s own Human Rights Report of 2002. This report, which origi-
nated from our witnesses’ department, documents 144 pages of
scathing details about the kind of state-sanctioned and state-spon-
sored abuse directed against political dissidents, religious believers,
labor activists and alleged separatists in Xinjiang and Tibet and
North Korea, asylum seekers, as well as the use of psychiatric im-
prisonment.

The State Department’s report documents all of this. Let me cite
a few examples from the report which will make clear to anyone
that despite some token steps taken to address international con-
cerns about its human rights record, China’s human rights record
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throughout the year remains poor, and the—if I could get both of
your attention, please. Mr. Holmes, I will get your attention,
please. Can I get your attention, please?

Mr. HOLMES. I am taking notes.

Mr. WoLF. Well, I will share the statement with you, and we will
have a lot more questions on this.

China’s human rights record throughout the year remained poor,
and the government continued to commit numerous and serious
abuses. That is a quote. As one of the authors of the International
Religious Freedom Act, I have deep-rooted interests and concerns
about this fundamental freedom that we enjoy in this country.

Here are some of the examples from the Human Rights Report.
The Chinese government continues to arrest Catholic bishops and
priests, Protestant pastors and evangelicals for practicing their
faith or worshipping outside government control. Based on the lat-
est reports provided me, there are approximately 50 bishops—one,
I believe, who was sent to jail for serving holy communion to Con-
gressman Chris Smith at one time—50 bishops of the underground
Roman Catholic church in China either arrested, or under house
arrest, or under strict surveillance or in hiding. These and other re-
ligious minorities are routinely harassed, beaten and tortured, and
yet you are not sponsoring a resolution in Geneva.

The Chinese government also has intensified its crackdown on
the people of Tibet, stealing the very soul and culture of Tibet.
Monks and nuns continue to be beaten, imprisoned and sometimes
killed. I was in Tibet with a Tibetan monk. When we went into the
monasteries, they told us of the brutality in the prisons and the
monks and nuns that are beaten and abused in that prison. The
Dalai Lama has been exiled for years, and his successor, the Pan-
chen Lama, has been stolen away, jailed with his family, and re-
placed by a puppet of the People’s Republic of China.

If you recall, Mr. Craner, immediately after your departure from
Beijing December of last year, the Chinese executed Lobsang
Dhondup, a Tibetan who was found guilty of being a separatist.
Just after you left, just after you met with him, and just after you
came back, he was killed.

At the same time, a very important and influential Lama, Tenzin
Deleg Rinpoche, was imprisoned for life, for life, to be associated
with Lobsang. The key point here was that the state was given as-
surances that these people would be given a lengthy judicial re-
view, and that was rejected.

The Chinese government also continues to persecute Muslims in
the western portion of the country, and nobody speaks out for the
Muslims, at least not those in China. Especially troubling are ac-
tions taken by the Chinese first in July 1999 to dissolve Falun
Gong and to arrest its leaders.

I had seven town meetings in my district last week, three on Fri-
day, four on Saturday. Every town meeting the Falun Gong and
other Chinese dissidents came to tell us of the persecution that
their people are having to go through. All day long it came out at
every single town meeting, and you deny and don’t even have the
courage to file a resolution there in Geneva.

A massive crackdown followed and which continues to this day
as hundreds remain imprisoned, and thousands are sent without
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judicial review to reeducation through labor camps. The govern-
ment labeled Falun Gong a cult and thus outside the purview of
protected state-controlled religious organizations.

That is just in the area of religious freedom. Other examples are
really important. North Korea refugees, hiding in northeast China,
whose only crimes consist of trying to escape a brutal regime, sys-
tematically starving them into submission, and not only repatri-
ated back to North Korea, but bounties are put on their head to
hunt them down.

Mr. Craner, you told me that history shows the treatment of the
North Koreans may be one of the most abusive things that we see
coming out of the Chinese government, and yet you do not file a
resolution in Geneva. The Chinese government has a thriving busi-
ness of harvesting and selling transplant human organs from pris-
oners. They will take your blood type. They will shoot you. They
will go into a prison, and they will find an organ that you can then
donate—that person will have to donate.

China maintains a system of gulags, slave labor camps, as large
or if not larger than those in the Soviet Union. China sold missiles
and chemical weapons technologies to Iran, sold missile-related
components to Syria, advanced missile and nuclear weapon tech-
nology to Pakistan, and, as we recently discovered in Iraq, even
sold weapons to Saddam Hussein. Do you remember the night of
terror at the Kuwait shopping center? A Chinese-made missile hit
the shopping center. China sold $1.2 billion in arms to military rul-
ers in Burma who seem to be following the low road from their own
human rights as Burmese opium makes its way through the veins
of American teenagers.

I realize, Mr. Chairman, that this hearing is about the mistreat-
ment of Cuban dissidents, and it is not my purpose here to deflect
from that important function. As I mentioned, I strongly support
the Administration’s Cuba policy. My hope is that this hearing will
shed some light on the human rights conditions in Cuba. But the
problem is that there is no consistency of policy between what we
are doing in Cuba and what we should be doing in China. There
is no consistency between our rhetoric and our actions. If it is
wrong in Cuba to jail dissidents, why isn’t it wrong for the Chinese
to be doing the same?

Ronald Reagan once said that the rights we enjoy of life and lib-
erty and the pursuit of happiness are rights that are covenants, as
Ronald Reagan said, that we have made not only with ourselves,
but with all of mankind. That is why this Congress, this Com-
mittee, especially this Administration, must stand up for the values
of freedom and democracy not only in Cuba, but in China and
around the world.

We should always, always publicly as well as privately, some-
times publicly is more important than privately, to be on the side
of those fighting for freedom and not stand with the oppressors and
side deals or private deals whereby things won’t be raised. The
hundreds, if not thousands, of political and religious prisoners in
China are counting on Congress and the Administration to speak
out for them. Just be cautious that you don’t go the way of the
Clinton Administration that started out very aggressive on human
rights and was against PNTR and changed in midstream. Speaking
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out may be the only thing that saves their lives or wins their free-
dom. That is why the Administration should be clear and unequivo-
cal in its condemnation of China’s grave human rights.

Instead, by its action at the U.N. Commission, we have basically
abdicated our leadership in human rights by making morally com-
promised and politically calculated decisions. That is why we are
here today with very little progress to show on China.

Just imagine, Mr. Chairman, for a moment, that you are a
Catholic priest or bishop, you are imprisoned for saying mass or
administering the sacraments, you have been beaten or tortured or
denied food or forced to endure back-breaking labor. And Mr. Smith
and I were in Beijing Prison No. 1 and saw the conditions that
these people have to live in. This was all done for your practicing
of what your conscience and your faith to the Good Lord dictates
that you have to do.

Imagine, then, that priest just heard about the action or the lack
of action by the United States which caved to Chinese pressure
against such a resolution, only the third year since 1990 that the
United States has not introduced the China resolution. Just imag-
ine how demoralized that priest would feel. You must have talked
to Natan Scharansky when he told you how he felt when people
spoke out for him or how demoralized he felt when people did not
speak out for him.

I will leave you with this question: Just what is the message that
the U.S. is sending to the Catholic priest, Protestant pastor, Bud-
dhist monk, Muslim person in that northwest portion, still in jail
by the Administration’s decision not to introduce a resolution con-
demning China for the human rights abuses? What exactly is the
message to a prodemocracy student or labor activist? And what
about the timing of your decision as you called around to Members
of Congress who had an interest on this late Friday afternoon, well
after the Congress has adjourned for its recess.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.
I hope you and I can still make our journey to Cuba and try to
speak out for those who are being persecuted in Cuba, but also to
maintain a consistency that wherever persecution of people’s rights
take place, whether it be in China, whether it be in Iraq, whether
it be in Saudi Arabia, whether it be in Cuba, we are consistent in
speaking out.

With that, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. I thank my friend for yielding back
and for his very strong statement, because human rights are indi-
visible, as we know. They do not know boundaries, and even
though the focus of this hearing is on Cuba, obviously where any-
one, male or female, regardless of age, regardless of their ethnicity
or their religious belief, if they are attacked, if they are tortured,
we have to speak with one voice, consistently in their favor. So I
thank my friend for his very, very powerful and eloquent state-
ment.

I would like to welcome to our Committee—they are not strang-
ers to this Committee at all, very fine people—Secretary Lorne
Craner, who was sworn in as Assistant Secretary of State for De-
mocracy, Human Rights and Labor on June 4, 2001. Mr. Craner,
prior to his appointment, was the President of the International
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Republican Institute, IRI, since 1995. He coordinates in his position
at Human Rights, Labor and Democracy U.S. foreign policy and
programs that support the promotion and protection of human
rights and democracy worldwide. Secretary Craner received a Mas-
ter’s Degree in National Security Studies at Georgetown University
and a Bachelor of Arts from Reed College.

Our next witness will be Kim Holmes. Dr. Holmes was sworn in
as the Assistant Secretary of State for the Bureau of International
Organization Affairs on November 21, 2002. In this position Dr.
Holmes is responsible for the development and implementation of
U.S. policy in the United Nations, its specialized and voluntary
agencies and certain other international organizations. Dr. Holmes
holds a doctorate and a master’s degree from Georgetown Univer-
sity.

Then we will hear from J. Curtis Struble, who assumed the posi-
tion of Acting Assistant Secretary of State for the Bureau of West-
ern Hemisphere Affairs on November 22nd of 2002. He was pre-
viously the Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary for the Bureau.
He holds a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Russian History and Slavic
Languages from the University of California at Berkeley.

And our final witness for this panel is Karen Harbert-Mitchell.
Ms. Harbert-Mitchell is a Deputy Assistant Administrator for Latin
America and the Caribbean at the U.S. Agency for International
Development, USAID. Her primary responsibility is developing and
implementing foreign assistance programs for Latin America and
the Caribbean. Ms. Harbert-Mitchell received a degree in Inter-
national Policy Studies and Political Science from Rice University
in Houston, Texas. Welcome, Ms. Harbert-Mitchell.

And if you could begin, Secretary Craner.

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE LORNE W. CRANER, ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY, BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS
AND LABOR, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Mr. CRANER. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for the invita-
tion to testify here today. I want to commend you for holding this
hearing, especially in recess, draw attention to the situation in
Cuba. I have a short oral statement and a longer written one I
would like to submit for the record.

We have been talking about other regions of the world, and I did
want to start in a region other than Cuba. In Iraq yesterday, near
the 4,000-year-old Ziggurat of Ur in the cradle of civilization, a
man arose at a meeting of his countrymen and countrywomen. He
said that now is not the time to ask what our country—he is talk-
ing about Irag—can do for us. Rather, we must ask what we can
do for our country.

Later in the day, over 100 Iraqi men and women, some who had
stayed in Iraq all these years, some of them returning from exile,
some Sunnis, some Kurds, some Shia, all agreed that Iraq must be
democratic, must be Federal, and must respect the role of women
and the rule of law.

South of Iraq, Qatar this week announced plans for elections to
a new legislature, plans that allow women to run and vote. Qatar
joins Bahrain, Oman and Morocco in permitting democratic elec-
tions open to women and men for new parliaments. All these
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events occurred in a region where for decades some have despaired
for democracy, for human rights and for pluralism. But democracy
is beginning to take hold in the Middle East, a land half a world
away from here.

Unfortunately we need look only on our doorstep for a country
that is stuck in a time warp and regressing. At the same time that
the Iraqi people are founding their democracy, the sole survivor of
totalitarianism in this hemisphere, the dinosaur dictatorship of
Fidel Castro, moved brutally to repress political dissent amongst
its citizens.

Beginning in mid-March, the government of Cuba has sought to
decapitate the democratic opposition and the strongest voices of
independent expression on the Island, arresting 77 people on spu-
rious charges of subversion and treason and sentencing them to
long prison terms in secretive and summary trials. Prominent tar-
gets included independent journalists such as Raul Rivero, inde-
pendent economists like Maria Beatriz Roque, and a number of
other independent librarians and labor leaders. Twenty of those ar-
rested have supported the Varela Project, a peaceful and constitu-
tional call for a national referendum that had obtained over 11,000
signatures and international praise and recognition.

Many of these prisoners of conscience face charges of collabora-
tion with diplomats at the U.S. Interests Section in Havana. Like
American and other diplomats around the world, Jim Cason and
his colleagues work to promote peaceful and democratic change,
provide information about our country, and encourage and
strengthen fundamental and internationally acknowledged human
rights standard and norms. Only Cuba and a diminishing number
of its totalitarian counterparts could tremble at the threat of li-
brary books and free access to the Internet, and label them subver-
sion.

In Cuba, a reporter’s office files, including envelopes of press clip-
pings, become evidence of treason. This brutality and repression is
nothing new. Systematic violations of fundamental freedoms have
long been the hallmark of the Cuban regime. These violations were
cataloged in the State Department’s annual Country Reports re-
leased this year on March 31. They have been denounced by a wide
range of independent international organizations, including Am-
nesty International, Human Rights Watch and Reporters Without
Borders.

This egregious act of political repression is an admission of fail-
ure by the Cuban regime. It is an expression of fear directed at the
most basic and peaceful expressions of independent thought, at
journalists, librarians and even economists. The regime has sought
to characterize members of this movement as the mercenaries of a
foreign power, to call the natural demand for freedom treason. It
is the ordinary citizens of Cuba, like the ordinary citizens of Iragq,
who are finding the individual strength to look past years of re-
pression, to strive for a democratic future and voice their desire for
a peaceful transition to a better life.

We must continue to support that effort wherever and whenever
we can, whether through our outreach to ordinary Cubans or in
partnership with like-minded international members of the inter-
national community, as we are doing today in Geneva. Thank you.
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Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Secretary Craner, thank you very
much for your testimony.
[The prepared statement of Mr. Craner follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE LORNE W. CRANER, ASSISTANT SEC-
RETARY, BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN RIGHTS AND LABOR, U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF STATE

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, you are to be commended for holding
this hearing to spotlight the recent crackdown in Cuba. The Committee’s continuing
interest in the situation in Cuba is particularly well timed and welcome, given the
growing international concern over the efforts of the repressive regime to stifle inde-
pendent voices and a growing demand for democracy.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify before you today. I want to address two
issues, first the worsening human rights situation in Cuba, and second the growing
democratic movement in Cuba.

At the same time U.S. forces moved to liberate the people of Iraq from a brutal
regime, the sole survivor of totalitarianism in this hemisphere—the dinosaur dicta-
torship of Fidel Castro—moved to brutally repress political dissent among its citi-
zens. Beginning on March 18, the Government of Cuba has sought to decapitate the
democratic opposition and the strongest voices of independent expression on the is-
land, arresting over 100 persons on spurious charges of subversion and treason and
sentencing 75 to long prison terms in secretive and summary tribunals. Prominent
targets included independent journalists such as Raul Rivero, independent econo-
mists like Maria Beatriz Roque, and a number of independent librarians and labor
leaders. Twenty of those arrested had supported the Varela Project, a peaceful and
constitutional call for a national referendum on political and economic reforms in
Cuba that had obtained over 11,000 signatures and international praise and rec-
ognition.

Many of these prisoners of conscience faced charges of collaboration with dip-
lomats at the United States Interest Section in Havana. They were called traitors
for their courage in speaking to official Americans such as Jim Cason. Like his pred-
ecessors, as chief of the Interest Section, Jim does in fact talk to independent Cuban
citizens: an activity hardly worthy of comment, much less alarm, in a free and
democratic society but a direct threat to the iron control of information under a dic-
tatorial regime. Like American and other diplomats around the world, Jim and his
colleagues work to promote peaceful and democratic changes, provide information
about our country, and encourage and strengthen fundamental—and internationally
acknowledged—freedoms. Only Cuba, and a diminishing number of its totalitarian
counterparts, could tremble at the “threat” of library books and free access to the
Internet, and call them subversion. In Cuba, a reporter’s office files, including enve-
lopes of newspaper clippings, become evidence of treason.

It can be no surprise to any of us that much of the evidence in these so-called
trials was provided by agents of the Cuban intelligence service who had successfully
infiltrated the Cuban opposition. The fact that government agents successfully infil-
trated the Cuban democratic movement is testimony to the regime’s fear of this
movement, and the resources it is willing to bring to bear in its efforts to intimidate
its citizens, to control information, and to stifle freedom of thought and expression.
The brave men and women confronted with these betrayals cannot have been sur-
prised either, knowing the very real threat peaceful dissent and independent
thought pose to an authoritarian regime. It is testimony to their true courage that
this knowledge did not sway or intimidate them. Indeed, this action of the Cuba re-
gime against its own citizens is a stark example of Castro’s failure to silence dis-
sent, to establish “revolutionary legitimacy”—legitimacy of any kind, for that mat-
ter. It is further proof of a failed and empty regime.

This brutality, this repression, is nothing new. Systemic violations of fundamental
freedoms have long been the hallmark of the Cuba regime, violations denounced by
a wide range of independent international organizations including Amnesty Inter-
national, Human Rights Watch, and Reporters Without Borders, and recognized in
the State Department’s annual Country Report on Human Rights Practices released
on March 31.

Ironically, at the same time as the secretive trials and convictions of these polit-
ical prisoners—many facing prison terms of twenty years or more for the non-violent
exercise of their right to freedom of expression and association—Cuba sits on the
United Nations Commission on Human Rights in Geneva. A team of representatives
of that regime attends the current session, working to block condemnation of their
own and other repressive regimes. This team is accepted despite what the NGO
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Human Rights Watch characterized as the flouting of fundamental human rights
norms, despite their indifference to that same Commission’s 2002 resolution and re-
jection of the High Commissioner’s personal representative, and despite worldwide
outrage at the latest brutal crackdown.

Secretary Powell was not alone when he called for an end to the repression in
Cuba and insisted that Cubans who seek peaceful change—and basic human rights
and freedoms—be permitted to do so. His call has been echoed by many others: the
European Union, U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights Sergio de Mello, and
prominent figures across the world, including more than 300 artists, intellectuals,
and politicians—Gunter Grass, Pedro Almodovar, and Mario Vargas Llosa among
them—who recently published a letter protesting the recent arrests. Even the
French and Portuguese Communist Parties spoke out against the repression, while
the Catholic Bishops in Cuba—who must operate cautiously in the best of times—
issued a statement “profoundly lamenting” the arrests of Cuban citizens for “think-
ing and acting differently than the official ideology.” Despite the bluster and threats
of Cuban officials, three Latin American countries (Costa Rica, Peru, and Uruguay)
have drafted another resolution on the human rights situation in Cuba, and many
other countries at the Commission have voiced their support and their outrage at
the recent wave of arrests and trials of political dissidents, and at the summary
trials and executions of three ferry hijackers this past week.

This egregious act of political repression is an admission of failure by the regime,
an expression of fear directed at the most basic and peaceful expressions of inde-
pendent thought—at journalists, librarians, even economists. The regime has sought
to characterize members of this movement as the mercenaries of a foreign power,
to call the natural demand for freedom “treason.” It is the ordinary citizens of
Cuba—Ilike the ordinary citizens of Irag—who are finding the individual strength
to look past years of repression, to strive for a democratic future and voice their de-
sire for a peaceful transition and a better life. We must continue to support that
effort wherever and whenever we can, whether through our outreach to ordinary
Cubans or in partnership with like-minded members of the international commu-
nity.

I would like to conclude by stressing that promotion of democracy is and will con-
tinue to be a central, defining element of our foreign policy. We will continue to use
all available bilateral and multilateral tools at our disposal to combat threats to de-
m(ilcracy and to institutionalize democratic reforms toward a stable Western Hemi-
sphere.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Dr. Holmes.

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE KIM R. HOLMES, ASSISTANT
SECRETARY, BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION
AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Mr. HOLMES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing
on Cuba and its brutal crackdown on democracy activists. I have
a longer statement that I would like to submit for the record with
your permission.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Without objection, yours and all of
the other witnesses who have a longer version, their statements
will be made a part of the record.

Mr. HoLMES. Thank you, sir.

This is a timely issue and one that my office is seized with. And
given that the Cuban government began this wave of arrests even
as the United Nations Commission on Human Rights was opening
in Geneva, I think is particularly troubling about what it means for
the future of freedom and democracy in Cuba. Cuba’s arrest of
more than 100 democracy activists, journalists and economists, the
closed summary proceedings used to convict over 75 of them, and
the excessive sentences, all of these are an outrage. Cuba’s actions
rightly deserve the review they are receiving in America and
around the world and from you and from many in this hearing.

As you are aware, the arrest followed searches of activists’ homes
that sometimes lasted for up to 10 hours, that began after a gov-
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ernment radio broadcast attacking the head of our Interests Sec-
tion and the outreach efforts of our diplomats in Cuba.

These actions are an affront to article 19 of the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights, which declares, and I quote, “Everyone
has the right to freedom of opinion and expression.”

They also are an affront to article 9, which states that, and I
qu(ite, “No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or
exile.”

Cuba, it must be remembered, was one of the nations voting in
the United Nations General Assembly to adopt that declaration in
1948.

In contrast, the Castro regime has already formally rejected a
visit by the personal representative of the U.N. High Commissioner
for Human Rights as called for in last year’s Commission on
Human Rights resolution. All of these distressing reminders of the
regime’s lack of respect for human rights and fundamental free-
doms are meant to deal a blow against the democratic opposition.
While they may slow the march of freedom in Cuba, they will never
quell the Cuban people’s desire for freedom, for liberty; nor will
they impede its ultimate arrival.

The United States does not hesitate to speak out against Cuba’s
suppression of human rights. We issued a strong statement on
March 19th expressing our outrage over the arrests and calling for
the immediate release of those detained. The White House issued
a strong statement of condemnation on March 26th.

On April 1st, Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick, who was heading
our delegation to the Commission on Human Rights, delivered our
Item 9 statement in which she called the arrest, “a glaring chal-
lenge to the Commission,” an indication of increasing repression by
Castro’s regime, and—I also continue to quote—“a brazen attempt
to intimidate the growing number of Cuban citizens who dare as-
sert their desire for more freedom.”

On April 10th, Secretary of State Powell called for the release of
these prisoners of conscience, as you mentioned, Mr. Chairman.
Again, on April 14th, Ambassador Kirkpatrick clarified for the
Commission during the deliberations on defenders of democracy
why Cuba’s actions are repressive violations of human rights. And
just yesterday Secretary Powell challenged the nations of the
world, the 34 Western Hemisphere nations in the Community of
Democracies who signed a set of basic principles regarding democ-
racy, and particularly those nations that will vote on the Cuba res-
olution, to take note of Cuba’s outrageous actions toward people
who merely express their desire for freedom.

The United States has also asked the European Union to join
with us in publicly deploring Cuba’s actions, and on March 26th
the European Union issued a strong statement condemning the
Cuban repression and demanding the release of these prisoners of
conscience.

Most notably at this year’s Commission, the resolution to deal
with Cuba’s persistent violations of human rights norms was intro-
duced by three Latin American countries, by Peru, Uruguay and
Costa Rica. We firmly support and applaud their initiative to try
to address this blight on human rights in our hemisphere. Their
resolution urges the government of Cuba to adhere to the 2002 res-
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olution and allow a visit by the High Commissioner for Human
Rights’ personal representative.

As we have done in the past, we have cosponsored this year’s res-
olution on Cuba. We had worked hard to strengthen it, but there
is strong resistance to changing the wording. While the original
resolution itself may not have the language we had hoped to
achieve, it nevertheless is still a slap in the face for Castro and his
regime from his own neighbors.

Given Cuba’s continuing defiance of the Commission, the United
States warmly welcomes the effort of Latin American members of
the Commission to force their neighbor to improve its human rights
record, and we believe the best approaches to dealing with the
egregious human rights abusers like Cuba are initiatives in which
the relevant regional group takes ownership of the calls for reform.

We also actively collaborated with other countries on strategies
to ensure that a resolution on Cuba would pass, sending a clear
message to the government of Cuba that it would remain under the
scrutiny of the world community. The important point is that we
sought to ensure that the personal representative of the U.N.s
High Commissioner on Human Rights has a mandate to report on
the situation in Cuba.

Historically there is a precedent for our concern that a resolution
on Cuba passes. As you will recall, in 1987, Cuba was able to win
a no-action motion on text submitted by the United States by a
vote by 19 to 18 with 6 abstentions. We prefer a resolution and a
personal representative of the High Commissioner to any of the al-
ternatives.

Our delegation at the Commission on Human Rights will con-
tinue to make crystal clear our very strong opposition to Cuba’s
violation of human rights, and we will call upon other like-minded
delegations to do the same.

As I prepared this statement, we had expected a vote on Cuba
to take place this morning, but, as you know, it did not happen.
We should know the outcome of the voting tomorrow. But let me
assure this Committee in the meantime that the Congress—and
also ensure the Congress, Americans and the people of Cuba that
in the Commission and in every forum the United States will con-
tinue to shine a spotlight on human rights abuses in Cuba in order
to bring them to an end.

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Thank you, Dr. Holmes, very much.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Holmes follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE KiM R. HOLMES, ASSISTANT SECRETARY,
BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

ON CUBA’S RECENT CRACKDOWN ON DEMOCRACY ACTIVISTS AND THE RESOLUTION IN
THE 2003 COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing on Cuba and its bru-
tal crackdown on democracy activists. This is a timely issue and one that my office
is seized with, given that the Cuban government began this wave of arrests even
as the United Nations Commission on Human Rights was opening in Geneva. It is
esp(esciﬁlly timely in that the Commission opened discussions today on a resolution
on Cuba.

Cuba’s arrests of more than 100 democracy activists, journalists, and economists,
the closed summary proceedings used to convict over 75 of them, and the excessive
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sentences are an outrage. Cuba’s actions rightly deserve the rebuke they are receiv-
ing in America and around the world.

As you are aware, the arrests followed searches of activists’ homes that sometimes
lasted up to ten hours. They began after a government radio broadcast attacking
the head of our Interests Section and the outreach efforts of our diplomats in Cuba.

These actions are an affront to Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which declares that, “Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and ex-
pression.” They also are an affront to Article 9, which states that, “No one shall be
subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention, or exile.” Cuba, it must be remembered, was
one of the nations voting in the United Nations General Assembly to adopt the Dec-
laration in 1948.

In contrast, the Castro regime has already formally rejected a visit by the Per-
sonal Representative of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, as called for
in last year’s Commission on Human Rights resolution.

All of these distressing reminders of the regime’s lack of respect for human rights
and fundamental freedoms are meant to deal a blow against the democratic opposi-
tion. While they may slow the march of freedom in Cuba, they will never quell the
Cuban people’s desire for liberty nor impede its ultimate arrival.

The United States does not hesitate to speak out against Cuba’s suppression of
human rights. We issued a strong statement on March 19 expressing our outrage
over the arrests and calling for the immediate release of those detained. The White
House issued a strong statement of condemnation on March 26.

On April 1, Ambassador Jeane Kirkpatrick, head of the U.S. delegation to the
CHR, delivered our Item 9 statement in which she called the arrests “a glaring chal-
lenge to the Commission,” an indication of increasing repression by Castro’s re-
gime,” and a “brazen attempt to intimidate the growing number of Cuban citizens
who dare assert their desire for more freedom.”

On April 10, Secretary of State Powell eloquently called for the release of these
prisoners of conscience.

On April 14, Ambassador Kirkpatrick clarified for the Commission, during delib-
erations on Defenders of Democracy, why Cuba’s actions are repressive violations
of human rights.

And just yesterday, Secretary Powell challenged the nations of the world, the 34
Western Hemisphere nations in the “Community of Democracies” who signed a set
of basic principles regarding democracy, and particularly nations that will vote on
the Cuba resolution, to take note of Cuba’s outrageous actions toward people who
merely express a point of view.

The United States had also asked the European Union to join with us in publicly
deploring Cuba’s actions. On March 26, the EU issued a strong statement con-
demning the Cuban repression and demanding the release of these “prisoners of
conscience.”

Most notably, at this year’s Commission, the resolution to deal with Cuba’s per-
sistent violations of human rights norms was introduced by three Latin American
countries—Peru, Uruguay and Costa Rica. We firmly support and applaud their ini-
tiative to try to address this blight on human rights in our Hemisphere. Their reso-
lution urged the Government of Cuba to adhere to the 2002 resolution and allow
a visit by the High Commissioner for Human Rights’ Personal Representative.

As we have done in the past, we have co-sponsored this year’s resolution on Cuba.
We had worked hard to strengthen it, but there is strong resistance to changing the
wording. While the resolution itself may not have the language we hoped to achieve,
it nevertheless is still a slap in the face for Castro and his regime from his own
neighbors.

Given Cuba’s continuing defiance of the Commission, the United States warmly
welcomes the efforts of the Latin American members of the Commission to force
their neighbor to improve its human rights record. We believe the best approaches
to dealing with egregious human rights abusers like Cuba are initiatives in which
the relevant regional group takes ownership of the calls for reform.

We also had actively collaborated with other countries on strategies to ensure that
a resolution on Cuba would pass, sending a clear message to the Government of
Cuba that it would remain under the scrutiny of the world community. The impor-
tant point is that we sought to ensure the Personal Representative of the UN’s High
Commissioner on Human Rights had a mandate to report on the situation in Cuba.

Historically, there is precedent for our concern that a resolution on Cuba passes.
In 1987, Cuba was able to win a no-action motion on text submitted by the United
States by a vote of 19-18-6. We prefer a resolution and a personal representative
of the High Commissioner to any of the alternatives.
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Our delegation at the CHR will continue to make crystal clear our very strong
opposition to Cuba’s violations of human rights. And we will call upon other like-
minded delegations to do the same.

As I prepared this statement, we expected the vote on Cuba to take place this
morning. As you know, it did not happen. We should know the outcome of the voting
tomorrow.

Let me assure this committee, the Congress, Americans, and the people of Cuba
that, in the Commission and in every forum, the United States will continue to
shine a spotlight on human rights abuses in Cuba to bring them to an end.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Mr. Struble.

STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE J. CURTIS STRUBLE, ACT-
ING ASSISTANT SECRETARY, BUREAU OF WESTERN HEMI-
SPHERE AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Mr. STRUBLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening this Com-
mittee today to discuss the Cuban government’s harsh crackdown
against Cuban citizens seeking a peaceful transition to democracy
on the Island.

As you noted in your testimony, Mr. Chairman, we are wit-
nessing the most serious act of political repression in the hemi-
sphere in decades. We greatly appreciate your leadership and the
action of the House of Representatives in their overwhelming bi-
partisan support for the freedom-loving Cuban people as exempli-
fied most recently in the passage of House Resolution 179. I am
sure that if the Cuban people could speak freely, they would extend
to you and your colleagues their thanks for the symbol of support
for their aspirations for human rights.

Since March 19th, the Cuban government has carried out its
most significant act of repression in decades, arresting over 100 op-
position and independent civil society members. Dissidents were
imprisoned for writing “counterrevolutionary articles,” for running
independent libraries, and for belonging to “illegal” groups of inde-
pendent journalists.

Poet and journalist Raul Rivero was one of many arrested. Fifty-
seven-year-old Rivero was sentenced to 20 years for “mercenary ac-
tivities and other acts against the independence and territorial in-
tegrity of the Cuban state.” Following sentencing, his wife la-
mented to the press, “This is so arbitrary for a man whose only
crime was to write what he thinks. What they found on him was
a tape recorder, not a grenade.”

The Cuban regime has already sentenced more than 75 such
peaceful members of Cuba’s civil society to lengthy prison terms in
secret summary trials. Castro has long tried to argue that there is
no authentic opposition, only that created by the U.S. Government
working through the United States Interests Section in Havana.
The regime has sought to blame us for its actions, saying that the
U.S. Interests Section (USINT) support for the opposition provoked
the Cuban regime and crossed red lines. In fact, as you noted, Mr.
Chairman, USINT’s activities are a logical and incremental pro-
gression of our contact with Cuba’s growing civil society. Castro’s
argument asserts arbitrary boundaries that place absurd limita-
tions on the activities of diplomatic personnel.

The real reason that the Cuban security apparatus acted now is
because the home-grown opposition is losing its fear of the regime,
and it is growing in strength and credibility. Oswaldo Paya’s insist-
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ence on peaceful change and his use of the right of petition won
him support at home and abroad. Backing for the Varela Project
grew exponentially in 2002, and Varela organizers constitute a na-
tionwide political organization.

Other civil society groups such as the Asamblea and Todos
Unidos seek to create nationwide organizations with political re-
form agendas. The Catholic Church in Cuba spoke out in late Feb-
ruary, denouncing the “vengeful state” and attacking the Cuban
government’s political, economic and educational policies. The re-
gime recognized that there was a nascent independent civil society
taking place, and it moved to crush it.

The scope and nature of the repression reveals this intent. Paya
was not arrested, but his subordinates throughout Cuba were.
Prominent independent journalists have been sentenced. Cuba’s
most prominent independent labor leader, Pedro Pablo Alvares,
was given 25 years. The Asamblea was left leaderless with the de-
tention and sentencing of Morta Beatriz Rogue to 20 years’ impris-
onment.

Oscar Elias Biscet, an Afro-Cuban Catholic who advocates peace-
ful resistance to the regime, received 25 years. This repression goes
well beyond the 1996 dismantlement of the Concilio Cubano struc-
ture. The intimidation factor clearly increased as the regime an-
nounced the draconian sentences of up to 28 years. And yet Paya,
whose international stature provides him with protection, has
called upon all people of goodwill to let their voices be heard and
denounce the repression. Moreover, the five other leading human
rights activists still at liberty courageously released a communique
denouncing the Cuban government’s actions.

The Cuban government hoped that world attention would be dis-
tracted by the war in Iraq. However, numerous human rights orga-
nizations, governments and media outlets have expressed their con-
demnation of the repression. You will have noted the Secretary’s
very strong statement, which my colleagues have referred to, and
which followed two earlier department statements on this act. The
U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights raised the arrests with
the Cuban Foreign Minister. The EU denounced the detentions and
termed those sentenced “prisoners of conscience.”

And a number of governments in this hemisphere, to include
Mexico, Canada, Chile and Nicaragua, have also condemned these
acts.

The Inter-American Commission on Human Rights issued a
statement calling for a halt to the wave of repression. A similar
statement by the U.N. Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organi-
zation expressed concern over this serious infringement of rights.

The Cuban decision to initiate this crackdown just as the annual
meeting of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights was
getting underway in Geneva underscores the Castro regime’s com-
plete disregard for human rights and fundamental freedoms. How-
ever, this is nothing new. The government of Cuba has yet to ac-
cept a visit from the personal representative of the U.N. High Com-
missioner on Human Rights, as called for in last year’s resolution.
We are hopeful that the international community will once again
condemn the human rights situation in Cuba by adopting the Cuba
resolution, which my colleague Dr. Holmes referred to.
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For our part, we continue to execute the President’s policy of en-
couraging a rapid, peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba. Our
work with truly independent Cuban civil society helped us move to-
ward that goal. Castro’s repression will not change our focus or di-
minish our energy.

The President outlined a flexible and innovative new policy in
May 2002, his Initiative for a New Cuba. This initiative presents
the Cuban regime with a challenge to undertake political and eco-
nomic reforms. Should such reforms be enacted, this Administra-
tion is prepared to work with Congress to change the embargo and
the travel restrictions. Unfortunately Castro’s reaction was the
most sweeping repression of peaceful dissent in Cuba in decades.
Our dedication to helping the Cuban people remains undiminished.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to end my testimony with a question,
one that admittedly I can’t answer. Perhaps the representatives of
the Cuban Interests Section, who may be here today witnessing
and ironically participating in the democratic process that the Cas-
tro regime denies its own people, can answer it. What is the Castro
regime afraid of? Perhaps it is the fear of its own demise or the
fear of international isolation, or perhaps the fear of facing and ad-
mitting to its own failures, or fear of the realization that is with
all bankrupt dictatorships, the Cuban regime is sliding into histor-
ical irrelevance.

This is a question that ultimately I cannot answer. However,
there is one thing I am sure of, Mr. Chairman. The Cuban people
have lost their fear of their repressive apparatus that is the Cuban
regime. They are not afraid, and they will continue their work. And
the United States will stand with them working toward a common
goal, a rapid, peaceful transition to democracy. Thank you, sir.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Mr. Struble, thank you very much
for your testimony.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Struble follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE HONORABLE J. CURTIS STRUBLE, ACTING ASSISTANT
SECRETARY, BUREAU OF WESTERN HEMISPHERE AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF
STATE

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for convening this Subcommittee today to discuss the
Cuban government’s harsh crackdown against Cuban citizens seeking a peaceful
transition to democracy on the island. We are witnessing the most serious act of po-
litical repression in the hemisphere in decades. We greatly appreciate the House of
Representatives’ overwhelming bipartisan support for the freedom-loving Cuban
people, as exemplified most recently in passage of House Resolution 179. I'm sure
that if the Cuban people could speak freely they would extend to you and your col-
leagues their thanks for this symbol of support for their aspirations to regain their
human rights.

Since March 19, the Cuban government has carried out its most significant act
of political repression in decades, arresting over 100 opposition and independent
civil society members. Dissidents were imprisoned for writing “counter-revolutionary
articles,” running independent libraries, and belonging to “illegal” groups of inde-
pendent journalists. Poet and journalist Raul Rivero was one of many arrested.
Fifty-seven year-old Rivero was sentenced to 20 years for “mercenary activities and
other acts against the independence and territorial integrity of the Cuban state.”
Following sentencing, his wife lamented to the press, “This is so arbitrary for a man
whose only crime was to write what he thinks. What they found on him was a tape
recorder, not a grenade.” The Cuban regime has already sentenced more than sev-
enty-five such peaceful members of Cuba’s civil society to lengthy prison terms in
secret, summary trials.

Castro has long tried to argue that there is no authentic opposition, only that
“created” by the U.S. Government working through the United States Interests Sec-
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tion (USINT) in Havana. The regime has sought to blame us for its actions, saying
that USINT support for the opposition “provoked” the Cuban regime and crossed
“red lines.” In fact, USINT’s outreach activities are a logical and incremental pro-
gression of our contacts with Cuba’s growing civil society. Castro’s argument asserts
arbitrary boundaries that place absurd limitations on the activities of diplomatic
personnel.

The real reason that the Cuban security apparatus acted now is because the
homegrown opposition is losing its fear of the regime and growing in strength and
credibility. Oswaldo Paya’s insistence on peaceful change and his use of the right
of petition won him support at home and abroad; backing for Project Varela grew
exponentially in 2002, and Varela organizers constitute a nationwide political oper-
ation. Other civil society groups, such as the “Asamblea” and “Todos Unidos” seek
to create nationwide organizations with political reform agendas. The Catholic
Church in Cuba spoke out in late February, denouncing the “vengeful state” and
attacking the Cuban Government’s political, economic, and educational policies. The
regime recognized that there was a nascent independent civil society taking shape,
and moved to crush it.

The scope and nature of the repression reveals this intent. Paya was not arrested,
but his subordinates throughout Cuba were. Prominent independent journalists
have been sentenced. Cuba’s most prominent independent labor leader, Pedro Pablo
Alvares, was given twenty-five years. The “Asamblea” was left leaderless with the
detention and sentencing of Marta Beatriz Roque to twenty years’ imprisonment.
Oscar Elias Biscet, an Afro-Cuban Catholic who advocates peaceful resistance to the
regime, received twenty-five years. This repression goes well beyond the 1996 dis-
mantlement of the “Concilio Cubano” structure. The intimidation factor clearly in-
creased as the regime announced the draconian sentences of up to twenty-eight
years. Yet Paya—whose international stature provides him protection—has called
upon all “people of good will” to let their voices be heard and denounce the repres-
sion. Moreover, five other leading human rights activists still at liberty courageously
released a communiqué denouncing the Cuban Government’s actions.

The Cuban government hoped that world attention would be distracted by the war
in Iraq. However, numerous human rights organizations, governments, and media
outlets have expressed their condemnation of the repression. You will have noted
the Secretary’s very strong statement on the arrests of these prisoners of conscience,
which followed two earlier Department statements on this act of repression. The UN
High Commissioner for Human Rights raised the arrests with the Cuban Foreign
Minister. The EU denounced the detentions and termed those sentenced “prisoners
of conscience.” A number of governments in this hemisphere, including Mexico, Can-
ada, Chile, and Nicaragua, have also condemned these acts. The Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights issued a statement calling for a halt to the “wave
of repression.” A similar statement by the UN Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO) expressed concern over this “serious infringement of
rights.”

The Cuban decision to initiate this crackdown just as the annual meeting of the
United Nations Commission on Human Rights (UNCHR) was getting underway in
Geneva underscores the Castro regime’s complete disregard for human rights and
fundamental freedoms. However, this is nothing new. The Government of Cuba has
yet to accept a visit from the Personal Representative of the U.N. High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights—a visit called for in last year’s UNCHR Cuba resolution.
We are hopeful that the international community will once again condemn the
human rights situation in Cuba by adopting a 2003 UNCHR Cuba resolution, again
calling on the Government of Cuba to accept a visit by the High Commissioner’s
Personal Representative for Cuba.

For our part, we continue to execute the President’s policy of encouraging a rapid,
peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba. Our work with truly independent Cuban
civil society helped us move toward that goal. Castro’s repression will not change
our focus or diminish our energy. The President outlined a flexible and innovative
new policy in 2002, his Initiative for a New Cuba. This Initiative presents the
Cuban regime with a challenge to undertake political and economic reforms. Should
such reforms be enacted, the Administration is prepared to work with Congress to
change the embargo and the travel restrictions. Unfortunately, Castro’s reaction
was the most sweeping repression of peaceful dissent in Cuba in decades. Our dedi-
cation to helping the Cuban people remains undiminished.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to end my testimony with a question, one that admit-
tedly I can’t answer. Perhaps the representatives of the Cuban Interests Section
who I suspect are here today, witnessing and ironically participating in the demo-
cratic process that the Castro regime denies to its own people, can answer it. What
is the Castro regime afraid of? Perhaps it is the fear of its own demise? Or fear
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of its international isolation? Or perhaps fear of facing and admitting to its own fail-
ures? Or fear of the realization that as with all bankrupt dictatorships, the Cuban
regime is sliding into historical irrelevance?

This is a question that ultimately I cannot answer. However, there is one thing
that I am sure of, Mr. Chairman. The Cuban people have lost their fear of the re-
pressive apparatus that is the Cuban regime. They are not afraid, and they will con-
tinue their work. And the United States will stand with them, working toward a
common goal: a rapid, peaceful transition to a democratic and free Cuba.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Ms. Harbert-Mitchell.

STATEMENT OF KAREN HARBERT-MITCHELL, DEPUTY ASSIST-
ANT ADMINISTRATOR, BUREAU FOR LATIN AMERICA AND
THE CARIBBEAN, U.S. AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVEL-
OPMENT

Ms. HARBERT-MITCHELL. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I ask that
my full testimony be included for the record.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Without objection, it will be part of
the record.

Ms. HARBERT-MITCHELL. Thank you for the opportunity to testify
at this important and timely hearing on behalf of the United States
Agency for International Development. These are historic times
when many millions of people in another part of the world far
away, long subject to dictatorship, have just begun to taste the
fruits of freedom. However, 90 miles off our shore, the Cuban peo-
ple are not yet free.

The latest Castro regime atrocities against the Cuban people
have awakened the consciousness of free people everywhere. One
hundred peaceful Cuban citizens with courageous conviction for
freedom of thought and expression of fundamental human rights
have been charged as a threat to the regime. Seventy-five now face
extended prison terms, while three others who sought a better life
elsewhere were executed by a firing squad at dawn. The Castro re-
gime defended these barbaric measures as necessary to protect na-
tional security.

President George Bush, the Secretary of State, the U.S. Agency
for International Development Administrator, the Chief of Mission
in Havana and scores of U.S. political luminaries have all de-
nounced in the strongest terms these outrageous actions.

The European Union, Amnesty International, Human Rights
Watch, international labor unions, Nobel Prize winners, news-
papers, all of these have joined their voices in collective denuncia-
tion, but denunciations are not enough. As President Bush has
said, we must greatly increase our efforts to promote a rapid,
peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba.

Authorized by section 109 of the Cuban Liberty and Democracy
Solidarity Act of 1996, USAID has taken seriously the charge to
build solidarity with Cuba’s human rights activists, give voice to
Cuba’s independent journalists, help develop their independent li-
braries, defend the rights of Cuban workers, and provide direct out-
reach to the Cuban people. These programs give voice and strength
to the repressed and provide moral support to the courageous.
These programs are overt. They are transparent, as witnessed by
our presence here today.

On May 20th last year, President Bush announced his Initiative
for a New Cuba. USAID is proud to be a part of this effort. Just
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as we did in Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, South Africa, Chile,
Nicaragua and elsewhere, we will strengthen our current efforts to
promote a peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba by increasing
the flow of accurate information on democracy, human rights and
free enterprise to, from and within the Island. We have also de-
signed a scholarship program to make real the President’s vision
for providing an educational leg up for Cubans, as he articulated
in his Initiative for a New Cuba.

Cuba’s human rights activists have developed national and inter-
national-level networks to press the regime for democratic change.
The Castro regime’s latest crackdown sought to silence this grow-
ing call for change, but the regime cannot silence the Cuban peo-
ple, because thousands of new voices throughout the Island now
call for a democratic change, and their numbers are increasing
every day.

USAID pledges to redouble its efforts to build solidarity with
Cuba’s human rights activists, responding with alacrity for their
requests for books, videos, shortwave radios and other means of in-
formation and communication.

USAID has provided more than 120,000 pounds of food and med-
icine to the families of political prisoners and other victims of re-
pression inside Cuba. We will strive to increase that support. For
accepting this humanitarian assistance, people who are deprived of
jobs, income and medical care are called by the Cuban government
“the paid agents of imperialism.” Contrary to the Cuban govern-
ment’s allegations, USAID is not providing cash to any activist,
person or organization within Cuba.

The Castro regime imprisoned dozens of independent journalists,
but many will still find ways to send to the outside world their re-
ports of deteriorating economic conditions, human rights violations
and the conditions inside Cuba’s prisons. Many others will continue
to report from elsewhere on that imprisoned Island. No one be-
lieves that imprisonment will silence the voices of Raul Rivero and
other brave Cuban journalists. Over the past several years, USAID
grantees have published more than 18,000 articles by Cuba’s inde-
pendent journalists. We will increase our efforts to publish their re-
ports and to distribute them in hard copy on the Island. We will
continue to provide Cuba’s independent journalists with books, vid-
eos, training materials and any other information that they them-
selves request.

The Castro regime has imprisoned independent librarians for the
alleged crime of lending books to their neighbors. Books by Martin
Luther King, Vaclav Havel, Jose Marti, and other alleged subver-
sives are the evidence. USAID has provided Cuba’s independent li-
braries and the Cuban people directly with more than 1.7 million
books, brochures and other materials. We will increase this flow of
information to the growing numbers of libraries throughout Cuba,
and we will especially increase the circulation inside the Island by
independent Cuban writers.

The Castro regime has also imprisoned independent Cuban labor
leaders. USAID will continue to work with free unions worldwide
to put pressure on the Cuban government to respect workers’
rights and to allow the development of independent unions inside
Cuba. These programs are all demand-driven. These programs are
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not dreamed up within the United States Government or AID and
thrust upon the Cuban people. They are instead a direct response
to requests from people on the Island.

The Castro regime has confiscated equipment, materials and
other things the Cuban people need to obtain information. This will
not deter courageous Cubans from expressing independent points of
view, nor will it dissuade us from decreasing our outreach to the
Cuban people. On the contrary, we will increase our programs to
provide people with books, videos, radios, anything that they can
use to listen to international radio broadcasts from around the
world, including the Voice of America, Radio Marti, the BBC and
Radio Netherlands.

The Cuban government has denounced this as a “violation of
Cuban national sovereignty” and as “an introduction of contra-
band.” What is the regime afraid of? Why are they afraid of a
slllor;ftwave radio? What does it want to hide from the Cuban peo-
ple?

In conclusion, the actions of the Castro regime this past month,
as well as over the past decade, show they are desperate, they are
afraid, and they have chosen to resort to practices and punish-
ments unacceptable to civilized people in this century. But the Cas-
tro regime is gradually losing its grip on the Cuban people, and
someday soon this regime will end. It will end because the Cuban
people will, with a united voice, demand democratic change. We
pledge to increase our efforts to promote that change as rapidly
and as peacefully as the future permits.

Thank you for this opportunity, and I know that news of the sup-
port of this Congress will somehow penetrate Castro’s prison walls
and reach those who deserve it most. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Harbert-Mitchell follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF KAREN HARBERT-MITCHELL, DEPUTY ASSISTANT ADMINIS-
TRATOR, BUREAU FOR LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN, U.S. AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you for the opportunity to testify at this important
hearing on behalf of USAID. As you know Assistant Administrator Adolfo Franco
wishes he could be here today. These are historic times, when many millions of peo-
ple in another part of the world—long subject to dictatorship—have begun to taste
the fruits of freedom.

However, the Cuban people are not yet free. The latest Castro regime atrocities
against the Cuban people—the mass arrests and summary executions—have awak-
ened the consciousness of free people everywhere. One hundred peaceful Cuban citi-
zens with courageous conviction that freedom of thought and expression are funda-
mental human rights have been charged as a threat to the regime. Seventy-five now
face extended prison terms, while three others who sought a better life elsewhere
were executed by a firing squad at dawn. The Castro regime defended these bar-
baric measures as necessary to protect national security.

President George Bush, Secretary of State Colin Powell, USAID Administrator
Andrew Natsios, the U.S. Chief of Mission in Havana, Jim Cason, and scores of US
political luminaries have all denounced, in the strongest terms, these outrageous ac-
tions.

The European Union, Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, international
labor unions, Nobel Prize laureates, and newspapers around the world have joined
their voices in collective denunciation.

But denunciations are not enough. As President Bush has said, we must greatly
increase our efforts to promote a rapid, peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba.
The U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID), through its Cuba Pro-
gram, pledges increased effort and support to these vital voices of freedom.

Authorized by Section 109 of the Cuban Liberty and Democratic Solidarity
(LIBERTAD) Act of 1996, USAID has funded action programs—by U.S. universities
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and non-governmental organizations—to build solidarity with Cuba’s human rights
activists, give voice to Cuba’s independent journalists, help develop Cuba’s inde-
pendent libraries, defend the rights of Cuban workers, and provide direct outreach
to the Cuban people. These programs are overt and transparent, as witnessed by
our presence here today.

Since our first grant to Freedom House in the summer of 1996, USAID has taken
seriously the charge to promote a peaceful transition to democracy in Cuba, by in-
creasing the flow of accurate information on democracy, human rights, and free en-
terprise to, from, and within the island. These programs give voice and strength to
the repressed and provide moral support to the courageous.

On May 20th of last year, President Bush announced his Initiative for a New
Cuba. The President said, “Our plan is to accelerate freedom’s progress in Cuba in
every way possible, just as the United States and our democratic friends and allies
did successfully in places like Poland, or in South Africa. . . .” The President also
said “Our government will offer scholarships in the United States for Cuban stu-
dents and professionals who try to build independent civil 1nst1tut10ns in Cuba, and
scholarships for family members of political prisoners. . .

USAID is proud to be part of this effort. Just as we ‘did in Poland, Hungary,
Czechoslovakia, South Africa, Chile, Nicaragua and elsewhere—we will strengthen
our current efforts in support of Cuba’s human rights activists, independent journal-
ists, independent librarians, independent labor unions, and to bring hope and infor-
mation to the Cuban people. We also have designed a scholarship program to make
real the President’s vision for providing an educational leg-up for Cubans, as articu-
lated in his Initiative for a New Cuba. We will be announcing that program in the
coming weeks.

Over the past seven years, Cuba’s human rights activists have developed national
and international level networks to press the Cuban regime for democratic change.
The Castro regime’s latest crackdown, imprisoning scores of these activists, sought
to silence the growing call for change. But the regime can not silence the Cuban
people, because thousands of new voices throughout the Island now call for demo-
cratic change, and their numbers are increasing every day.

USAID pledges to redouble our effort to build solidarity with Cuba’s human rights
activists—responding with alacrity to their requests for books, videos, short-wave
radios, and other means of information and communication. Since 1997, USAID
grantees have worked with solidarity committees around the world to call for inter-
national support for Cuba’s peaceful activists. USAID has also provided more than
120,000 pounds of food and medicine to the families of political prisoners and other
victims of repression inside Cuba. We will strive to increase this support. For ac-
cepting this humanitarian assistance (food and medicine) people deprived of jobs, in-
come and medical care are called by the Cuban government “the paid agents of im-
perialism.” Contrary to the Cuban government’s allegations, USAID is not providing
cash payments to any activists, persons or organizations within Cuba.

The Castro regime last month imprisoned dozens of independent journalists. But
many will still find ways to send to the outside world their reports of deteriorating
economic conditions, human rights violations and the conditions inside Cuba’s pris-
ons, and many others will report from elsewhere on that imprisoned island. No one
believes that imprisonment will silence the voices of Raul Rivero and other brave
Cuban independent journalists. Over the past several years, USAID grantees have
published via the internet more than 18,000 articles by Cuba’s independent journal-
ists. We will increase our efforts to publish their reports, and to distribute them in
hard copy on the island. And we will continue to provide Cuba’s independent jour-
nalists with the books, videos, training materials, and other information they re-
quest.

The Castro regime has imprisoned many independent librarians, for the alleged
“crime” of lending books to their neighbors. Books by Martin Luther King, Vaclev
Havel, Jose Marti, and other alleged “subversives” are the evidence. USAID has pro-
vided Cuba’s independent libraries and the Cuban people directly with more than
1.7 million books, brochures, newsletters and other informational materials. We will
increase this flow of information to the growing numbers of independent libraries
throughout Cuba, and we will especially increase the circulation inside the Island
by independent Cuban writers.

The Castro regime has also imprisoned independent Cuban labor leaders. USAID
will continue to work with free unions world-wide to put pressure on the Cuban gov-
ernment to respect workers’ rights, and to allow the development of independent
unions inside Cuba.

The Castro regime has confiscated books, newsletters, video cassettes, video re-
corders, laptop computers, short-wave radios and other materials the Cuban people
need to obtain independent information. However, this will not deter courageous Cu-
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bans from expressing independent points of view nor will it dissuade USAID from
increasing its outreach efforts to the Cuban people. On the contrary, USAID will
increase its programs of outreach to the Cuban people, to provide them with more
books, videos, and short-wave radios with which they can listen to international
radio broadcasts from around the world, including Voice of America, Radio Marti,
the BBC, and Radio Netherlands. USAID has already provided the Cuban people
with more than 7,000 short-wave radios. The Cuban government has denounced this
as a “violation of Cuban national sovereignty” and as “introduction of contraband.”
Why is the regime afraid of a short-wave radio? What does it want to hide from
the Cuban people?

The actions of the Castro regime this past month, as well as over the past decade,
show they are desperate and afraid, and choose to resort to practices and punish-
ments unacceptable to civilized people in this century. But the Castro regime is
gradually losing its grip on the Cuban people. Some day soon, this regime will end.
It will end, because the Cuban people will, with a united voice, demand democratic
change.

We pledge to increase our efforts to promote that change, as rapidly and as peace-
fully as the future permits. Thank you for this opportunity and I know that news
of the support of this Congress will somehow penetrate Castro’s prison walls and
reach those who deserve it most.

Mr. Chairman, with that I conclude my testimony and am pleased to answer any
questions that you and other Committee Members may have this afternoon.

Thank you.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Ms. Harbert-Mitchell, thank you very
much for your testimony and for all of your good work on behalf
of the suffering inside of Cuba’s gulag, which unfortunately has
turned that entire island nation into a gulag where fear dominates.
And, as a matter of fact, the words—the admonishment—of Pope
John Paul II to live life without fear certainly penetrated the
hearts and minds of so many people, but the secret police and
Cuba’s thugs continually try to change that equation. So I thank
you for the hope that you bring to the people of Cuba.

I think USAID in its very tangible transference of food and intel-
lectual stimulants like books, magazines, newspaper articles, and
as you mentioned the works of Dr. Martin Luther King and others.
To construe that to be subversive is the height of hypocrisy and lu-
nacy, and yet the Cuban dictatorship does that, and does so bra-
zenly. So I thank you for the work that you do.

I do have a question, Ms. Harbert-Mitchell. You mentioned in
your testimony that 120,000 pounds of food and medicine went to
the families of political prisoners. We know that very often the very
means of obtaining a livelihood, of eating, putting food on the table
is deprived to those families who are dissidents, and when the
breadwinner, so to speak, is hauled off to prison, the family is left
to languish. Could you elaborate a little bit on that, as well as
what the plans are to beef that up to help them to survive?

Ms. HARBERT-MITCHELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, as you rightly
point out, the plight of prisoners themselves is despicable on the
Island. Fortunately, some of these independent journalists have
been able to get reports out, and I hope they will continue to get
reports out about the situation inside Cuba’s prisons. They are rou-
tinely abused and denied medical attention. The families of these
prisoners are isolated. They are deprived of the opportunity to
work, to provide for their families, and deprived or prohibited from
getting medical care.

We are in some small way able to offer food and medicine to
these folks to keep them going. There is a growing demand, obvi-
ously, by the growing number of people that find themselves im-
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prisoned. We will continue to look for ways to increase that pro-
gram as the demand unfortunately increases.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. I appreciate that.

Secretary Craner, in the Country Reports of Human Rights Prac-
tices released on March 31st, particularly with reference to Cuba,
there was a tremendous amount of reporting on the use of torture,
beatings, sexual torture, sexual abuse, and we all know that the
ICRC, the International Committee for the Red Cross, has not been
permitted into the prison since at least 1989. The estimate in the
report is between 230 and 300 political prisoners, and while we are
outraged over this recent crackdown, none of us can forget for a
moment those who continue to languish inside of Cuba’s gulags as
we speak. Now their ranks sadly have been swelled by this recent
crackdown.

Do we have any information, current, as to how the recent de-
tainees and the recently sentenced political prisoners are being
treated? Are there any reports—I know it is only days old—of mis-
treatment, or are we awaiting that information?

Mr. CRANER. The short answer is we are awaiting the informa-
tion. I would not expect it to be any better than the treatment ac-
corded to other dissidents over the years, which, as you outlined,
is regularly brutal. And I would expect the newly arrested, espe-
cially those who have come to some prominence and who have tried
t(‘):1 exercise their democratic rights, will be especially brutally treat-
ed.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Let me also point out that in the re-
port it was made clear that prisoners at times die for lack of med-
ical attention, or they get sick. Dr. Biscet, as we all know, has a
very severe problem with infection in his teeth, and anybody who
has ever had a severe infection or a cavity that became infected
knows the extreme pain. He has lost his molars, and he is in the
process of—Secretary Craner?

Mr. CRANER. That is why it is especially important that you are
holding this hearing and that we always name names no matter
what country we are talking about. It is clear in Communist coun-
tries that people whose names are highlighted by outside countries,
whether it be the United States or the Europeans or Latins or oth-
erwise, that in general they take on a greater value to the regime.
While they still may be brutally treated, they are often not allowed
to die for that reason.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Let me just ask—mention was made
of the European Union—Mr. Struble, I think it was you or Dr.
Holmes—March 26th they issued a strong, powerful statement
about prisoners of conscience, and I read that statement and was
encouraged by it. Part of the problem that I have, and I know Mr.
Wolf—Chairman Wolf shares this, is that especially with our work
with the OSCE—I chair the Committee on Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe and have frequent contact with parliamentarians
from each of the 54 countries that make up the OSCE, and I am
very often discouraged that while they rhetorically are concerned
about political prisoners, it very often stops there. And we know
that the EU, as well as Canada, trades with Cuba. They have a
very robust trading relationship. They also have part of that pact,
at least on paper, some kind of linkage to human rights. Every 6
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months there is supposed to be a review, and I think it is a pro
forma review.

Do you harbor any hope that now, given this most recent draco-
nian crackdown, that the EU will reevaluate its relationship with
Cuba and say, look, we did it with apartheid in South Africa, and
I voted for those sanctions that were imposed on the apartheid re-
gime in South Africa. Why don’t we isolate this brutal dictatorship
and say, you have got to make changes, or else your lifeline eco-
nomically will be cut off? Do you see any hope that the EU might
histen?to that now at this late stage that there has been this crack-

own?

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not the department’s
preeminent expert on the European Union, but I will note that we
have an opportunity every 6 months, as we review the waiver pro-
visions of the Helms-Burton legislation under title 3, to assess our
efforts at building and strengthening a coalition with countries in
the European Union to promote the cause of human rights and po-
litical liberties in Cuba. Our assessment is, as documented in the
most recent waiver, that our cooperation with the Europeans on
this remains very good.

There had been some discussion among Europeans about the pos-
sibility of extending the benefits of the Cotonou preferential trade
pact to Cuba. The issue was whether the Cubans would have to
demonstrate before—as our President’s policy is—before they re-
ceive benefits that they are improving their practice on human
rights and political activities. I think this most recent crackdown
has moved sentiment in Europe very strongly in the direction of re-
quiring that the Cubans demonstrate before that they are going to
improve human rights.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Let me just ask, on the issue of the
resolution at the Geneva Human Rights Convention that is under-
way, the Commission, I was there when Armando Valladares was
our ambassador, again, a former political prisoner, back in 1988,
when he had some stunning successes in finally getting that very
often human rights dead body to wake up and look at the abuses
that are occurring in Cuba.

We know that the Rapporteur—over the years when he has been
empowered by the U.N. to go—has not been permitted access, and
I know that the language is in flux right now in Geneva. Our hope,
and I think I speak for many Members of Congress, is that we get
a good strong resolution out of Geneva, notwithstanding some of
the rogue nations that make up its membership.

Can you give us some insights as to what is happening right
now? My understanding is that tomorrow there will be a vote, and
my hope is, all of our hopes are, is that the language will be strong
and that our Latin friends who are on the Commission will not look
to dilute it. It seems to me that this is a time to put away dif-
ferences on what is the best means to express our concern—that
is to say, embargoes and sanctions—as opposed to clearly articu-
lating our extreme displeasure, our outrage at what has gone on.

Mr. HoLMES. Mr. Chairman, we share the concern that you had
that the Cuban resolution language would appear in the Commis-
sion would be as strong as possible. We have also cheered, as I said
in my opening statement, that a number of Latin American coun-
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tries have decided to propose the language which I think gives a
particularly powerful message. It is not just the United States, but
it is Cuba’s own neighbors who are delivering the message that the
behavior of the Cuban government is simply unacceptable. I think
this is an important consideration in terms of whatever tactical ap-
proach that we take to try to make sure we have a win on the reso-
lution. We think a win or a victory is very important in sending
the signal to the Cuban people that, in fact, the world is watching,
and that the majority of the people in the countries of the world
agree.

So for that reason, we believe that we will try to pursue as
strong language as best we could, but we are mindful of the need
to have a victory on the resolution at the end of the day.

Mr. CRANER. If I can, I think your last question and this question
kind of come together. For many years the issue of Cuba was
viewed around the world as something between the United States
and Cuba, and the central issue was the embargo. Some years ago,
in the previous Administration, they began an effort to change the
terms of the debate. The fact that we are able to get some of the
Europeans to come along with us some of the time is significant.
Also, the fact that the new Latin democracies, many of which were
transitions to democracy 20 years ago, are beginning to take this
on as a multilateral issue is not only encouraging for us, but also
it has been discouraging for Mr. Castro. He had a fit of anger last
year when the Latins moved the CHR resolution that, while it was
not as strong as some of us would have liked, passed. When that
resolution was passed by the Latins, that meant something to him,
and I think it further isolated him in the world, I think that is
what he deserves.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Mr. Wolf.

Mr. WoLF. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

How many prisoners are in prison today in Cuba, both in the re-
cent ?crackdown and those that have been in there for a period of
time?

Mr. STRUBLE. Congressman Wolf, more than 100 people have
been arrested in the recent crackdown, and I believe 78 of them
have already been sentenced. I don’t have the number of the total
prison population, but I would be very pleased

Mr. WoLF. Do we have the names of every individual who is in
prison today? That should be very easy to get.

Mr. STRUBLE. The political prisoners?

Mr. WoLr. All political prisoners, dissidents, religious freedom
prisoners, journalists; not prisoners that are in there for
pickpocketing or something minor, but human rights prisoners. Do
we have the list, the names?

Mr. STRUBLE. I believe that we have definite information on
around 80 of the people who have been arrested in the most recent
crackdown, but I am not certain we have the names of all political
prisoners.

Mr. WoLF. I would ask the Administration to get the names and
bios of every prisoner who is in prison today for human rights vio-
lations. It should be on the Internet. There should be a Cuban Web
page for people to access to see who is on the list if people want
to pray for those individuals, if people want to write to their fami-
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lies. There should also be a list of the prisons that they are in so
that we can send letters to them, that we can write to the prison
warden. You should also list the prisons, the prison wardens and
their families so we can bombard and bombard and bombard.

That was the model used in the Soviet Union when political pris-
oners were in prison, we wrote to the individual. We wrote to the
warden. We wrote to their families. I would like to see the Admin-
istration put on the Internet a Web page of all the people who are
in prison today. Let us not forget those that have been in there 6,
7, 8, 9 years before. Two different categories. Names and bios and
everything about them. Can we get the Administration to do that?

Mr. STRUBLE. Indeed thank you for the suggestion, and I will un-
dertake to do that and post it on my Bureau’s Web page on the
State Department site.

Mr. WoLF. And it should be disseminated to all of the news-
papers here in the United States, if you could do that.

How effective is Radio Marti? Is it getting any better now?

Mr. STRUBLE. One of the things that the President undertook
with his Initiative for a new Cuba on May 20 of last year was to
make an effort to improve the quality and reach of Radio Marti,
and there have been a number of steps taken toward that end.
Since the President provided that direction, we have a new direc-
tor. There is more sports programming, there is more news pro-
gramming. One of the comments that Jim Cason has made as he
has traveled around the Island is the real hunger for information
that he has noted on the part of the people he meets and their ap-
preciation for these improvements in Radio Marti.

Mr. WoLr. With satellites, though, why is the Cuban government
able to jam? Is there some new technology that we could be using
whereby they could not jam?

Mr. STRUBLE. I don’t know. I will have to ask that question of
someone with technical background and get back to you, Congress-
man.

[The information referred to follows:]

QUESTIONS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED TO THE HONORABLE J. CURTIS STRUBLE,
ACTING ASSISTANT SECRETARY, BUREAU OF WESTERN HEMISPHERE AFFAIRS, U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, BY THE HONORABLE FRANK WOLF, A REPRESENTATIVE IN
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF VIRGINIA, AND MR. STRUBLE’S RESPONSES

Question:
Can we get the names and bios (of Cuban political prisoners)?

Response:

Please see the attached list of political prisoners and prisoners of conscience. It
provides the name, date of arrest, charge, and sentence imposed on 223 political
prisoners from years past,! as well as 77 others detained March 18-26, 2003. The
list was compiled by the internationally respected Cuban Commission of Human
Rights and National Reconciliation, headed by noted long-time opposition leader
Elizardo Sanchez, in conjunction with a number of other human rights groups. Bios
of prisoners are available.

[Following is an excerpt from an Amnesty International report available at:
http://web.amnesty.org/library/Index’ ENGAMR250172003. This excerpt describes the
major dissident groups and gives a short synopsis of the case of each of the 75 de-
tainees, designating them all as prisoners of conscience.]

1This information was supplied, and is available on file with the Commitee on International
Relations, but is not reprinted here.
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INDIVIDUAL CASE SUMMARIES: THE FACES OF THE DISSIDENT MOVEMENT

The 75 dissidents caught up in the crackdown represent all facets of the dissident
movement in Cuba. They include longtime activists, some well-known and some less
so. Below are summaries, based on past Amnesty International work and the avail-
able information, of their backgrounds and involvement in the dissident movement.
Where available, the summaries conclude with an overview of the accusations
against them in the trial documents. The text box includes descriptions of some im-
portant initiatives in the recent history of peaceful dissent in Cuba, which may be
helpful in tracing the activities of some of the individuals targeted in the crackdown.

The case summaries below have been arranged alphabetically. The 75 individuals
described were all arrested in the March crackdown, and have subsequently been
sentenced to harsh prison terms following summary trials. Amnesty International
considers them to be prisoners of conscience, detained solely for the peaceful exer-
cise of fundamental freedoms.

The information contained in these summaries is current as of this document
going to print.

The Concilio Cubano, Cuban Council, was a forum of some 140 unofficial groups
including human rights groups, political opposition groups, and groups of journal-
ists, lawyers, women, young people, economists, engineers, ecologists and trade
unionists. It was established in October 1995 to work for political change through
peaceful means. Its aims included an amnesty for political prisoners; respect for the
Constitution; fulfillment of Cuba’s international human rights obligations; lifting of
labour restrictions; and movement towards more free and open direct elections.(98)

Concilio Cubano members were subjected to a government crackdown in late 1995
and early 1996; a planned national meeting scheduled for 24 February 1996 was
eventually banned by the authorities.(99) Scores of people were arbitrarily detained;
though most were released shortly thereafter, four were sentenced to prison terms
and were considered prisoners of conscience by Amnesty International.

The “Todos Unidos,” “All Together” movement of dissident groups was formed
in the runup to the 1999 Ibero-American Summit. Their Joint Declaration on the
occasion of the Summit was, over the next years, signed by a growing number of
individuals representing a significant number of dissident groups across the island.
In March 2001, 117 “Todos Unidos” signatories issued a proclamation in favour of
the Proyecto Varela referendum movement (see below), and “Todos Unidos” mem-
bers were instrumental in gathering signatures and support for Proyecto Varela. In
December 2002, the “Todos Unidos” movement released a series of Proposals for
measures to resolve the crisis, including a range of economic, labour, social and legal
measures to reform national life.

The Proyecto Varela is a petition for referendum on legal reform which seeks
greater personal, political and economic freedoms, as well as amnesty for political
prisoners. It is led by Oswaldo Paya Sardinas, of the Movimiento Cristiano
Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, and signatures were collected by a
broad range of organisations. In March 2002 project organisers reported having col-
lected the 10,000 signatures constitutionally required to hold a referendum; these
were submitted to the National Assembly. In December 2002 Oswaldo Paya received
the European Union’s top human rights award, the Sakharov Prize, named after the
late Soviet dissident.

Activists for the Proyecto Varela have been subjected to threats, short-term deten-
tion, summons, confiscation of materials and other forms of harassment by State Se-
curity agents; several of the initiative’s leaders were arrested in the recent roundup.

1. Nelson Alberto Aguiar Ramirez, aged 57, is president of the unofficial
Partido Ortodoxo de Cuba, Cuba Orthodox Party, and a member of the recent initia-
tive, Asamblea para Promover la Sociedad Civil, Assembly to Promote Civil Society.
He is an electrician by profession, and has been involved in activities critical of the
government for a number of years. In one example, in December 1999 he was de-
tained during a mass arrest of dissidents aimed at preventing them from partici-
pating in celebrations commemorating the 10 December anniversary of the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights.

He was detained on 20 March 2003,(100) and his house was carefully searched,
with a number of documents reportedly confiscated. The prosecution claimed that
he had been involved in anti-governmental activities since the 1990s, that he had
received funds from the US government and that he had been a member of the unof-
ficial Confederacion de Trabajadores Democraticos de Cuba, Confederation of Demo-
cratic Workers of Cuba, since 2000.

Nelson Aguiar was charged under articles 6.1 and 11 of Law 88.(101) He received
a 13-year sentence.(102) He is currently serving his sentence in Boniato provincial
prison in Santiago de Cuba.
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2. Osvaldo Alfonso Valdés, aged 38, is president of the unofficial Partido Lib-
eral Democratico, Liberal Democratic Party. He has been a member of the “Todos
Unidos,” “All Together” movement, and the steering committee of the Proyecto
Varela initiative.

Osvaldo Alfonso was arrested on 18 March 2003. The verdict against him referred
to his alleged ties to the United States Agency for International Development,
USAID:

The accused ALFONSO VALDES was called to the US Interests Section in Ha-
vana by a USAID functionary to verify whether he was receiving the aid des-
tined for them, in money, equipment, books and other materials, to promote and
develop their work.(103)

The verdict also states that

Equally, the accused ALFONSO VALDES, PALACIOS RUIS [sic] and CANO
RODRIGUEZ wrote and signed on 19 December 2002 in Havana a document
called ‘Cuba: proposals for measures to solve the crisis, created by the union
of different illegal organisations called ‘Todos Unidos.” The document was dis-
seminated abroad, a clear means of implementing the measures established by
the Helms Burton law to increase the US blockade against Cuba, as the pro-
posals in the two texts are very similar.(104)

This document, which was available on a number of websites, is described in the
textbox at the beginning of this section. It proposed a number of economic, labour,
social and legal measures to reform national life.

Osvaldo Alfonso was convicted under article 91 of the Penal Code, with “actos
contra la independencia o la integridad territorial del Estado,” “acts against the ter-
ritorial independence or integrity of the state,” as well as under articles 4.1, 4.2a-
b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, 8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88.(105) The trial
verdict claimed that he had confessed to some of the activities of which he had been
accused, and he received an 18-year sentence. The prosecution had asked for a life
sentence for him.(106) He is currently being held in Guanajay prison, Havana prov-
ince.

3. Pedro Pablo Alvarez Ramos, 55 years old, is President of the unofficial
Consejo Unitario de Trabajadores Cubanos (CUTC), United Cuban Workers Council.
The CUTC is affiliated with regional and international labour bodies such as the
Central Latinoamericana de Trabajadores (CLAT), Latin American Workers Office,
and the Confederacion Mundial de Trabajadores, World Confederation of Labour.
He served as a vice delegate in the 1995-96 Concilio Cubano initiative, and became
involved with the Proyecto Varela in 2002.

Pedro Pablo Alvarez has been subjected to harassment and detention for his trade
union activities since at least 1996. He was put under house arrest, summoned and
interrogated on a number of occasions, during waves of mass arrests or harassment
of Concilio Cubano activists.(107)

He was again detained in August and October 2000, apparently in relation to his
work in preparing the first CUTC congress, planned for 20-21 October. Several
other trade union members and dissidents were arrested with him on 13 October,
and other leaders of the CUTC were visited and threatened with arrest should they
attend the CUTC conference. He was subsequently held in detention for over three
months, during which time he was formally charged with resisting arrest in Novem-
ber 2000.(108) He was released on 26 January 2001. The trial verdict indicated that
he did not have a prior criminal record.(109)

On the morning of 19 March 2003 Pedro Pablo Alvarez’ house was searched, and
all the books of the private library there, the ‘Biblioteca sindical Emilio Maspero,’
were confiscated. He received a 25-year sentence under article 91 of the Penal
Code(110) and is currently imprisoned in the Prision Provincial de Ciego de Avila,
Ciego de Avila Provincial Prison (called “Canaleta”).

4. Pedro Arguelles Moran, 55 years of age, is a member of the Cooperativa de
Periodistas Independientes, Cooperative of Independent Journalists. He is also a
member of the Comité Cubano Pro Derechos Humanos, Cuban Committee for
Human Rights, in Ciego de Avila. Neither organisation has been recognised by the
Cuban authorities.

Pedro Argiielles has reportedly been harassed periodically for his activities since
1997, including through threats, warnings and short term detentions.(111)

Pedro Argiielles was sentenced under articles 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3 and 11 of Law 88
to 20 years’ imprisonment.(112) He is currently being held in the provincial prison
in Santa Clara.
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5. Victor Rolando Arroyo Carmona, aged 52, is vice-president of the unofficial
group Foro por la Reforma, Forum for Reform, as well as a member of the unofficial
Union de Periodistas y Escritores Cubanos Independientes (UPECI), Union of Inde-
pendent Cuban Journalists and Writers.

In January 2000 Victor Arroyo was sentenced to six months’ imprisonment, re-
portedly for buying, with money sent by exile groups in Miami, toys for distribution
to disadvantaged children.(113) The arrest took place during a period of clampdown
on dissidents, in the aftermath of the 1999 Ibero-American Summit in Havana. He
was released on 20 July 2000, and continued his activities, in spite of reported inci-
dents of harassment.

Victor Arroyo was arrested on 18 March 2003. On 5 April 2003 he was convicted
of criminal activity under article 91 of the penal code and sentenced to 26 years in
prison.(114) The text of the verdict noted, among other accusations against him,
that he had been awarded the Hellman/Hammet human rights prize by Human
Rights Watch. Although Victor Arroyo lives and was tried in Pinar del Rio, on the
west end of Cuba, he has been transferred to the other end of the island and is cur-
rently being held in the provincial prison in Guantanamo.

6. Mijail Barzaga Lugo, aged 35, was reportedly detained on 20 March 2003,
and charged with infractions under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 7.1 and 7.3 of Law 88.(115)
He was sentenced to 15 years.(116)

According to the trial verdict, Mijail Barzaga had worked as an ‘independent jour-
nalist’ and was paid by US government funds:

It has been proved that the accused Mijail Barzaga Lugo, in 2002, wrote, as an
‘independent journalist’ in different websites like Cubanet, Cubaliberal and
Payolibre (the first of which is financed by the North American government
agency USAID), different articles of a subversive and counterrevolutionary type,
with the obvious objective of their being used in campaigns to discredit the
Cuban socialist state.(117)

Mijjail Barzaga was tried in Havana, but is being held in the provincial prison in
Santa Clara province.

7. Oscar Elias Biscet Gonzalez, 41 years old, president of the unofficial
Fundacion Lawton de Derechos Humanos, Lawton Human Rights Foundation, has
been detained over two dozen times in the past. In one instance, he was arrested
on 3 November 1999 and served a three year sentence, charged with ‘insult to the
symbols of the homeland, ‘ultraje a los simbolos de la patria,” ‘public disorder,’
‘desorden publico,” and ‘incitement to commit an offence’, instigacion a delinquir.’
During his imprisonment he was considered by Amnesty International to be a pris-
oner of conscience.(118) He was released on 31 October 2002 from a maximum secu-
rity prison in Holguin province, and reportedly gave a press conference denouncing
prison conditions a short time afterwards.

On 6 December 2002 Oscar Biscet was re-detained with 16 other dissidents after
they attempted to meet at a home in Havana to discuss human rights.(119) When
police prevented them from entering the home, Oscar Biscet and the others report-
edly sat down in the street in protest and uttered slogans such as “long live human
rights” and “freedom for political prisoners.” The group was then arrested, though
most of them were released shortly afterwards.

In spite of the fact that he was already in detention during the crackdown, Oscar
Biscet was tried together with a number of dissidents who were arrested in March.
He was sentenced under article 91 of the Penal Code to 25 years in prison.(120) Al-
though he lives and was tried in Havana, he is currently imprisoned in Kilo 5 1/
2 prison in Pinar del Rio province.

8. Margarito Broche Espinosa, aged 45, was reportedly tried and fined after
trying to leave the country illegally in 1992, and was said to have been harassed
on several occasions in recent years.

He was arrested on 18 March 2003. According to the trial verdict, after his own
attempt at leaving the country, Margarito Broche founded a group called Asociacion
Nacional de Balseros, Paz, Democracia y Libertad del Centro Norte de Cuba, the Na-
tional Association of Rafters, Peace, Democracy and Liberty of North Central Cuba.
The group was accused of having as its aims

To render homage to boat people who went missing or were returned [to Cubal]
following attempts to leave the country secretly, and through this, to sabotage
the migration accords signed between the governments of Cuba and the United
States, creating a favourable atmosphere for the North American authorities to
violate those accords and to search for justifications for toughening its policies
against our people.(121)
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Margarito Broche received a 25-year sentence under article 91 of the penal
code.(122) He is currently being held in Guanajay prison in Havana province.

9. Marcelo Cano Rodriguez, 38 years old and a medical doctor, is National Co-
ordinator of the unofficial Colegio Médico Independiente de Cuba, Cuban Inde-
pendent Medical Association, an association of medical professionals around the is-
land. He is also a member of the unofficial Comision Cubana de Derechos Humanos
y Reconciliacion Nacional (CCDHRN), Cuban Commission for Human Rights and
National Reconciliation.

Marcelo Cano was arrested on 25 March 2003 in Las Tunas, reportedly as he was
investigating the arrest of another March detainee, Jorge Luis Garcia Paneque. He
had no previous criminal record. The activities which the prosecution cited against
this human rights defender included visiting prisoners and their families as part of
his work with the CCDHRN, and maintaining ties to the international organisation
Medicos sin Fronteras, Doctors without Borders.(123)

Marcelo Cano was tried and convicted under article 91 of the Penal Code and arti-
cles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, 8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88 to
18 years in prison.(124) Although he lives and was tried in Havana, he was trans-
ferred and is serving his sentence in the Prision Provincial de Ciego de Avila, Ciego
de Avila Provincial Prison (called “Canaleta”).

10. Juan Roberto de Miranda Hernandez, aged 57, is vicepresident of the un-
official Colegio de Pedagogos de Cuba, Teachers College of Cuba. He has reportedly
been harassed and detained numerous times in the past for being involved in activi-
ties critical of the government.

On 7 September 1998 he was detained for three days during the most significant
crackdown on anti-government activism since the January 1998 visit of the Pope to
Cuba. The arrest occurred when he was taking part in a demonstration outside the
court where another activist, Reinaldo Alfaro Garcia, was being tried.(125) He was
again briefly detained following a demonstration outside the trial of dissident Mario
Julio Viera Gonzalez in November 1998;(126) harassment against him and his fam-
ily reportedly continued in subsequent years.

Following his March arrest, Roberto de Miranda received a 20-year sentence
under the state security provisions of article 91 of the Penal Code.(127) The prosecu-
tion had requested a sentence of 25 years.(128)

The trial verdict contained one sentence regarding supposed links between Ro-
berto de Miranda and an individual said to be connected to Alpha 66, a US-based
Cuban exile group which has admitted carrying out violent attacks in Cuba in the
past. However, aside from the assertion itself, there was no substantive information
or evidence provided, and no accusation that Roberto de Miranda had plotted, en-
couraged or engaged in violent behaviour. As with the other cases, the activities for
which he was tried appeared to amount to peaceful exercises of freedom of associa-
tion and expression, for example the following:

In 1996 he created the illegal and counterrevolutionary College of Independent
Teachers of Cuba, of which he named himself head. He also dedicated himself
to intentionally and maliciously criticising the objectives of the Cuban education
system, and tried to minimise the achievements in this area of our revolu-
tionary process.(129)

For this reason Amnesty International considers that based on the available infor-
mation, Roberto de Miranda, like the others tried following the crackdown, is a pris-
oner of conscience. He is currently imprisoned in Agiiica prison, in the municipality
of Colon in Matanzas province, though he was reportedly sent briefly to a military
hospital on 20 April with heart problems. He also reportedly suffers from high blood
pressure and kidney ailments.

11. Carmelo Agustin Diaz Fernandez, 65 years old, is a member of the unoffi-
cial Union Sindical Cristiana Cubana, the Christian Cuban Workers Union, and
president of the also unofficial Agencia de Prensa Sindical Independiente de Cuba
(APSIC), the Independent Union Press Agency. He is the Cuban correspondent for
the Venezuelan magazine Desafios, and his articles have also appeared on a number
of websites. He has been reportedly harassed and threatened with imprisonment for
his work as a journalist and trade unionist.

Carmelo Diaz was sentenced to 16 years under article 91 of the Penal Code.(130)
He is currently being held in Guanajay prison in Havana province.

12. Eduardo Diaz Fleitas, aged 51, belongs to a number of groups in his prov-
ince of Pinar del Rio, including the unofficial Movimiento 5 de Agosto, 5 August
Movement. A farmer by profession, he reportedly worked for the state as a young
man, but joined the opposition movement at the beginning of 1990s. Since then, he



34

has been subjected to regular harassment, including summons, interrogations, house
searches and periods of detention.

On 10 November 1999 he was arrested together with another activist at a dem-
onstration that had begun in Dolores Park, in the run-up to the IX Ibero-American
Summit.(131) During the march the pair were reportedly injured by government
supporters in the presence of the international press. After more than three months
in detention, during which time he reportedly suffered medical problems and was
moved to a military hospital, Eduardo Diaz was sentenced to a year’s restricted free-
gpm (ellnd house surveillance on 25 February 2000 for “desorden publico,” or public

isorder.

Eduardo Diaz was convicted under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3a-b, 7.1, 7.3 and 11
of Law 88, and received a 21-year sentence.(132) According to the trial verdict,

It is known by everyone in the area that he directs an opposition group of so-
called ‘human rights,” carrying out activities and meetings, using our national
flag and showing posters asking for freedom for political prisoners and prisoners
of conscience, in a frank challenge to the judicial, political and social sys-
tem.(133)

He is serving his sentence in Villa Marista, the headquarters of the Department
of State Security.

13. Antonio Ramoén Diaz Sanchez, 40 years old, is a member of the unofficial
Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, and has been ac-
tive in the Proyecto Varela initiative. He is an electrician by profession.

Antonio Diaz was given a 20-year sentence for infractions under article 91 of the
Penal Code.(134) This was the sentence requested by the prosecution.(135)

Although he lives and was tried in Havana, he has reportedly been transferred
to the provincial prison of Holguin at the other end of the island to serve his sen-
tence.

14. Alfredo Rodolfo Dominguez Batista, is also a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, and has been involved in the
Proyecto Varela initiative in Las Tunas province.

He was arrested on 19 March, tried and sentenced to 14 years. He began serving
his sentence in “El Tipico” provincial prison in Las Tunas, with four other men ar-
rested in the crackdown. However, they were all transferred, reportedly after they
had staged a protest in the prison. Alfredo Rodolfo Dominguez is now being held
in Holguin provincial prison.

15. Oscar Manuel Espinosa Chepe, aged 62, is a former employee of the Na-
tional Bank of Cuba. He also worked for the Cuban government as economic coun-
sellor for the Cuban Embassy in Belgrade. Later, after expressing criticism of gov-
ernment policies, he became a journalist reporting on economic and other matters.

Since being detained Oscar Espinosa has suffered health problems. He is believed
to be suffering from a liver condition, a thoracic hernia, persistent hyper-tension
and weight loss. On 20 April he was transferred to a military hospital, though his
family maintains that medical treatment was withheld.(136)

Oscar Espinosa was convicted under article 91 of the Penal Code and articles 4.1,
4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, 8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88 to 20 years
in prison.(137) He was accused, among other activities, of “having a regular program
on Radio Marti called ‘Talking with Chepe,” where he gave distorted information on
the Cuban economy.” (138)

Oscar Espinosa lives and was tried in Havana but has been transferred to
Guantanamo provincial prison in eastern Cuba to serve his sentence. His health
problems reportedly continue, and he was said to have again been taken to hospital
in late May.

16. Alfredo Felipe Fuentes is a member of the Consejo Unitario de
Trabajadores Cubanos (CUTC), United Cuban Workers Council, and other
organisations. He is said to have been active in collecting signatures for the Proyecto
Varela initiative in Artemisa, Havana province, where he lives.

Alfredo Felipe was reportedly sentenced to 26 years. He is being held in Guamajal
prison in the municipality of Santa Clara.

17. Efrén Fernandez Fernandez, age 54, is secretary of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, and was active in the
Proyecto Varela signature drive in Havana.

Efrén Fernandez was convicted of state security violations under article 91 of the
Penal Code and sentenced to 12 years.(139) The prosecution had requested 15
years.(140) He was tried in Havana and is serving his sentence in Guanajay prison
in Havana province.
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18. Juan Adolfo Fernandez Sainz, 54 years old, is a trained English language
translator, and reportedly worked in this field first with official structures and then
vilith1 unofficial groups. He is also a journalist with the unofficial agency Patria, Fa-
therland.

In July 2002, the Cuban government reportedly denied him and three other dis-
sidents permission to leave the country to participate in a seminar “Como
democratizar Cuba desde dentro,” “How to democratise Cuba from within,” at the
European Parliament in Strasbourg, France.

Adolfo Fernandez was found guilty of infractions under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 7.1 and
7.3 of Law 88.(141) He was sentenced to 15 years imprisonment,(142) and has been
transferred from Havana to the prison in Holguin province, eastern Cuba.

19. José Daniel Ferrer Garcia(143) is an active Proyecto Varela supporter and
regional co-ordinator for the Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation
Movement, in Santiago Province.

José Daniel Ferrer has reportedly been detained and harassed on numerous occa-
sions for his work. He was briefly detained in November 2000 together with other
dissidents, apparently to prevent them from attending the trial of fellow dissidents.
On 22 January 2002, he and other Proyecto Varela activists were said to have been
forced from the bus in which they were travelling and beaten by the police. Refer-
ring to the incident and to his Proyecto Varela work, he told a US-based reporter,
“we’re for peaceful change as allowed under our Constitution. We aren’t breaking
any laws by collecting those signatures, and they know it. They know it.”(144)

José Daniel Ferrer was sentenced to 25 years. The prosecution had reportedly re-
quested the death sentence for him. He is serving his sentence in Kilo 5 1/2 prison
in Pinar del Rio in western Cuba, though he lives and was tried in Santiago de
Cuba, at the other end of the island.

20. Luis Enrique Ferrer Garcia, aged 27, is the brother of José Daniel Ferrer
Garcia. He also is a member of Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Libera-
tion Movement.

Luis Enrique Ferrer has been harassed and detained on numerous occasions. In
December 1999 he was reportedly sentenced to 6 months’ restricted freedom for his
refusal to pay a fine which he claimed was imposed upon him unfairly.

During his trial, Luis Enrique Ferrer’s family members were said to have been
denied access to the court room, instead having to wait in the corridor. At the end
of the trial, members of the public were said to have insulted and displayed physical
aggression against the family members, reportedly pushing Luis Enrique Ferrer’s
mother to the floor.

Luis Enrique Ferrer was sentenced to 28 years’ imprisonment. He was transferred
from “El Tipico” provincial prison in Las Tunas to Combinado del Este, reportedly
after being involved in a protest with other activists caught up in the March crack-
down.

21. Orlando Fundora Alvarez, 47 years old, is president of the unofficial
Asociacion de Presos Politicos ‘Pedro Luis Boitel,” or ‘Pedro Luis Boitel’ Political Pris-
oners Association. His wife, Yolanda Triana, is director of a private library and is
also an active dissident. Orlando Fundora reportedly lived in the US for a period
after the 1980 Mariel boatlift. He was accused of illegal entry into Cuba on 27 July
1991 and sentenced to two years’ imprisonment. He was released in 1993.

Orlando Fundora and his wife have reportedly been subjected to frequent harass-
ment in recent years, including short-term detention and interrogation. Their house
has reportedly been attacked by unknown assailants.

Following his March arrest, Orlando Fundora was tried and sentenced under arti-
cle 91 of the Penal Code to 18 years in prison.(145) He is being held in Combinado
del Este prison in Guanabacoa municipality in Havana province. Since his deten-
tion, there have been concerns for his health, as he is said to suffer from hyper-
tension and heart problems.

22. Prospero Gainza Agiliero is the delegate for Holguin province of the unoffi-
cial Movimiento Nacional de Resistencia Civica ‘Pedro Luis Boitel,” ‘Pedro Luis
Boitel’ National Civil Resistance Movement.

Préspero Gainza reportedly took part in a number of activities critical of the gov-
ernment, and in 2002 was said to have been briefly detained for his participation
in a protest by members of his group to demand to release of a detainee charged
with ‘public disorder.’

He was detained on 18 March 2003, and believed to have been charged under Law
88, on the basis of ‘subversive’ activities and material found during a search of his
house. He was tried in Holguin on 3 April 2003 and shortly after, sentenced to 25
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years in prison. He is serving his prison sentence in Boniato provincial prison in
Santiago de Cuba, and is said to be in poor health.

23. Miguel Galvan Gutierrez is 38 years of age. He was born and lives in the
town of Giiines, Havana province, and is an engineer by profession. He has report-
edly written articles for the unofficial press agency Havana Press and served as
president of the unofficial Colegio de Ingenieros y Arquitectos de Cuba, College of
Engi?eers and Architects of Cuba. He is also the area coordinator for Proyecto
Varela.

In recent years Miguel Galvan was reportedly harassed on numerous occasions,
including through interrogation and short term detention. He was arrested on 18
March 2003, reportedly charged under Law 88 and Article 91 of the Penal Code and
sentenced to 26 years in prison. He is serving his prison sentence in Agiiica prison
in the municipality of Colon in Matanzas province. Miguel Galvan is said to be
physically handicapped due to the effects of a past traffic accident, and his family
has reportedly expressed concerns for his health.

24. Julio César Galvez Rodriguez, aged 58, lives in Havana and works as a
journalist. In 2001, he was allegedly sacked from the official radio stations Radio
Ciudad de La Habana and Radio Cadena Habana for collaborating with the unoffi-
cial organization Cuba Free Press.

He reportedly continued his unofficial journalism work and was detained on 19
March 2003. He was sentenced under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3, and 11
of Law 88, to a penalty of 15 years’ imprisonment.(146) Although he is resident and
was tried in Havana, he was transferred to the provincial prison in Santa Clara to
serve his sentence. There are concerns for his health, as he is reported to suffer
from high blood pressure.

25. Edel José Garcia Diaz, 57 years old, worked as director of an unofficial
press agency in Havana, and reportedly took part in a workshop on journalistic eth-
ics held just before the crackdown.

According to reports Edel José Garcia was harassed repeatedly during 1997, 1998
and 1999, including through short term detention, interrogation and official warn-
ings.

Edel José Garcia was convicted under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3, and
11 of Law 88 and received a sentence of 15 years.(147) He was accused of writing
articles about, among other topics, the poor physical condition of a school building
in Havana, “accompanying this article with a photo of the state of this installa-
tion.”(148) He is being held in Boniato provincial prison in Santiago, on the other
side of the island from his home.

26. José Luis Garcia Paneque, 38 years of age, lives in the province of Las
Tunas. He is a plastic surgeon by training and a member of the unofficial Colegio
Medico Independiente de Cuba, Cuban Independent Medical Association. He has
also been involved in journalism, as director of the independent news agency
Libertad and member of unofficial Sociedad de Periodistas, Journalists’ Society,
“Manuel Marquez Sterling.” He was also reportedly involved in the Proyecto Varela
initiative as well as directing a private library. In 2002, he was reportedly arrested
and detained together with other journalists, but was later released.

José Luis Garcia was detained on 18 March 2003. Following a search of his house,
materials, correspondence and medical equipment were reportedly confiscated. He
was said to have been charged and tried under Law 88 and Article 91 of the Penal
Code, and given a 24-year sentence, even though the prosecution had called for a
lesser sentence of 18 years. He is being held in Villa Clara prison, having reportedly
been transferred from “El Tipico” provincial prison in Las Tunas following a protest
with other prisoners arrested in the March crackdown.

27. Ricardo Severino Gonzales Alfonso, 53, is president of the unofficial
Sociedad de Periodistas “Manuel Marquez Sterling”, “Manuel Marquez Sterling”
Journalists’ Society, and correspondent in Cuba of the international nongovern-
mental organization Reporters Without Borders. He also has a private library called
the ‘Jorge Manach’ Library in his home.

Ricardo Gonzales has been detained on many occasions. In October 1997 he was
reportedly arrested for distributing reports of alleged human rights violations in the
Santa Clara area. He was released without charge after two days but warned that
if he did not stop writing such articles, he would have to choose between imprison-
ment and exile. Amnesty International believed him to be a prisoner of con-
science.(149)

In 2001, Amnesty International received reports that he had been detained on 16
February, allegedly to prevent a seminar entitled “Ethics and Journalism” from
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being held in the library of which he is director. On that occasion, as on similar
occasions on 22 February and 15 July 2001, he was apparently released after being
questioned for several hours.

Ricardo Gonzales was arrested on 18 March and sentenced to 20 years’ imprison-
ment under article 91 of the Penal Code.(150) The prosecution had called for life
imprisonment, on charges that he was responsible for “aggressive and untrue publi-
cations against the Cuban Government.”(151) The sentence document stated that:

“he wrote this type of information for the Fundacion Hispano Cubano Ameri-
cana, Cuban American National Foundation, based in Spain, for which he re-
ceived sums of money from its president, Orlando Fondevila, who is of Cuban
origin, he managed to get his articles, which were subversive and misleading
in nature with regard to the Cuban system, published in various newspapers
and magazines such as Encuentros en la Red and Reporters Without Borders,
among others, from whom he received sums of money for his articles.”(152)
Ricardo Gonzales is serving his sentence in Kilo 8 Provincial Prison in the prov-
ince of Camagiiey despite the fact that he lives with his family in the city of Ha-
vana.

28. Diosdado Gonzalez Marrero has been an activist for several years and has
been detained on several occasions. In January 2000 he was considered a prisoner
of conscience by Amnesty International when he was detained during the govern-
ment crackdown on dissidents during the Ibero-American Summit held in Havana
in November 1999.(153) On that occasion he spent over six months in prison.

Diosdado Gonzalez, who was arrested at the end of March, was reportedly con-
victed under Law 88. He is serving a 20-year sentence in Kilo 51/2 Prison in the
province of Pinar del Rio. According to his family, he is being held in solitary con-
finement in a punishment cell from which he is only taken out for one hour a day
to get some sunlight. He is also reportedly only allowed to receive restricted visits
from members of his family.

29. Léster Gonzalez Penton, 26, is a member of the Movimiento pro Derechos
Humanos Razon, Verdad y Libertad, Reason, Truth and Freedom Human Rights
Movement, and delegate of the Confederacion de Trabajadores Democraticos de
Cuba, Cuban Confederation of Democratic Workers, in Santa Clara. Neither group
has been recognized by the authorities.

Léster Gonzalez had suffered police harassment in the past. For example, on 5
August 2002 state security officials apparently prevented him from leaving his
house to stop him from participating in events organized by dissidents. In addition,
on 9 July 2001 he was said to have been questioned by police and threatened with
imprisonment if he did not work, despite the fact that he had reportedly been
sacked from his job as a baker because of his activities with the Confederacion de
Trabajadores Democraticos de Cuba.

Léster Gonzalez was arrested on 18 March and sentenced to 20 years’ imprison-
ment for breaching article 91 of the Penal Code.(154) He is serving his sentence in
Boniato Provincial Prison, in the municipality of Santiago de Cuba.

30. Alejandro Gonzalez Raga is 45 years old and lives in Camaguey. According
to reports, he is a journalist and helped to collect signatures for the Proyecto Varela,
Varela Project.

Alejandro Gonzalez was sentenced to 14 years’ imprisonment for breaching article
91 of the Penal Code.(155) He is serving his sentence in “Canaleta” Provincial Pris-
on in the municipality of Ciego de Avila.

31. Jorge Luis Gonzalez Tanquero, 32, is reportedly a member of a group
called Movimiento Independentista Carlos Manuel de Céspedes, Carlos Manuel de
Céspedes Independence Movement, which is not recognized by the authorities. He
also helped to collect signatures for the Proyecto Varela in Las Tunas.

Jorge Luis Gonzalez was arrested on 19 March 2003 and has reportedly been sen-
tenced to 20 years’ imprisonment. He is being held in Guanajay Prison in Havana
Province.

32. Leonel Grave de Peralta Almenares is a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, in the province of Santa
Clara. He reportedly helped to gather signatures for the Proyecto Varela in that re-
gion. He is also said to have a private library called the “Bartolomé Mass6” Library.

According to the Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion, Leonel Grave de Peralta was
reportedly subjected to harassment in September 2002 when his home was besieged
by members of the Brigadas de Respuesta Rapida, Rapid Response Brigades.(156)

Leonel Grave de Peralta was tried at the same time as other members of the
Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion. The alleged basis of the charge against him was
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that he had been involved in activities related to the Proyecto Varela. He was re-
portedly sentenced to 20 years’ imprisonment for breaching Law 88. He is impris-
oned in Kilo 5% Prison in Pinar del Rio.

33. Ivan Hernandez Carrillo is 32 years old. He reportedly belongs to several
groups: he is a member of the Partido por la Democracia “Pedro Luis Boitel,” “Pedro
Luis Boitel” Democracy Party, has worked as a journalist for several agencies, in-
cluding the “Patria”, “Fatherland”, agency, and has a private library in his house
in the province of Matanzas.

According to reports received by Amnesty International, Ivan Hernandez has been
repeatedly subjected to harassment involving short-term detention, searches and
being called in for questioning. For example, he was apparently visited by police of-
ficers on two occasions in January 1997, arrested in February 1997 and again ar-
rested in November 1999. On 23 June 2002 he was said to have been arrested with
other members of his group to prevent them from attending a meeting of the “Pedro
Luis Boitel” Democracy Party in the municipality of Perico.

He was arrested on 18 March 2003. The evidence submitted against him at his
trial included a computer allegedly sent from the United States and invoices for
moneys said to have been received by the private library. Witnesses for the prosecu-
tion stated that cars belonging to the diplomatic corps had visited his home. Ivan
Hernandez Carrillo was sentenced to 25 years’ imprisonment on the basis of articles
4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3 and 8.2 of Law 88.(157) He is being held in Holguin
Provincial Prison.

34. Normando Hernandez Gonzalez, 32, from the province of Camagiiey, is the
director of the Colegio de Periodistas Independientes, College of Independent Jour-
nalists. He has been subjected to harassment on many occasions over the past few
years: in February and March 2001, for example, he was reportedly detained and
released several miles from his home on at least two occasions, and on 8 March
2002 members of the police apparently threatened to imprison him for his jour-
nalism work. He has also reported other types of harassment as well, including that
}gilsl telephone has been cut off since 15 June 2002 despite having paid the required

ills.

Normando Hernandez was arrested on 24 March 2003. According to reports, on
the day of his arrest the police confiscated documents permitting him and his wife
to leave Cuba.

According to the verdict, the activities for which Normando Hernandez has been
convicted include writing articles on various issues relating to daily life. He was ac-
cused of the following activities, among others:

He prepared one hundred and sixteen reports for the ill-named Radio ‘José
Marti’, some of which were untrue and others tendentious, with the aforemen-
tioned aim of creating conditions in which our national integrity would be put
at risk, reports which were transmitted by those radio stations and monitored
in Cuba, and in which he attacked the health system [and] the education pro-
vided in this country, questioned the justice system, tourism, culture, agri-
culture, fishing. . . . (158)

Normando Hernandez was sentenced to 25 years’ imprisonment for breaching ar-
ticle 91 of the Penal Code.(159) He is being held in Boniato Provincial Prison in the
province of Santiago de Cuba.

35. Juan Carlos Herrera Acosta, 36, is a member of the Movimiento Cubano
de Jovenes por la Democracia, Cuban Movement of Young People for Democracy,
and the Asociacion de Presos Politicos ‘Pedro Luis Boitel’, ‘Pedro Luis Boitel’ Polit-
ical Prisoners Association.(160) Neither organisation has been recognised by the au-
thorities. He also works as a journalist in the province of Guantanamo.

Between September 1997 and 2001, Juan Carlos Herrera had served a four-year
prison sentence in Combinado de Guantanamo Prison for trying to leave the country
illegally. On that occasion he was reportedly held in a punishment cell with no light
because of his activities in defence of prisoners’ rights and for refusing to cooperate
with the prison’s re-education program.(161)

He was detained on 19 March 2003 and later tried together with Manuel Ubals
Gonzalez. Despite being accused of having links with ‘Comandos F—4,” a Miami-
based organization which has reportedly claimed to have committed acts of violence
in Cuba, no evidence of this or that they had acted violently or incited others to
use violence was presented. The activities for which they were convicted in the ver-
dict appear to have been peaceful in nature and related solely to the exercise of fun-
damental freedoms. According to the information it has received, Amnesty Inter-
national believes that the two men, like the other dissidents arrested in March, are
prisoners of conscience.
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Juan Carlos Herrera was sentenced to 20 years’ imprisonment for breaching arti-
cles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3 10 and 11 of Law 88.(162) He is serving his sen-
tence in Boniato Provincial Prison in the municipality of Santiago de Cuba.

36. Regis Iglesias Ramirez, 33, is a member of the Movimiento Cristiano
Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement, in Havana. He has been involved in
work related to the Proyecto Varela. According to the prosecution, he had no pre-
vious convictions.(163)

Regis Iglesias was arrested at the end of March and tried on 3 April. He was sen-
tenced to 18 years’ imprisonment under article 91 of the Penal Code.(164) He is
serving his sentence in Kilo 8 Provincial Prison in the municipality of Camagiiey.

37. José Ubaldo Izquierdo Hernandez runs the private “Sebastian Arcos
Bergnes” Library and works as a journalist for an agency called “Grupo Decoro.”

José Ubaldo Izquierdo has reportedly been a victim of harassment on several occa-
sions. On 8 March 2002, for example, he was apparently arrested when he was on
his way to participate in an event connected with International Women’s Day and
that same night his house was stoned by unknown individuals. On 4 December 2002
he was said to have been threatened with imprisonment if he attended festivities
in honour of the Virgin of Santa Barbara in Giiines, Havana province. When he was
returning home from the event on his bicycle, he was hit by a car, reportedly suf-
fering injuries to his abdomen and legs.

José Ubaldo Izquierdo was arrested at the end of March, tried in the San Antonio
Provincial Court on 3 April and sentenced to sixteen years’ imprisonment. He is
serving his sentence in Kilo 5% Prison in the municipality of Pinar del Rio.

38. Reinaldo Miguel Labrada Pena, aged 40, is a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement. He has been involved in the
work around the Proyecto Varela initiative.

Reinaldo Labrada was arrested on 19 March in Las Tunas. The prosecution re-
portedly sought a ten-year sentence. He was sentenced to six years, the shortest
sentence imposed on any of the dissidents arrested during the crackdown. He was
transferred from “El Tipico” Provincial Prison in Las Tunas following a protest with
other activists arrested in the March crackdown, and is being held in the provincial
prison in Guantanamo.

39. Librado Ricardo Linares Garcia, 42 years old, is president of the unofficial
Movimiento Cubano Reflexion, Cuban Reflection Movement, in the town of
Camajuani, Villa Clara province. He is an engineer by training and, after reportedly
being expelled from the Communist Party in 1992 for calling for economic reforms,
has been involved in dissident activities for a number of years.

Librado Linares was harassed, arrested and fine several times in the crackdown
against Concilio Cubano activists in late 1995 and 1996.(165) In November 1999,
he was reportedly detained for several days to prevent him from taking part in ac-
tivities around the Cumbre Iberoamericana, the Inter-American Summit in Ha-
vana.(166)

He was arrested on 18 March 2003, and a number of items including a bicycle
were reportedly confiscated from his house by the agents who searched it. He was
tried in Villa Clara, where he was sentenced to 20 years in prison under article 91
of the penal code. (167)

The trial verdict accused Librado Linares and the four other men from Villa Clara
province with whom he was tried of using human rights work as a front for alleged
counterrevolutionary activities such as meetings, conferences and seminars:

They acted in agreement, meeting to take organizational measures on how to
carry out their struggle against the Revolution, sheltering behind the facade of
simple human rights defenders.(168)

Librado Linares is incarcerated in Combinado del Este prison in the municipality
of Guanabacoa, Havana province.

40. Marcelo Manuel Lopez Banobre, is 39 years old and a tugboat captian by
profession. He joined the Comision Cubana de Derechos Humanos y Reconciliacion
Nacional (CCDHRN), Cuban Commission for Human Rights and National Reconcili-
ation, after the 1994 sinking of the “I13 de Marzo” tugboat,(169) later becoming its
spokesman. He was initially involved in tracking the detentions of other dissidents
as the crackdown began. At the time, he wrote

The wave of searches, confiscations and especially detentions that began on
March 18 is the most serious I have witnessed . . . at the Cuban Commision
for Human Rights and National Reconciliation, where I am spokesman, we are
busy trying to establish lists of those detained and their whereabouts. It is not
eagsy; people are afraid to speak up because they do not know their own rights,
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and also simply because transportation is a nightmare, there are constant
blackouts and the telephone is virtually useless.(170)

By the time the article was printed, Marcelo Lopez had been detained. He was
arrested on 25 March 2003 on the street in Havana. He was tried on 4 April along
with five other dissidents, including his CCDHRN colleague and fellow human
rights defender Marcelo Cano Rodriguez.

Marcelo Lopez was convicted under article 91 of the Penal Code and articles 4.1,
4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, 8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88 to 15 years
in prison.(171) He is currently held in Guanajay prison in Havana province.

According to the trial verdict, Marcelo Lopez was penalised for his association
with Amnesty International and other international human rights organisations:

The accused MARCELO MANUEL LOPEZ BANOBRE carries out activities as
‘spokesman and secretary’ of the illegal Cuban Commission for Human Rights
and National Reconciliation, dedicating himself to sending information to inter-
national organisms like Amnesty International and Human Race [sic], notifying
them of people given the death penalty in this country, but without explaining
the motive for its imposition. This distorts the information, making the penalty
look like extrajudicial assassination by the Cuban State, which helps condemn
our country before the Human Rights Commission in Geneva.(172)

Marcelo Lopez was also accused of “approaching the families of those condemned
to death so that they will address the aforementioned international organisa-
tions.”(173)

The Cuban authorities are well aware of Amnesty International’s work on the
death penalty; as recently as 18 April 2003, for instance, Foreign Minister Felipe
Pérez Roque read extensively from an Amnesty International report on the use of
the death penalty in the United States during his press conference on the results
of the Human Rights Commission vote in Geneva.(174) As such, the authorities are
aware that Amnesty International opposes the death penalty in all cases, regardless
of the ‘motive for its imposition,” and that questions of alleged distortion of case in-
formation are irrelevant to the organisation’s response to death sentences, in any
country where they occur.

Amnesty International is deeply disturbed that allegations of contact with this
organisation are viewed as grounds for Cuban authorities to sanction human rights
defenders. Ironically, Cuban officials have repeatedly cited Amnesty International’s
work on human rights violations by the US and its allies to support their accusa-
tions against these countries.(175)

41. Héctor Fernando Maseda Gutierrez, 60, is reportedly an engineer and
physicist by profession. Since becoming involved in dissident activities, he has writ-
ten many articles, especially on history, economy and culture, which have been pub-
lished in different sites.

Héctor Maseda has been repeatedly harassed for his activities. He was reportedly
detained as part of a sweep at the beginning of September 1997, while in May 2000
he was threatened with prison if he attended a conference on the theme of ‘culture
and globalisation.’

Hector Maseda was arrested at his house on 18 March 2003, and some of his jour-
nalistic writings, a type writer, a fax and books were confiscated. He was convicted
under article 91 of the Penal Code and articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3,
8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88, and sentenced to 20 years in prison.(176)

In the trial he was accused, among other activities, of “maintaining relations with
the International University of Florida, which receives funds from USAID, that is,
from the US government, for subversion in Cuba.”(177)

Héctor Maseda is currently being held in Manacas prison in the municipality of
Manacas.

42. José Miguel Martinez Hernandez, aged 39, is from Quivican in Havana
province. He is an area representative for the unofficial political group Movimiento
24 de Febrero, 24 February Movement. He has been active with the Proyecto Varela
and has a private library, the “General Juan Bruno Zayas” library, in his house.

José Miguel Martinez has reportedly been harassed and detained on a number of
occasions in connection with his activism. In one example, in June 2001 he was said
to have been taken into custody by state security agents and driven out of Quivacan
for interrogation. He was later released.

After being arrested in March, José Miguel Martinez was tried and sentenced to
13 years’ imprisonment. He is currently being held in Kilo 8 prison in Camagiey
municipality.
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43. Mario Enrique Mayo Hernandez, 38, is a lawyer by profession. He has
worked as a journalist, publishing articles in a number of media, and is the director
of the unofficial press agent “Félix Varela” in Camagiiey.

In November 2000 Mario Enrique Mayo was reportedly visited in his house by a
state security agent, who threatened him and insisted that he give up his dissident
activities.

Mario Enrique Mayo was arrested on 19 March and tried in Camagiiey. The trial
verdict refers to a number of ‘counterrevolutionary’ articles Mario Enrique Mayo al-
legedly wrote, covering topics such as health care, prison conditions, and the situa-
tion of families of political prisoners. He is accused of doing so with the intention
of “creating in this way the conditions necessary for our country to be condemned
in the Human Rights Commission, and consequently creating conditions favourable
for a ‘humanitarian’ intervention into our territory.”(178)

Mario Enrique Mayo was sentenced to 20 years in prison under article 91 of the
Penal Code.(179) He is currently being held in the provincial prison in Holguin.

44. Luis Milan Fernandez is reportedly a medical doctor by profession. He is
a member of the unofficial Colegio Medico de Cuba, Cuban Medical Association.

In June 2001 he and his wife, also a doctor, signed a document called ‘Manifiesto
2001, calling among other measures for recognition of fundamental freedoms in
Cuba. Together with other health professionals they carried out a one-day hunger
strike to call attention to the medical situation of detainees and other issues.

Luis Milan was reportedly sentenced to 13 years in prison. He is currently being
held in the provincial prison of Ciego de Avila (called “Canaleta™).

45. Nelson Moliné Espino, 38 years old, is president of the unofficial
Confederacion de Trabajadores Democraticos de Cuba, Confederation of Democratic
Workers of Cuba, and a member of the unofficial Partido 30 de noviembre, 30 No-
vember Party.

Nelson Moliné had previously been harassed by the authorities for his activities.
In May 2002, for instance, he was reportedly called into the local police station in
San Miguel del Padron, Havana province, and threatened with arrest if he did not
give up his trade union work.

On 20 March 2003 Nelson Moliné’s home was searched and he was detained. The
indictment states that at his home “many books and magazines containing subver-
sive material”, “multiples libros y revistas de contenido subversive”, were found. The
indictment also claims that he “mixes with people dedicated to subversive activity,
and leads a comfortable life due to the monetary rewards of his subversive activity,”
“Se relaciona con personas dedicadas a la actividad subversiva, y lleva un modo de
vida holgado por las cuantiosas entradas monetarias derivadas de la actividad
subversiva.”(180)

Nelson Moliné was convicted on the basis of article 91 of the Penal Code to 20
years’ imprisonment.(181) He is currently being held in Kilo 8 prison in Pinar del
Rio municipality, a distance which reportedly makes it difficult for his wife and four
year old daughter to visit. He is reportedly suffering from ill health due to rapid
weight loss and low blood pressure.

46. Angel Juan Moya Acosta, aged 38, is president of the Movimiento Opcion
Alternativa, Alternative Option Movement, in Matanzas province, as well as a mem-
ber of the Consejo Nacional de Resistencia Civica, National Council of Civic Resist-
ance, both organisations which have not been recognised by the authorities. He was
active in the “Todos Unidos,” “All United” umbrella movement.

Angel Moya has been imprisoned several times in the past and has previously
been considered to be a prisoner of conscience by Amnesty International. He was
detained on 15 December 1999 after participating in a peaceful demonstration to
celebrate the 51st anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and
was eventually released without having been tried.(182) In December 2000 he was
sentenced to one year’s imprisonment and 10 years’ confinement to his home prov-
ince, Matanzas, charged with “disrespect,” “desacato.” The sentence was reportedly
imposed because, in the course of a mass celebrated at his home in November 2000,
prayers were said for political prisoners and prisoners of conscience, including calls
for them to be amnestied. He was released on 4 December 2001.(183)

Angel Moya was arrested in the March crackdown and tried on 7 April in the Tri-
bunal Popular de 10 de Octubre, 10 October Popular Tribunal, in Havana. He was
found guilty and sentenced under article 91 of the Penal Code to 20 years in pris-
on.(184) He is currently held in the Holguin provincial prison.

47. Jesus Miguel Mustafa Felipe, aged 58, is a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion (MCL), Christian Liberation Movement. He was involved in col-
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lecting signatures for the Proyecto Varela in his home town of Palma Soriano,
Santiago de Cuba province.

Jesus Mustafa had been detained on 17 December 2002 along with Robert
Montero Tamayo, after they went to a police station to find out about the detention
of fellow MCL member, Ramuel Vinajera Stevens. Both men were released a few
days later but on 19 February 2003 they were tried and sentenced to 18 months’
imprisonment, charged with “disobedience,” “desobediencia” and “resistance,”
“resistencia.” Amnesty International wrote to the Cuban authorities about these
events but did not receive a reply.

Jesus Mustafa was apparently tried again in the context of the March crackdown.
He is reported to have received a 25-year sentence, after the prosecution had re-
quested a life sentence. He is currently held in Combinada del Este prison in Ha-
vana province.

48. Félix Navarro Rodriguez, 49 years old, is a member of the unofficial
Partido Solidaridad Democratica, Democratic Solidarity Party, in Matanzas prov-
ince and works as a journalist. He was reportedly fired from his position as a school
headmaster in the city of Perico in 2001 after being arrested in connection with dis-
sident activities. He has reportedly been active in the Proyecto Varela campaign and
the “Todos Unidos” umbrella movement.

Félix Navarro has been subjected to harassment and detention for his dissident
activities since at least 1992. According to reports he was detained in December
1992 for putting up pro-democracy posters on the street, and in November 1996 he
was taken for questioning for activities such as not paying his union dues and hav-
ing an issue of the US-published “El Nuevo Herald” newspaper at work He was re-
ported to have been detained briefly in November 1999, and again in September
2001 for participating in a commemoration of two political prisoners who were said
to have died in custody. In February 2002 he was apparently briefly detained again;
during the search of his house, State Security agents reportedly confiscated mate-
rials for the Proyecto Varela initiative.

Félix Navarro was arrested in the March crackdown and tried in Matanzas. The
activities on which his conviction was based included the following: “he received,
among other things, leaflets and literature; the latter was proved by the confiscation
of aggressive and corrosive writings and printed material from his house.” (185)

Félix Navarro was sentenced to 25 years under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1,
7.3 and 8.2 of law 88.(186) He is being held in Guantanamo provincial prison.

49. Jorge Olivera Castillo, 41, a former national television editor, is director of
the unofficial Havana Press agency. The agency’s articles have been featured on the
US-based Nueva Prensa Cubana, New Cuban Press, website.

Jorge Olivera has been repeatedly detained and harassed during the course of his
reporting activities. He was said to have been expelled from his house in the Lawton
neighbourhood of Havana in February 1997 in retribution for his contacts with for-
eign press, and arrested in September 1997 after trying to cover the trial of dis-
sident Maritza Lugo Fernandez in the municipality of Playa, Havana province. In
the weeks preceding the Ibero-American Summit in Havana in November 1999,
President Castro reportedly mentioned Jorge Olivera and other journalists by name
during a television broadcast, accusing them of counterrevolutionary activities.

Jorge Olivera was convicted under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3, and 11 of
Law 88 and received a sentence of 18 years.(187) Though he was tried in Havana,
he was transferred to the other extreme of the island to begin serving his sentence
in a prison in Guantanamo province.

50. Pablo Pacheco Avila, 31, works for the unofficial agency Cooperativa
Avilenia de Periodistas Independientes (CAPI), Avilena Cooperative of Independent
Journalists, in Ciego de Avila.

Pablo Pacheco has been subjected to harassment in the past. In one example, in
November 2002 he was reportedly detained for six hours after attempting to video
police officers ill-treating two women, and in March 2002 he was reportedly de-
tained for the third time in a month for providing news coverage on the meeting
of an unofficial group.

He was sentenced under articles 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3 and 11 of Law 88 to 20 years
imprisonment.(188) He is currently being held in Agiiica prison in the municipality
of Colon in Matanzas province. He is reportedly suffering from high blood pressure
and migraines, for which he is said to have received some treatment.

51. Héctor Palacios Ruiz, aged 61, is director of the unofficial Centro de
Estudios Sociales, Centre of Social Studies, and secretary of the reporting committee
of the “T'odos Unidos,” “All United,” coalition.
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Héctor Palacios is a well-known and longstanding figure among Cuban dissidents,
and has been considered by Amnesty International to be a prisoner of conscience
following arrests in 1994, 1997 and 1999. In August 1994, he was among a group
of activists targeted for arrest in the wake of violent clashes between police and pro-
testers who had gathered on the Havana shore following a spate of attempted armed
hijackings of local ferries.(189) In January 1997, when he was president of the unof-
ficial Partido Solidaridad Democratico (PSD), Democratic Solidarity Party, and
member of Concilio Cubano, Cuban Council, he was detained and sentenced to 18
months imprisonment for “disrespect, “desacato,” following an interview with a Ger-
man television station in which he criticised the Cuban government. He was re-
leased in February 1998 following Pope John Paul IIs visit to Cuba.(190)

Héctor Palacios was detained on 20 March 2003 and subsequently tried in Ha-
vana. He was convicted under article 91 of the Penal Code and articles 4.1, 4.2a-
b, 6.1, 6.2a-b, 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, 8.1, 8.2, 9.1, 9.2, 10 and 11 of Law 88 to 25 years in
prison.(191) The prosecution had called for life imprisonment.(192)

Hector Palacios was accused, among other activities, of

having in his home one of the so-called independent libraries, a program created
at the request of the already mentioned organisations based in Miami that fi-
nanced this project with money received by USAID, in other words the United
States government, the majority of the books sent being subversive and
counterrevolutionary. (193)

Héctor Palacios is currently imprisoned in Kilo 5% prison in Pinar del Rio prov-
ince. His wife, Gisela Delgado Sablon, was reportedly refused permission to visit
him in May and threatened with imprisonment if she participated in public dem-
onstrations on his behalf.

52. Arturo Pérez de Alejo Rodriguez is president of the unofficial organisation
Frente Escambray de Derechos Humanos, Escambray Human Rights Front. He was
also involved in the Proyecto Varela initiative in Villa Clara province. In January
2003, he was said to have been briefly detained for handing out copies of the UN
Declaration of Human Rights.

Arturo Pérez de Alejo was arrested on 18 March 2003. He was tried, found guilty
and sentenced to 20 years in prison. He is currently imprisoned in Kilo 5% prison
in Pinar del Rio province.

53. Omar Pernet Hernandez, 57, lives in Placetas in Santa Clara province and
is a leader of the unofficial Movimiento Nacional por los Derechos Humanos, Na-
tional Movement for Human Rights, “Mario Manuel de la Peria.” He is active in a
number of other organisations and in the Proyecto Varela in the area.

Omar Pernet Hernandez received a 25 year sentence under article 91 of the penal
code.(194) The accusations upon which he was convicted included

carrying out subversive activities through denunciations of supposed human
rights violations in Cuba, which were disseminated by counterrevolutionary sta-
tions based in the terrority of the United States of North America [sic], such
as the mis-named Radio Marti, Radio Mambi and “La Poderosa,” that have as
their only objective to provoke the North American government into intensifying
its aggressive policy towards our country.(195)

Omar Pernet Hernandez is imprisoned in Guanajay prison in the province of Ha-
vana.

54. Horacio Julio Pina Borrego, aged 36, lives in Sandino in the province of
Pinar del Rio. He has been involved with the Proyecto Varela for the region as well
as being a provincial delegate for the Partido Pro Derechos Humanos en Cuba, Party
for Human Rights in Cuba, which is affiliated with the Sajarov Foundation. He had
been briefly detained by security forces in May 2001.

He was arrested on 19 March 2003, during the wave of arrests. He was tried and
convicted under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3a-b, 7.1, 7.3 and 11 of Law 88.(196) He
received a 20-year sentence and is currently being held in the Pinar del Rio provin-
cial headquarters of the Department of State Security.

55. Fabio Prieto Llorente lives on the Isla de Pinos and works for the island’s
unofficial news agency, Agencia de Prensa Independiente de Isla de Pinos.

Fabio Prieto Llorente was involved in independent journalism since at least No-
vember 1999. He was said to have received regular visits, threats and warnings
from police and other security agents to discontinue his activities. In January 2002,
he was briefly detained, and harassment reportedly continued throughout that year.

He was arrested on 18 March 2003, tried and sentenced to 20 years in prison.
As of this writing he is being held in Guanajay prison in Havana province.
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56. Alfredo Manuel Pulido Lopez, 42, lives in Camagiiey. He worked as a jour-
nalist for the unofficial news agency El Mayor in Camagiey. In addition, he was
reportedly a member of the Movimiento Cristiano Liberacion and was involved in
Proyecto Varela activities.

Alfredo Pulido was arrested on 18 March 2003. He was sentenced to 14 years in
prison under article 91 of the Penal Code.(197) He was transferred from his home
province and is currently being held in Combinado del Este prison in the munici-
pality of Guanabacoa, Havana province.

57. José Gabriel Ramon Castillo(198) is said to be a trained teacher. He is the
director of the unofficial Instituto Independiente Cultura y Democracia, Independent
Culture and Democracy Institute, based in Santiago de Cuba. He also works as an
independent journalist and has had articles and news items published in a variety
of websites include CubaNet. He was repeatedly subjected to persecution and har-
assment by the authorities from the beginning of his involvement in these activities.

José Gabriel Ramon was detained on 19 March 2003 and tried in the first week
of April 2003. He was convicted and sentenced to 20 years in prison. He is currently
being held in the provincial prison in Santa Clara.

58. Arnaldo Ramos Lauzerique, 60 years of age, lives in the city of Havana
and is a member of the Instituto Cubano de Economistas Independientes, the Cuban
Institute of Independent Economists. He is also a member of the umbrella group
Asamblea para promover la sociedad civil, Assembly to promote civil society.

After being detained during the wave of arrests in March 2003, he was tried
under article 91 of the Penal Code. He received a sentence of 18 years.(199) He is
being held in the provincial prison in Holguin.

59. Blas Giraldo Reyes Rodriguez, aged 46, lives in Sancti Spiritus. He is a
member of the steering committee of the Proyecto Varela in Sancti Spiritus and di-
rector of a private library located in his residence.

Following his arrest in March 2003, he was tried and sentenced to 25 years in
prison. He is being held in Agiiica prison in the municipality of Colén in Matanzas
province.

60. Raul Rivero Castaneda is a 57-year-old poet and journalist. He was found-
er, and serves as director, of the unofficial press agency Cuba Press.

Ratl Rivero has been detained and threatened many times in the past. For exam-
ple, in January 1996 he was detained for one day and threatened with imprison-
ment if he did not stop his work with Concilio Cubano, of which Cuba Press had
just become a member.(200) In February 1996 he was again detained, in a roundup
of Concilio Cubano activists.(201) In July 1997 he was detained, following an article
he wrote about dissident Vladimiro Roca, and he was again arrested in August
1997.(202) In March 1999 after Law 88 came into force, Raul Rivero was reportedly
interrogated for three hours. The officers reportedly told him that he would be one
of the first to whom the new law would be applied if he did not stop his journalistic
work.(203)

Ratl Rivero was detained on 18 March 2003 and tried on 4 April 2003, along with
journalist Ricardo Severino Gonzalez.

Ratl Rivero was accused under article 91 of the Penal Code. The indictment ac-
cused him of carrying out unspecified “actividades subversivas encaminadas a
afectar la independencia e integridad territorial cubana,” “subversive activities,
aimed at affecting the territorial independence and integrity of Cuba.” It also stated
that he disseminated “falsas noticias para satisfacer los intereses de sus
patrocinadores del gobierno norteamericano,” “false news to satisfy the interests of
his sponsors of the North American government.”(204)

He was found guilty and received a 20-year sentence.(205) The trial verdict high-
lighted his contacts with international organisations:

The accused RIVERO CASTANEDA, in addition to the facts already described,
from 2000 began disseminating information via the Encuentro en la Red
webpage belonging to the International Press Society. [The information] was all
of a nature destabilising to the Cuban state.(206)

The verdict also accused him of working as a paid correspondent for Agence
France Presse and of having contacts with the international organisation Reporters
without Borders.

Raul Rivero is currently being held in the provincial prison of Ciego de Avila
(called “Canaleta™).

61. Alexis Rodriguez Fernandez, aged 33, is a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement. He was involved in the
Proyecto Varela initiative.
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Alexis Rodriguez had been detained several times in the past. For example, when
he was municipal delegate of the unofficial group Movimiento de Jovenes Cubanos
por la Democracia, Movement of Cuban Young People for Democracy, he was re-
ported to have been temporarily detained on 14 October 1997. In January 2002,
after collecting signatures for the Proyecto Varela he was attacked and threatened,
reportedly by plain clothes state security agents, and later abandoned in a remote
area.

Alexis Rodriguez was arrested in the March crackdown and tried in early April.
He was sentenced to 15 years’ imprisonment and is currently imprisoned in Aglica
prison in the municipality of Colén in Matanzas province.

62. Omar Rodriguez Saludes, aged 37, is director of the unofficial Nueva
Prensa news agency. In addition to reporting, he is also a photographer.

He has been arrested several times in the past. In December 1998, he was among
a group of dissidents apparently detained to prevent them from taking part in ac-
tivities to commemorate the anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights.(207) He was also said to have been detained in February and November
1999 and November 2000. On 17 January 2002 he was temporarily detained after
reporting on a meeting between a visiting Spanish official and some dissidents. He
was reportedly interrogated for several hours and told that his work was illegal and
counter-revolutionary.

In 2002 he is reported as telling The New York Times, “We know the risks we
are taking . . . The risk is even in our homes. The government knows what we do
and it watches. They know our lives better than we do.” Due to restrictions on free-
dom in Cuba, he said that he had never seen the webpage that runs his photo-
graphs, or seen the photos themselves except as negatives. “I am a blind photog-
rapher,” he stated.(208)

Omar Rodriguez was convicted on the basis of accusations such as “he photo-
graphed places that, because of the state they were in, gave a distorted image of
Cuban reality, and he sent them to be published in the foreign, mainly
counterrevolutionary, press.”(209)

Omar Rodriguez was convicted under state security charges in article 91 of the
Penal Code and given a penalty of 27 years.(210) The prosecution had argued for
a sentence of life imprisonment.(211) He is imprisoned in Kilo 8 prison in Camagiiey
municipality.

63. Marta Beatriz Roque Cabello, aged 57, has been recognised by Amnesty
International as a prisoner of conscience in the past. She is an an economist who
heads the unofficial Instituto Cubano de Economistas Independientes, Cuban Insti-
tute of Independent Economists. She is also the head of the Asamblea para
promover la sociedad civil, Assembly to promote civil society, an umbrella organiza-
tion of dissident groups created in October 2002 to call for democracy and greater
respect for freedoms.

Marta Beatriz Roque previously served out a 3%2 year prison sentence following
her arrest on 16 July 1997.(212) She was sentenced along with three other members
of the Grupo de Trabajo de la Disidencia Interna para el Analisis de la situacion
Socio-Economica Cubana, Internal Dissidents’ Working Group for the Analysis of
the Cuban Socio-Economic Situation. They were all charged with “otros actos contra
la seguridad del estado,” “other acts against state security” (Article 125 (c) of the
Cuban Penal Code) in relation to a charge of “sedicion,” sedition (Art 100 (c) of the
Cuban Penal Code). Their arrest took place one month after a press conference at-
tended by foreign press during which they criticised an official discussion document
and gave journalists a copy of their own critique of the document, entitled “La
Patria es de Todos,” The Homeland is for Everyone. The latter document advocated
peaceful democratic changes in the country. She was released on 23 May 2000. The
other three members were released later, and have not been re-arrested in the re-
cent crackdown.

Marta Beatriz Roque was most recently arrested on 20 March 2003.

The indictment against her charges that she carried out unspecified “acciones
dirigidas a subvertir el orden interno del Estado Cubano, provocar su
desestabilizacion y la péerdida de su independencia, actividades por las que recibio
cuantiosos recursos monetarios del Gobierno de Los Estados Unidos”, “activities
aimed at subverting internal order of the Cuban State, provoking its destabilisation
and the loss of its independence, activities for which she received substantial mone-
tary funds from the US Government.” It also states that she had links with the
head of the US Interests Section, James Cason, who paid visits to her house.(213)

Marta Beatriz Roque was found guilty, among other activities, of having

Created a website on a North American internet server, for use by the self-pro-
claimed Institute of Independent Cuban Economists ‘Manual Sanchez Herrero,
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which she used to put out propaganda articles and work that disfigured the eco-
nomic reality . . . for the execution of the abovementioned activities, the in-
criminated Roque Cabello received enough financing and considerable material
assistance, fundamentally from the United States Agency for International De-
velopment. (214)

The prosecution requested a life sentence.(215) She was convicted under article
91 of the Penal Code and received a 20-year sentence.(216) She is currently being
held in Manto Negro Prison in the municipality of La Lisa, Havana province.

64. Omar Moisés Ruiz Hernandez, aged 56, is a journalist for the unofficial
Grupo de Trabajo Decoro, Decoro Working Group.

Previously Omar Rodriguez was vice delegate of the Partido Solidaridad
Democratica, Democratic Solidarity Party, in Villa Clara. During this time he was
reportedly arrested several times, for example in January and March 1996. Simi-
larly, he was said to have been summoned and interrogated in October 1997. Such
harassment was ongoing as he continued to carry out his activities.

Omar Ruiz Hernandez was sentenced to 18 years under article 91 of the penal
code.(217) He is currently being held in Guantdanamo provincial prison.

65. Claro Sanchez Altarriba, 49, is a member of the unofficial Movimiento de
Jovenes Cubanos por la Democracia, Movement of Cuban Young People for Democ-
racy, in Santiago de Cuba. He had suffered some prior harassment for his activities,
including a short-term detention and a fine in October 2002.

Claro Sanchez was detained on 19 March 2003. He was tried and was sentenced
to 15 years in prison under articles 4.1, 6.1 and 7.1 of Law 88.(218) He is impris-
oned in Kilo 8 prison, Camagiiey municipality.

66 and 67. Ariel and Guido Sigler Amaya were detained on 18 March 2003.
(Their brother Miguel is also in prison, as mentioned in the chapter below, and is
facing a range of charges apparently relating to different incidents.) Ariel and Guido
Sigler are both members of the unofficial Movimiento Opcion Alternativa, Alter-
native Option Movement, in Matanzas Province.

The Sigler brothers have been detained and harassed several times in the past.
They were declared prisoners of conscience by Amnesty International following their
detention in December 1999 after participating in a peaceful demonstration to cele-
brate the 51st anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.(219)
Guido was released in July 2000 and Ariel in August 2000.(220) Most recently, in
December 2002 Ariel and Guido were detained along with Oscar Elias Biscet and
14 other dissidents after they attempted to meet at a home in Havana to discuss
human rights. Ariel and Guido were later released.(221)

Ariel Sigler Amaya, 39, received a 20-year sentence under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1,
6.3b, 7.1, 8.1, 8.2, 8.11 of Law 88.(222) He is being held in the Ciego de Avila provi-
sional prison, ‘Canaleta.” Guido, aged 46, was like Ariel sentenced to 20 years in
prison under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 8.1, 8.2, 8.11 of Law 88.(223) He is
currently imprisoned in Combinado del Este prison in Guanabacoa municipality,
Havana province. Family members have reported that both men are being held in
solitary confinement. There are concerns about their heath, particularly that of
Guido, and the family has requested that he receive specialised medical attention
for a prostate condition.

68. Ricardo Silva Gual is a medical doctor and a member of the Movimiento
Cristiano Liberacion, Christian Liberation Movement. He has reportedly suffered a
number of forms of harassment related to his activities.

Ricardo Silva was detained on 18 March 2003 and was reportedly sentenced to
10 years’ imprisonment under articles 4.1 and 6.1 of Law 88. He is currently being
held in the Guantanamo provincial prison.

69. Fidel Suarez Cruz, 33, is a farmer and a member of the unofficial Partido
Pro Derechos Humanos en Cuba, Party for Human Rights in Cuba, in Pinar del Rio.
He also heads the private library “San Pablo.”

In 2000 he was sentenced to six months’ restricted freedom for “desobediencia”,
“disobedience,” for fishing in a restricted area; however, in December 2000 this sen-
tence was reportedly changed to imprisonment after he was arrested for carrying
out peaceful political activities. He was also believed to have been detained in 1999.

Fidel Suarez was arrested on 18 March 2003 and subsequently tried on 3 April
at the Tribunal Provincial, Provincial Court, in Pinar del Rio. He was convicted
under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3a-b, 7.1, 7.3 and 11 of Law 88 and sentenced to
20 years in prison.(224) He is being held at Agiica prison in Matanzas province.
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70. Manuel Ubals Gonzalez, 34, is President of the unofficial Consejo por la
Libertad de Cuba, Council for the Freedom of Cuba. He lives in Guantanamo prov-
ince.

In 1994 he was reportedly sentenced to three years’ correctional work with intern-
ment for “salida illegal del territorio nacional,” “illegal exit from the national terri-
tory.”

Manuel Ubals was detained on 20 March 2003 and subsequently tried on 3 April
at the Provincial Court in Guantanamo province.

Although he, with Juan Carlos Herrera, was accused of links with ‘Comandos F—
4, a Miami-based organisation that, according to the information received, claims
to have committed acts of violence in Cuba, there is no evidence given of such a
link. Neither were Manuel Ubals and Juan Carlos Herrera accused of acting vio-
lently or inciting others to violence. The activities described in the verdict, on the
basis of which they were convicted, amounted to the peaceful exercise of funda-
mental freedoms. Based on the information available, therefore, Amnesty Inter-
national considers these two men, like the other dissidents tried after the recent
crackdown, to be prisoners of conscience.

Manuel Ubals was sentenced to 20 years under articles 4.1, 4.2a-b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1,
7.3 10 and 11 of Law 88.(225) He is imprisoned in Agiiica prison, in the municipality
of Colon in Matanzas province.

71. Julio Antonio Valdés Guevara,(226) aged 52, is director of the private li-
brary of an wunofficial group, Union de Activistas y Opositores “Golfo de
Guacanayabo”, Union of Activists and Opponents “Gulf of Guacanayabo,” in
Manzanillo, Granma province.

Julio Antonio Valdés was reportedly detained on 19 March 2003, tried, and sen-
tenced to twenty years’ imprisonment.

He is believed to be suffering from high blood pressure, renal insufficiency and
dizzy spells and is not receiving any medication. He is reportedly being held in the
Prision Provincial de Ciego de Avila, Ciego de Avila Provincial Prison (called
“Canaleta™).

72. Miguel Valdés Tamayo, aged 46, is vice president of the unofficial group
“Hermanos Fraternales por la Dignidad”, Fraternal Brothers for Dignity. At the
time of his detention he was reportedly working as a television mechanic in a state
run workshop in Havana province.

Miguel Valdés had previously been detained on 23 October 2002 in Havana, when
he and other members of his organisation reportedly tried to light candles in a park.

He was detained on 19 March 2003, tried and sentenced under article 91 of the
Penal Code to 15 years in prison.(227) He is currently in prison in Kilo 8 prison
in the municipality of Camagiiey. He is reportedly suffering from a number of
health problems including ulcer, high blood pressure and heart problems.

73. Héctor Raul Valle Hernandez, aged 35, is vice president of the unofficial
Confederacion de Trabajadores Democraticos de Cuba, Confederation of Democratic
Workers of Cuba, and an activist of the unofficial Partido Pro-Derechos Humanos,
Pro Human Rights Party, in San José de las Lajas.

He had previously been detained and harassed on several occasions. For example,
on 16 November 2002 he was reportedly detained and taken to the police station
in San José, Havana, where he was interrogated and told to stop his anti-govern-
ment activities.

He was reportedly sentenced to 12 years’ imprisonment, charged with infringing
article 91 of the penal code. He 1s currently being held at Combinado de
Guantanamo Prison, some 900km from his home.

74. Manuel Vazquez Portal, aged 51, is an independent journalist for the Grupo
de Trabajo Decoro, Decoro Working Group. His articles have been published in
CubaNet and other media sites. He also is a poet.

He had reportedly been detained temporarily before for his activities, for example
in November 1999.

Manuel Vazquez was arrested on 19 March 2003. He was tried and found guilty
under articles 4.1, 4.2b, 6.1, 6.3b, 7.1, 7.3, and 11 of Law 88, and received a sen-
tence of 18 years.(228) He is currently being held in Boniato provincial prison,
Santiago.

75. Antonio Augusto Villareal Acosta was involved in collecting signatures for
the Proyecto Varela. Amnesty International does not have information on his past
activities. He was sentenced to 15 years’ imprisonment and is currently being held
in in Boniato provincial prison, Santiago.
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Question:
Houw effective is Radio Marti? It is getting any better now?

Response:

One of the things that the President announced in the “Initiative for a New Cuba”
on May 20 of last year was to make an effort to improve the quality and reach of
Radio Marti. Radio Marti has indeed become a much more vibrant and listener-
friendly station since then, and we are examining a number of ways to improve and
expand programming and longer broadcast hours.

To give a few examples, major league baseball programming has already been
added. This programming, coupled with reliable, uncensored news and information
on American life between innings, can contribute to building a greater Cuban audi-
ence. Such efforts to make programming more relevant to a Cuban audience will
be important as we undertake our modernization efforts.

Question:

With satellites, though, why is the Cuban government able to jam (Radio Marti)?
Is there some new technology that we could be using whereby they could not jam?
Response:

Cuba has historically had a strong jamming effort against Radio Marti broad-
casting. However, the Office of Cuban Broadcasting, Radio Marti’s oversight body,
is currently investigating ways to counter the Cuban government’s ability to jam
Radio Marti, including undertaking a more robust broadcast effort.

Mr. WOLF. Because that was very important in Eastern Europe
behind the Berlin wall.

Are you urging some of the groups that are now going to Cuba
not to go, or if they go, to at least speak out? When Congressman
Smith and I asked for a visa about a month ago, we were told—
and correct me if I am wrong, and correct me publicly, not for the
record—that we were the only two Members of Congress who were
prosanction, who were anti-Castro administration that had asked
for visas, and we were having a difficult time getting them. And
even the State Department said there is really not a process for
you to go. Is that accurate? Were we the only two Members of Con-
%ressvwho were prosanctionists to ask for the opportunity to go to

uba?

Mr. STRUBLE. I had a privilege to speaking to you. I noted that
in the past, the congressional groups that have gone to Cuba have
gone at the invitation of the Cuban government——

Mr. WoLF. We don’t want to go at the invitation of the Cuban
government.

Mr. STRUBLE [continuing]. Which tends to restrict their latitude.
And we have always encouraged every Member of Congress who
goes to Cuba to meet with our Interests Section and to meet dis-
sidents.

Mr. WOLF. Do most groups meet with dissidents?

Mr. STRUBLE. I don’t know if most groups do, but all groups do
not, sir.

Mr. WoLF. I would suggest that every congressional delegation
that goes, or any delegation, Governors who asked for trade mis-
sions, be given a list of all of the political prisoners that are in pris-
ons and what prisons they are in, the locations, and their families
and who they can contact so they are able to visit.

Was it true that Mr. Smith and I were the only two people that
had asked to go and didn’t go because we didn’t want to be invited
by Cuba? Is there another mechanism?
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Mr. STRUBLE. You are correct that you are the only two who have
sought to go on an independent basis without an invitation from
the Cuban government and without providing the government of
Cuba the opportunity to have in that way control over the program.

Mr. WoLF. Can the Administration do anything about that?
When Mr. Smith and I reapply for the visas, how successful will
we be to get the visas?

Mr. STRUBLE. Based on the current attitudes and action of the
Cuban government, I don’t think they would welcome a visit of
human rights, advocates like yourself who intend to go and look
around the Island and probe into these issues. So I would expect
they would turn it down, which I think is a real shame.

Mr. WoLF. What kind of press coverage is this getting in Europe
and in Latin America? Do you have a clipping file of what they are
saying in Germany, France and the Netherlands?

Mr. STRUBLE. What I can say is that there has been an out-
pouring of concern and reaction on the part of nongovernmental
groups in Europe and throughout Latin America; that I personally
have not witnessed any action in this hemisphere that has pro-
voked such an outcry from such groups; and that the media in
Latin America, which obviously knows better, Congressman, and
which oftentimes is ready to make excuses for Cuba, is increasingly
not doing so in this instance. I am receiving more reports every day
that the media is very forthright in condemning this repression,
this move against independent journalists, against independent
labor leaders, and they are not making excuses for the Castro re-
gime.

Mr. WoLF. I have heard of the tourist apartheid. What are the
top five countries having tourists visit Cuba, from where?

Mr. STRUBLE. I don’t know. I will have to

Mr. WoOLF. Do you know the top one?

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, there are a very susbstantial number of visi-
tors from the United States who are licensed by the Treasury De-
partment to go and visit family members.

Mr. WoLF. Aside from them. I am talking about who are going
for tourism, the beaches.

Mr. STRUBLE. Western European countries.

Mr. WOLF. Do you know if those countries are attempting to tell
their people what terrible things are going on in Cuba today and
they ought not visit?

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, some of those countries, such as Spain, has,
in fact, taken a very strong position on what is going on in Cuba
today.

Mr. WoLF. Have there been many American groups that have ap-
plied to go to Cuba since the crackdown took place?

Mr. STRUBLE. I believe——

Mr. WoOLF. Business groups?

Mr. STRUBLE. I believe there has been some fall-off. There has
been fall-off in travel throughout the region because this coincided
with the war in Iraq. But it is too early for me to say what the
medium-term impact of this crackdown is going to be on business
by American groups.
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Mr. WOLF. Do you have a list of all the groups that have visited
there asking for trade in the last several years? Would they not
have to go through you?

Mr. STRUBLE. They don’t have to go through us. They go through
OFAC, which is part of the Treasury Department, to get a license.

Mr. WOLF. I meant you as the Government. Could you send this
list of dissidents who are in prison to all the groups that are vis-
iting

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me check into that.

Mr. WOLF [continuing]. Visited Cuba within the last 3 years.
That pretty much does it.

I think you ought to look at the model of what went on in the
Soviet Union and give it to Members of Congress and others who
go, and send that to the Chamber of Commerce. I am always hear-
ing from the Chamber of Commerce about trade, and I think they
ought to know about the persecution that goes with it. And you
ought to write to the head of the Chamber of Commerce and say,
Congressman Wolf asked me to write to tell you these are the lat-
est dissidents, and whatever trade groups you have going down to
Cuba, would you please have people go by to the prisons and visit
them.

Has there been any persecution with regard to the church lately,
Protestant, Catholic?

Mr. STRUBLE. The focus has been on other civil society groups.
I will check to see if there may have been also some actions against
religious groups. I am not aware at this moment of action against
the Catholic Church, which is the most prominent.

Mr. WoLF. The last question is, has the journalist group—there
is a good journalist group—we speak out for journalists who have
been arrested—have they gotten actively involved?

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, sir.

Mr. WoLF. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Mr. Wolf, thank you very much for
your questions and for your consistency on human rights, because
we have asked to go to Cuba, both Mr. Wolf and I, and we hope
that will be forthcoming in the not too distant future.

It is my understanding that the government of Cuba is getting
technical assistance from the Chinese government on how to jam
our freedom broadcasts as the Chinese do for Radio Free Asia.
They are sharing that expertise with Havana. So people who com-
mit human rights abuses also want to keep silent those who would
expose such abuses.

I would like to make a couple of final comments and a couple of
questions. I mentioned Dr. Biscet earlier, Secretary Craner, and
you were right to point out how important it is to name specific
names. We know that he is being held right with two common
criminals in a windowless cell. Here is a man, Afro Cuban, who is
really a giant, a man who has few equals in a country where there
are so many heroes. We understand he has been denied access to
a Bible, and his teeth remain a serious problem. And as we all
know, low-grade infections can not only contaminate the remainder
of one’s mouth, but lead to other very deleterious impacts and con-
sequences.
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We also know that Gonzalez Leyva and Chaviano, two individ-
uals, dissidents, who we understand are in serious health predica-
ments, perhaps as low as 90 pounds in terms of their body weight
because of the ongoing repression. These are current political pris-
oners, not the new group that has been sent, that I hope the Castro
government and our friends in the European Union and the
Lgtinos who are speaking out and others will be very specific
about.

As Mr. Wolf pointed out, we have got to be specific. These are
individuals, they have families, and they are being cruelly tortured
and hurt by this regime.

Let me just ask Secretary Craner, besides prohibiting the travel
of Cuban officials in the U.S. beyond the proscribed areas, what
else has the U.S. done to hold the regime accountable for the recent
crackdown? What are our efforts multilaterally? We know what is
going on in the United Nations, and we do appreciate the leader-
ship there, but also within the OAS, perhaps you might want to
touch on that, Dr. Holmes, with a little more detail. Are we looking
at perhaps some policy announcements on proposed regulations on
remittances or academic travel or some other area where we might
ratchet up the pressure on this barbaric regime?

Mr. CRANER. These are all issues that Secretary Powell and Mr.
Armitage, along with other leaders in the Administration, are
going to be considering in the coming days. I would tell you our
diplomats overseas have been very active trying to let civil society
groups in other countries know what is going on. They also pub-
licize the names of people who are in prison.

Our best estimate is there are about 350 political prisoners in
Cuba. We don’t know every name, but we know quite a few names.
It is difficult in these societies to get 100 percent accounting. That
is what we are trying to do overseas with other countries. And as
Kim and Curt will tell you in a minute, we are being very, very
active in getting the EEU and the OAS engaged on this issue.

Mr. HoLMES. I will ask Curt Struble to say something about the
OAS because he has been working a lot in that area. But I will say
one word about the history of what we have been doing on the reso-
lution in the Commission on Human Rights. We have been working
and preparing that issue for 6 months. We talked with dozens of
leaders and countries around the world at the highest levels. We
have demarched capitals. We have considered this to be a priority
from day one, and we are working it very hard right now. So we
are trying to work this important issue through the U.N. system,
but primarily through the Commission at this point, and we have
a long background of preparation for that.

Mr. STRUBLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. While Cuba has been
suspended from membership in the OAS, it is still subject to a
number of the inter-American conventions. We have been working
with those bodies, and a number of them have spoken out about
this crackdown in Cuba. We are going to continue to do that.

The other question you asked is about a review of specific U.S.
measures that might be taken. I would note that we have been
doing such a review since May 20 of last year when the President
announced his new initiative. And, of course, the present cir-
cumstances call for us to look at the issues again, and we are doing
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so. What we have done so far in connection with the President’s
new initiative is to step up our outreach to civil society groups as
described by my colleague Karen Harbert-Mitchell. We have also
worked to make Radio Marti, as I explained to Congressman Wolf,
more efficient. We have offered the Cubans talks on reinstating di-
rect mail service, which they have turned down. We have reviewed
OFAC licensing requirements on academic travel. We recently—
OFAC recently, on the basis of this review, determined that it
would not allow academic travel that is not associated with an ac-
credited program because this had been abused. We have, in re-
sponse to Cuban restrictions on the travel of our diplomatic per-
sonnel, introduced mirrorlike restrictions here in the United
States.

So these are some of the things we have done recently, but as
I say, we are continuing to look at this area.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Thank you. Let me just—and thank
you, unless Mr. Wolf has any further questions, just thank you for
your testimony. I ask you that should we have success tomorrow
in Geneva or whenever that vote takes place—and I know your
thinking is there needs to be a very robust launching pad, it seems
to me, for building on what the President announced last year in
his initiative for Cuba. He certainly has fought the inside game
here very effectively. I think people should be aware of the fact
that when the Treasury-Postal bill had language in it that would
have relaxed the travel ban, when the ag bill had language in it
that would have relaxed the embargo to some extent, a clear and
unambiguous veto was issued by the President that if either of
those bills, especially the ag bill, which is very popular, crosses his
desk with the offending language that weakened our ability to deal
with Cuba, he would veto it.

So the President has made it very clear to the Congress where
he stands, and we are all very appreciative of that. But we know
that even if tomorrow the Rapporteur is empowered, let us go back.
The Rapporteur 7 years was denied access, notwithstanding the
importance, if you will, of the U.N. agency to go into Cuba. And I
will never forget when a U.N. delegation visited back in 1988 with
all these assurances from Castro that if people came forward, there
would be no retaliation against them for speaking their minds.
Sure enough, once the U.N. folks left, there was very significant re-
taliation. And then when the report was issued by the U.N. body,
it was summarily rejected by Castro. So we have been there, done
that, but we need to do it again.

It seems to me that we need to engage the EEU in a much more
significant way than they have in the past. They have, however un-
wittingly, been enablers of this continued repression against the
Cuban people. They think it is all about trade. It is more than
trade. It is all about enabling a dictatorship to do horrific things.

I thank you deeply for your work, and I know you are getting
right back to the phones. And on behalf of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, we thank you deeply.

While our next panel is coming to the witness table, I would like
to read a very brief statement that was written in The Washington
Post by Richard Cohen, which I think serves as kind of a wake-up
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call. It is Hollywood’s darling, Liberals’ blind spot. And this is lib-
eral columnist Cohen saying so:

“I would like to hear some moral outrage about Castro. I would
like to see the vilification of Cuban Americans ceased. They
have as much right to lobby the government as do, say, Jewish
Americans on behalf of Israel or Greek Americans on behalf of
Greece. I would like to see anyone interrupt one of Fidel’s mar-
athon statements to ask about human rights violations.”

And without objection, this statement by Mr. Cohen will be made
a part of the record.

I would like to welcome our next panel of very distinguished indi-
viduals who have suffered in many cases for their beliefs, including
Ramon Humberto Colas, who is currently serving as Research As-
sociate at the Institute for Cuban and Cuban American Studies at
the University of Miami in Florida. He is conducting research for
two papers he is writing, “The Psychology of Cubans” and “Levels
of Dependence of Cubans.” He has served as a radio host, a clinical
psychologist, therapist, and he has received his degree from Las
gurgas Medical School and from the University of Las Villas in

uba.

Welcome, Mr. Colas.

Our next witness is Ramon Antunez Gonzalez, who arrived in
the United States in the year 2000 after suffering severe repression
in Cuba. He is the cofounder of the Christian Liberation Movement
together with Oswaldo Paya. He is well versed in Cuban law and
labor law, and he coordinates all international affairs and activities
for the Christian Liberation Movement.

Our third panelist will be Mr. Eudel Cepero Varela, who founded
the Cuban Environmental Agency, which promotes environmental
protection within the growing Cuban civil society. Due to his inde-
pendent activities on behalf of the environment, he was denied edu-
cational opportunities. He left Cuba in 1999, and is currently serv-
ing as Environmental Assessment Manager at the Hemispheric
Center of Environmental Technology at Florida International Uni-
versity, welcome.

And finally we have Mr. Michael Royal, who is a second-year stu-
dent at the University of Virginia School of Law. He is the founder
of the Human Rights Study Group, an organization to which stu-
dents work on research teams to examine human rights issues and
law surrounding them in foreign countries. He recently travelled to
Cuba and had a chance to interview over 20 dissidents just before
their arrests. Michael is a former congressional staffer and earned
a bachelor of arts degree in English and philosophy from Wheaton
College, Illinois in 1999.

Mr. Colas, if you could begin.

STATEMENT OF RAMON HUMBERTO COLAS, FOUNDER,
INDEPENDENT LIBRARIES OF CUBA

Mr. CoLAs. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, in
1998, along with my wife, I founded the Independent Libraries of
Cuba Project. That project is a cultural initiative that has suc-
ceeded in breaking the control over information that the Cuban
government has had for four decades. I was detained on multiple
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occasions in different regions of Cuba. On three different occasions
I was expelled from the capital city of my country. Free reading
among all Cubans. My sole crime: To promote the free reading
among all Cubans.

As of 14 months ago, I now reside in the United States. The state
repression carried out by the Cuban political police has driven me
and my family into ignominious exile that represents a forced sepa-
ration from our nation.

In Cuba, beginning on March 18, the Cuban government began
to undertake a wave of repression that is without precedent and in
which various political activists, journalists, librarians, defenders of
human rights and of the nascent civil society suffer unjust sanc-
tions for the simple act of defending the fundamental rights of the
Cuban people. The majority of them are acquaintances of mine,
some of them very dear friends.

All of them enjoy the respect of their communities for being hon-
est and exemplary citizens. They are unpretentious patriots that
exercise their right to freely express themselves and to assemble to
work for political, economic and social change. They are mothers,
and they are fathers. They are sons and daughters who honor their
parents. They are friends and are committed to the truth. All with-
out exception have been denied the right to work. Nonetheless,
many of them are renowned professionals in the areas of medicine,
such as Dr. Jose Luis Garcia Paneque and Dr. Oscar Elias Biscet;
in economics, such as Oscar Espinosa Chepe and Morta Beatriz
Rogue Cabello; and in law, such as Juan Carlos Gonzalez Leyva.
Some of them are leading authors and poets, such as Raul Rivero.
There are union leaders, such as Pedro Pablo Alvarez; teachers,
such as Roberto de Mirada and Jose Ramon Gabriel Castillo; soci-
ologists, such as Hector Palacios Ruiz; and humble laborers, such
as Margarito Broche.

Unjust, inhuman and unconscionable laws have castigated them.
Those of us who love liberty must preserve the spirit of justice and
recognize all of their actions as heroic and dignified. All of them
retain the best values of the Cuban people, and their confrontation
with the government of Cuba is carried out by pacific means. None-
theless the reaction by the authorities has been violence, ran-
sacking, slander and imprisonment.

The economic crisis that affects the island nation and its govern-
ment’s incapacity to address the basic needs of the Cuban people
have led those in power to concoct this round of arrests and to
carry them out in an extravagant and flamboyant manner in order
to instill terror and fear among the entire society. The goal of the
authorities is to paralyze the peaceful prodemocracy movement in
Cuba. The regime’s opportunism has led it to wait for the moment
in which world attention had centered its gaze on the conflict in
the Middle East in order to imprison the dissidents.

It is clear that the dissident movement’s effectiveness in carrying
out their peaceful work has disturbed the Cuban authorities. As a
reaction to the increased support gained by the key opposition re-
formist projects, the regime has shown its weakness and incon-
formity with the newfound strength of this movement. That is to
say, fear also shows its face at the doors of the government leader-
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ship, and in order to ensure their maintenance of power, they fall
back on the only tools at their disposal: Force and terror.

This wave of arrests was preceded by an unusual disinformation
campaign using the official press organs with the goal of preparing
public opinion for the events to come and trying to win over their
support. When the police operatives took action against the dis-
sidents, the security forces acted before a populace that was left
confused by the abuses and the disproportionate use of force.
Homes were ransacked, and photo cameras, videotapes, radios,
typewriters, computers, fax machines, books, magazines, other doc-
uments and tools were confiscated. A biography of Martin Luther
King given to Gisela Delgado Sablon by ex-President Jimmy Carter
during his visit to Cuba was also confiscated by State Security to
later end up destroyed in a bonfire. What can be the great danger
contained in a book? With these actions the Cuban government
demonstrates its permanent fear of liberty and the truth.

Its object of implicating the U.S. Government with the arrests re-
sponds to a tried and tested strategy of Castro’s regime. The
United States has demonstrated solidarity with the dissident move-
ment, and this is valid because democracy means not only partici-
pation, but responsibility. It is immoral to live in liberty while
turning one’s back on or forgetting about the existence of an
enslaved people. To say the dissident movement feeds off of the
money of the United States is false. The Cuban Opposition Act was
motivated by the need to extend liberty to the Cuban people. The
Cuban dissidence is the result of the social unconformity of the
Cuban people with a failed and inhumane political project that has
sown hatred and hopelessness, fear and treachery, submission and
escape, a culture of death and chaos, immorality and corruption,
confiscation and envy and insecurity and apathy.

It is worthwhile to remember the words of Jose Marti, the father
of the Cuban independence, who said,

“Treacherous murderer, ungrateful to God, and enemy of man-
kind, it is he who, with the pretext of leading the new genera-
tions, teaches them an isolated and absolute number of doc-
trines and predicates hatred before the sweet message of love.”

The dissident movement is legitimate and authentically Cuban.
To imply it was created by the United States Interests Section in
Havana is racist, since it means that Havana underestimates its
own people to such an extent as to believe that they are not capa-
ble of struggling for their own liberty. The repressive wave against
the government’s own citizenry, that is to say against the average
Cuban, under the pretext of combating drug trafficking and delin-
quency, the summary arrests and execution of three youths will
never be justified. Those excesses demonstrate Fidel Castro’s des-
peration in the face of an opposition movement that represents the
desire for change of all Cubans.

We must not permit what is taking place in Cuba to continue.
The vociferous rejection of the recent arrests and executions that
traditional friends and allies of Castro from different parts of the
world have made public in recent days is the best publicity and
most clear denunciation of those crimes, because it is a crime
against humanity to act by force against innocent people that have
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never taken up arms or thought about changing the reality of their
nation through violent means. In none of the summary trials was
presented any evidence of bombs, guns, chemical or biological
weapons, plans to take over military bases or to assassinate an-
other Cuban. Instead they found the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, the Varela Project, many books and pencils with
which to write the truth, and above all the will for each member
of the opposition to fight for democracy in Cuba.

The regime in Havana deserves the most profound condemna-
tion. Let us look to Cuba and its suffering masses. International
solidarity can save the great majority of those who have chosen to
ﬁg;ht for the democracy and liberty of the Cuban people from trag-
edy.
To the American people in this hour of national suffering, we re-
quest your sincere solidarity with the people of Cuba which, with
valor and honor, carry out a peaceful struggle for liberty. At this
moment American solidarity is more important than it ever has
been, and to all those who may question the end of this historic
battle, we may find, in the words of George Washington, the father
of the American independence, the certitude of victory when one
defends a just cause: Liberty, when it begins to take root, is a plant
of rapid growth.”

Thank you.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Thank you for your eloquent state-
ment.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Colas follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF RAMON HUMBERTO COLAS, FOUNDER, INDEPENDENT
LIBRARIES OF CUBA

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

In 1998, along with my wife, I founded the Independent Libraries of Cuba Project.
That project is a cultural initiative that has succeeded in breaking the control over
information that the Cuban government has had for four decades. I was detained
on multiple occasions in different regions of Cuba. On three different occasions I
was expelled from the capital city of my country. My sole crime: to promote the free
reading among all Cubans. As of fourteen months ago, I now reside in the United
States. The state repression, carried out by the Cuban political police, has driven
me and my family into an ignominious exile that represents a forced separation
from our nation, our family, and our friends.

In Cuba, beginning on March 18th, the Cuban government began to undertake
a wave of repression that is without precedent, and in which various political activ-
ists, journalists, librarians, defenders of human rights and of the nascent civil soci-
ety, suffer unjust sanctions for the simple act of defending the fundamental rights
of the Cuban people. The majority of them are acquaintances of mine. Some of them
are very dear friends.

All of them enjoy the respect of their communities for being honest and exemplary
citizens. They are unpretentious patriots that exercise their right to freely express
themselves, and to assemble to work for political, economic, and social change. They
are mothers and they are fathers. They are sons and daughters who honor their
parents. They are friends that are committed to the Truth. All without exception
have been denied the right to work. Nonetheless, many of them are renowned pro-
fessionals in the areas of medicine, such as Dr. Jose Luis Garcia Paneque and Dr.
Oscar Elias Biscet, in economics, such as Oscar Espinosa Chepe and Marta Beatriz
Roque Cabello, and in law, such as Juan Carlos Gonzalez Leyva. Some of them are
leading authors and poets, such as Raul Rivero. There are union leaders such as
Pedro Pablo Alvares; teachers such as Roberto de Mirada and Jose Ramon Gabriel
Castillo; sociologists such as Hector Palacios Ruiz. And humble laborers such as
Margarito Broche. Unjust, inhuman, and unconscionable laws have castigated them.
Those of us who love liberty must preserve the spirit of Justice and recognize all
of their actions as heroic and dignified. All of them retain the best values of the
Cuban people and their confrontation with the government of Cuba is carried out
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by pacific means. Nonetheless, the reaction by the authorities has been violence,
ransacking, slander, and imprisonment.

The economic crisis that affects that island nation and its government’s incapacity
to address the basic needs of the Cuban people have led those in power to concoct
this round of arrests and to carry them out in an extravagant and flamboyant man-
ner in order to instill terror and fear among the entire society. The goal of the au-
thorities is to paralyze the peaceful pro democracy movement in Cuba.

The regime’s opportunism has led it to wait for the moment in which world atten-
tion had centered its gaze on the conflict in the Middle East in order to imprison
the dissidents.

It is clear that the dissident movement’s effectiveness in carrying out their peace-
ful work has disturbed the Cuban authorities. As a reaction to the increased support
gained by the key opposition reformist projects, the regime has shown its weakness
and inconformity with the newfound strength of this movement. That is to say, fear
also shows its face at the doors of the government leadership, and in order to ensure
their maintenance of power they fall back on the only tools at their disposal: force
and terror.

This wave of arrests was preceded by an unusual disinformation campaign using
the official press organs with the goal of preparing public opinion for the events to
come and trying to win over their support. When the police operatives took action
against the dissidents, the security forces acted before a populace that was left con-
fused by the abuses and the disproportionate use of force. Homes were ransacked,
and photo cameras, videotapes, radios, typewriters, computers, fax machines, books,
magazines, other documents and tools were confiscated. A biography of Martin Lu-
ther King, given to Gisela Delgado Sablon by ex-President Jimmy Carter during his
visit to Cuba was also confiscated by state security to later end up destroyed in a
bonfire. What can be the great danger contained in a book? With these actions the
Cuban government demonstrates its permanent fear of Liberty and the Truth.

Its object of implicating the U.S. government with the arrests responds to a tried
and tested strategy of Castro’s regime. The United States has demonstrated soli-
darity with the dissident movement and this is valid because democracy means not
only participation, but responsibility. It is immoral to live in liberty, while turning
one’s back on, or forgetting about the existence of an enslaved people. To say that
the dissident movement feeds off of the money of the United States is false. The
Cuban opposition act motivated by the need to extend liberty to the Cuban people.
The Cuban dissidence is the result of the social unconformity of the Cuban people
with a failed and inhumane political project that has sown hatred and hopelessness.
Fear and treachery. Submission and escape. A culture of death and chaos. Immo-
rality and corruption. Confiscation and envy. Insecurity and apathy.

It is worthwhile to remember the words of Jose Marti, the father of the Cuban
independence, who said: “Treacherous murderer, ungrateful to God, and enemy of
mankind, it is he who, with the pretext of leading the new generations, teaches
them an isolated and absolute number of doctrines, and predicates hatred, before
the sweet message of love.”

The dissident movement is legitimate and authentically Cuban. To imply that it
was created by the United States Interests Section in Havana is racist, since it
means that Havana underestimates its own people to such an extent as to believe
that they are not capable of struggling for their own liberty.

The repressive wave against the government’s own citizenry, that is to say,
against the average Cuban, under the pretext of combating drug trafficking and de-
linquency, the summary arrests and execution of three youths, will never be justi-
fied. Those excesses demonstrate Fidel Castro’s desperation in the face of an opposi-
tion movement that represents the desire for change of all Cubans.

We must not permit what is taking place in Cuba to continue. The vociferous re-
jection of the recent arrests and executions that traditional friends and allies of Cas-
tro from different parts of the world have made public in recent days is the best
publicity and most clear denunciation of those crimes. Because it is a crime against
humanity to act by force against innocent people that have never taken up arms
or thought about changing the reality of their nation through violent means. In none
of the summary trials was presented any evidence of bombs, guns, chemical or bio-
logical weapons, plans to take over military bases, or to assassinate another Cuban.
Instead, they found the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Varela Project,
many books, pencils with which to write the Truth, and above all the will of each
member of the opposition to fight for democracy in Cuba.

The regime in Havana deserves the most profound condemnation. Let us look to
Cuba and to its suffering masses. International solidarity can save the great major-
ity of those that have chosen to fight for the democracy and liberty of the Cuban
people from tragedy.
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To the American people, in this hour of national suffering, we request your sin-
cere solidarity with the people of Cuba, which, with valor and honor, carry out a
peaceful struggle for liberty. At this moment, American solidarity is more important
than it ever has been. And to all those who may question the end of this historic
battle, we can find in the words of George Washington, the father of the American
independence, the certitude of victory when one defends a just cause: “Liberty, when
it begins to take root, is a plant of rapid growth.”

Thank you.

Mr. SMITH OF NEW JERSEY. Mr. Antunez.

STATEMENT OF RAMON ANTUNEZ GONZALEZ, LEADER OF
CHRISTIAN LIBERATION MOVEMENT

Mr. ANTUNEZ. Good afternoon. I want to thank this Committee
for having invited me to present my testimony. My name is Ramon
Antunez. I live with my family in Miami, and I was an attorney
in Cuba. Together with Oswaldo Paya Sardinas and other com-
patriots, I had the honor of founding the Christian Liberation
Movement in 1988. I arrived in the United States 2 years ago. I
was forced to leave my country due to the intense repression that
I was subjected to by the Cuban State Security apparatus.

I want to begin by telling you that the Cuban government has
disseminated the myth that the Cuban people meekly accepted
Communist rule. This is false. The Cuban Revolution triumphed on
January 1, 1959. The struggle against the Castroite revolution
began the next day. Many of the same men who struggled for the
triumph of the Cuban Revolution began to struggle against it when
they realized that Castro was establishing a dictatorship. They
went into the mountains and into the underground. However, the
strategy of confronting one revolution with another failed. With the
help of the Soviet Union and its Eastern European satellites, the
Castro regime was able to establish one of the most efficient re-
pressive systems in the Western Hemisphere.

I will provide you just one instance. Entire peoples were trans-
ferred to different parts of the Island. Thousands of men and
women were either executed, imprisoned for long years in Cuba for
their opposition to communism; others left for exile and continued
the struggle through different means. However, the dream of free-
dom neither died in Cuba nor was lost in exile.

I am part of that generation of Cubans who had to grow up in
Cuba without renouncing their dream of freedom. My father was
a political prisoner. Many members of my generation, inspired by
events in Eastern Europe and by the leadership of men such as
Martin Luther King, Jr., and Gandhi, embraced nonviolent strug-
gle as a means of resistance against a dictatorship which gave the
people only two options, socialism or death. This is quite ironic, for
these two words are synonymous.

People are once again being executed by firing squads in Cuba
today. The terrible sound of the firing squads has tormented free-
dom-loving Cubans for 44 years. More than 80 members of the
democratic nonviolent opposition have been sentenced to 1,454
years as a result of unjust laws and trials. The government has
turned judges into accomplices of these misdeeds. These judges
have become enforcers of the regime and not upholders of justice.

Freedom and democracy, human rights, civil society, religious
freedom, these are the demands of the men and women who today
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make up the Cuban opposition movement. These principles, just
like the Cuban men and women who uphold them, weren’t im-
ported into Cuba. They spring from the needs of the people in the
Island. These principles have been ratified by the thousands of men
and women who have signed the Varela Project.

The Castroite dictatorship has recently stated by means of its
Foreign Minister that the Varela Project is of “foreign manufac-
ture.” This is a lie. I was there in Cuba in 1996 when a small
group of young Cubans began to search for ways of struggling with-
in the existing socialist legality. I was there when the Varela
Project was born, conceived of Cuban minds and named after Fa-
ther Felix Varela, the humble priest and teacher whom Cubans call
the father of their nationality and I was there in 1998 when the
idea for the project was first made public, when we began to gather
signatures inspired by the words of Pope John Paul II, who in Ha-
vana called on Cubans to lose their fear and to be protagonists of
their own history. Thousands of citizens who were also born in
Cuba signed this project. By doing so, they have risked repression,
being fired from their jobs, harassment of their families; in other
words, that the regime decides to make life impossible for them in
their own country. I know very well what this is like because it
happened to me.

We Cubans want true change toward freedom and democracy in
our country. We aspire to a profound transformation of our political
reality, and we want this change to take place in Cuba, among Cu-
bans, and through peaceful means. We Cubans can achieve free-
dom. Members of the opposition are in prison today because they
have shown the people how to achieve true freedom.

Cubans have the right to struggle for their rights. We only ask
the people of the United States, who have their freedom, to extend
their solidarity to us. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Antunez follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF RAMON ANTUNEZ GONZALEZ, LEADER OF CHRISTIAN
LIBERATION MOVEMENT

Good afternoon. I want to thank this Committee for having invited me to present
my testimony.

My name is Ramon Antunez I live with my family in Miami and I was an attor-
ney in Cuba. Together with Oswaldo Paya Sardinas and other compatriots I had the
honor of founding the Christian Liberation Movement in 1988.

I arrived in the United States two years ago. I was forced to leave my c