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ACTION Checklist

q Cuba Action Day follow up...
more on page 4

q Tell Congress No to Military Aid
to Guatemala...
more on page 5

q Put the Blueprint for a New
Colombia Policy to use...
more on page 8
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continued on page 3

The REAL ID Act, an anti-immigrant, bad-for-the-border bill
introduced in January of this year, has flown through Congress in
the past three months to final approval.  Introduced January 26,

2005 the bill was voted out of the House of Representatives virtually
unchanged in just over two weeks.

Though the Senate refused to consider REAL ID as a freestanding
bill, the House attached the Act in its entirety as an amendment to the
Iraq War and Tsunami Relief Emergency Supplemental Bill – a so-called
“must pass” bill.  In doing so, the House forced the Senate to discuss
REAL ID in a conference committee, where the two chambers resolve
differences between their versions of a bill.  When entering conference
the last week of April, the Senate was holding strong against REAL ID.
However, as President Bush threw his full support behind the anti-
immigrant provisions by the end of that week, Senate resolve shattered,
and the conference committee reported out a final version of the Iraq
War bill on May 3, 2005, including much of the REAL ID provisions.

 Just the Beginning of the Debate
Though this is a disheartening result, this fight over REAL ID has just

served as Act I in the larger debate over immigration reform - we may
have lost the battle, but we can still win the war!  Currently, we are
preparing to see the release of the first serious immigration reform bill
presented in the Senate by Senators McCain (R-AZ), and Kennedy (D-
MA).  We are expecting introduction of this bill in by the end of May. 
While we hope there will be a lot to like about this bill, we are not
expecting it to be perfect, so there will be work to be done to make
sure that it continues to evolve in a favorable way. 

 One of the most important things that communities and individuals
can do at this point in time is to express their outrage that the Congress
steamrolled REAL ID through to final passage.  We are making the
following suggestions to activists nationwide:

 ·  Create noise against the REAL ID provisions that pass. Those
congressional members who supported REAL ID should know that their

Bad-for-the-Border Bill
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Easing Ag T rade Rules with Cuba

In the House and Senate, Cuba policy change advocates have been at
work on bills to reduce barriers to agricultural trade. These bills are
an important step toward gauging support for rolling back all

restrictions on agricultural trade with Cuba, plus a plethora of additional
important advances to facilitate trade and travel (by product sellers).  In
February, the Senator Larry Craig introduced the Agricultural Export
Facilitation Act of 2005, S. 328. The initial list of co-sponsors has grown
in the past several months to a list of nearly 30 senators. (See page 7
for complete list.) Shortly after the Senate bill was introduced,
Representative Jerry Moran (R-KS) introduced a House version of the
bill, H.R. 719. The co-sponsorship in the House has grown more slowly,
but has reached more than 30 representatives (again see page 7).
Please help us by taking action to garner support for these bills (see
“Take Action” box).

The Washington Post wrote of the bills: “In part, the legislation is a
response to the administration’s efforts to change the way Cuba pays
U.S. farmers for food.” The administration has declared that Cuba must
pay cash in advance of shipment for any food the island buys from U.S.
companies, rather than cash in advance of delivery. Complicated
negotiations have not succeeded in securing the administration’s retreat
from this position. While this is not an adequate solution, it may allow
some sales by larger corporations; the obstacle remains for small and
medium-sized businesses.

Administration changed rules
Until late last year, the practice had been for Cuba to pay for

agricultural shipments in transit or after they arrived at a Cuban port,
but before formal title for the goods exchanged hands and before the
good were off-loaded. The move to change the definition of “cash in
advance,” analysts say, would jeopardize millions of dollars a year in
food sales.

In the first 11 months of last year, Cuba bought $362.7 million in
agricultural products from the United States, according to trade
monitors. Opponents of commerce with Cuba argue that the 2000 TSRA
law (the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act), which
allowed the initiation of food sales, called for cash in advance, and not
credit.  They maintain that cash paid after shipment is “credit.”

The Agricultural Facilitation Act of 2005 effectively deals with that
argument, re-affirming that the original intent of Congress in the TSRA
law was to allow food sales to Cuba—for cash—but not requiring cash
in advance of shipment. Our allies in both congressional Cuba Working
Groups are enthusiastically supporting this bill, as are we. It is a step in
a positive direction, though we will continue our vigorous effort to end
the full travel ban (our priority). The Agricultural Facilitation Act gains
valuable support from the agricultural community, and it offers us the
opportunity to speak with supporters of food sales to Cuba about the
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BORDER REAL ID Act passes Congress

Citizens should express their outrage at the way that Congress pushed REAL ID
through without proper debate.

positions were not acceptable - is time for our
communities to voice their discontent.

·  For now, consider neither supporting nor
opposing the McCain-Kennedy bill. Instead, use the
introduction of the bill as an opportunity for immigrant
communities to present their vision of immigration
reform. Highlight specific portions of the bill that
communities agree with and specific portions of the
bill that communities oppose, rather than simply saying
“we support” or “we oppose” the entire bill.

·  Use the bill as yet another opportunity for
community forums. Consider the introduction of the bill
as part of a process to continue to raise community
awareness and to  create a better bill (through future
amendments, etc.).

 We will continue to provide you with more
information about the McCain-Kennedy bill in the
future. The following is an overview of what passed in

the REAL ID bill, and where we won our small victories.
Fencing Provisions:  Fencing Provisions:  Fencing Provisions:  Fencing Provisions:  Fencing Provisions:  REAL ID now provides the

Secretary of Homeland Security with the authority to
waive any legal regulation that would impede the
construction of border barriers, fences, or roads. 
This construction would only be contestable in the
courts on constitutional grounds.   

While this is regressive, we did win a few small
victories here.  First, the original bill that passed the
House requiredrequiredrequiredrequiredrequired the Secretary of Homeland Security to
waive all laws that would impede construction.  Making
this a discretionary waiver basically transfers the
already existing discretionary waiver authority that the
President has always had to the Secretary of
Homeland Security.  The original version also barred
all court challenges to construction.  This does provide
some avenues for us, but less than we would like. 

Asylum Provisions: Asylum Provisions: Asylum Provisions: Asylum Provisions: Asylum Provisions:  There are new, severe
restrictions on people seeking asylum in the US.  They
will be required to show a greater degree of evidence,
and the bill includes new, overly-broad reasons for

denial of asylum in an attempt to prevent terrorists from
seeking political asylum.  The bill does increase the caps
on the number of people who can seek asylum, which is a
positive step. But the new regulations will make it more
difficult for them to qualify.

Again, there were a few small victories for asylum
seekers.  First, the requirement that a person seeking
asylum in one of the currently established five protected
categories (race, religion, ethnicity, political affiliation, or
membership in a particular social group) be the “central
motive” of their request has been softened to be “at least
one central motive.” Also, the original version of the bill
would have allowed for an asylum seeker to be deported
back to their home country while their case was still in
appeals. The final version strikes that provision, a
significant victory.

Drivers License PrDrivers License PrDrivers License PrDrivers License PrDrivers License Provisions:ovisions:ovisions:ovisions:ovisions:  Unfortunately, there were
no significant modifications to the new drivers license

provisions in REAL ID. They provide for new federal
standards for the issuance of drivers’ licenses. They will
require anyone going to get or renew a driver’s license to
provide proof of citizenship or legal immigration status. 
There are new criteria for the design of drivers’ licenses
that are set to federal standards.  In the case that a state
does not meet all these requirements, it must state that on
the ID, making it invalid for use as identification for any
federal purpose, including boarding an airplane.  These
provisions will also create a national database that
contains all the information individuals submit to receive a
driver’s license.

Despite the disheartening results of this debate and the
current climate in Washington, we remain optimistic that
the introduction of serious comprehensive immigration
reform legislation in the Senate will put a new face on the
debate. And we encourage local communities to speak out
against these most recent developments to help set a
positive stage for the upcoming dialogue on broad-based
immigration reform.

--Sean Garcia

continued from page 1
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Over700 people from across this nation who care
about positive relations between the United States
and Cuba came to Washington, DC, on April 27th

to make their voices heard in Congress and to the
administration.

This was the largest gathering of people dedicated to
changing Cuba policy ever gathered in our nation’s
capital. In addition to the people who came to
Washington, hundreds of people called from home to add
their voices in support of a changed policy.

The Latin America Working Group was one of the lead
organizations in the planning of the day. We partnered with
the Washington Office on Latin America and the Center for
International Policy’s Freedom to Travel Campaign, in
addition to 15  national organizations actively involved in
the debate to repeal the travel ban. Our common goal
was to change Cuba policy more broadly, and to address
other important issues involving U.S. foreign policy.

And the message from all participants came through
loud and clear. We calculate that participants visited over
60 congressional offices, and many more offices—
hundreds—received  phone calls from constituents urging
an end to the travel ban. In addition, multiple news
sources covered the event, including National Public
Radio, CBS, NBC, CNN Espanol, the Miami Herald, the
Sun-Sentinel, the Seattle Times, and many more.  We
hope you saw or heard some of the coverage.

For those of you who attended Cuba Action Day in
Washington, there are a couple of next steps that we’d
request:

1)  Complete and return the feedback forms on yourComplete and return the feedback forms on yourComplete and return the feedback forms on yourComplete and return the feedback forms on yourComplete and return the feedback forms on your
congressional meetings.congressional meetings.congressional meetings.congressional meetings.congressional meetings. Forms were included in your
packet; an electronic form is available on our website.
Return them to lawg@lawg.org; or mail them to us at Cuba
Action Day, Latin America Working Group, 424 C Street
NE, Washington, DC 20002. Your feedback is critical to
the DC side of the work, as we stay in touch with the
offices you visited.

2)  Send thank-you letters to the members andSend thank-you letters to the members andSend thank-you letters to the members andSend thank-you letters to the members andSend thank-you letters to the members and
staffers who met with you. staffers who met with you. staffers who met with you. staffers who met with you. staffers who met with you. Remind them of commitments
they may have made to you; or follow up with them on any
information they requested of you. The talking points that
we provided at the event are available on our website;
you could print them out and send them to your members’
offices along with your thank-you note. If you don’t have

access to the Internet, please call the LAWG offices and
we will send you a paper copy (202-546-7010).

3)  OrOrOrOrOrganize visits to your senators’ andganize visits to your senators’ andganize visits to your senators’ andganize visits to your senators’ andganize visits to your senators’ and
rrrrrepreprepreprepresentative’esentative’esentative’esentative’esentative’s state/district ofs state/district ofs state/district ofs state/district ofs state/district offices during rfices during rfices during rfices during rfices during recessecessecessecessecess
periods. periods. periods. periods. periods.  Include constituents from many sectors
(academics and students, Cuban Americans, ag and
businesspeople, church people, activists, etc.) in your
meetings. There is strength in diversity. The talking
points mentioned above would be helpful to you in
preparing for your meetings.

4)  Send a letter to the editor of your localSend a letter to the editor of your localSend a letter to the editor of your localSend a letter to the editor of your localSend a letter to the editor of your local
newspaper;newspaper;newspaper;newspaper;newspaper; talk about local people impacted by the
travel restrictions and about your participation in Cuba
Action Day.  Please copy us with your letter.

--Mavis Anderson

Cuba Action Day: Success

Ecumenical Advocacy Days 2005Ecumenical Advocacy Days 2005Ecumenical Advocacy Days 2005Ecumenical Advocacy Days 2005Ecumenical Advocacy Days 2005

Thanks to the enthusiastic participation of people
of faith from around the country, Ecumenical
Advocacy Days this year was a great success!

Nearly 100 people partook in the Latin America
track of the weekend-long advocacy training in
March. At the conclusion of the event, activists
from all tracks visited with their congressional
representatives to push for more just and humane
US policy.

Participants in the Latin America track joined in
workshops on US-Mexico border deaths and
immigration reform, the CAFTA and AFTA trade
agreements, and the United States’ role in the
Colombian conflict.

A group of Colombian delegates provided inspiring
personal accounts of the challenges they face as
human rights’ defenders and peace activists in their
communities. They were then able to share their
perspectives directly with members of the House
and Senate.

—Jennifer Trowbridge

Action Update:
    Advocacy Days
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The Bush Administration is asking to  lift the ban on military  aid to Guatemala.

Tell Congress NO to U.S. Military Aid

In the coming weeks, members of the House and
Senate Foreign Operations subcommittees will be
deciding whether to lift the ban on U.S. military aid to

Guatemala (IMET/FMF ban)
BackgroundBackgroundBackgroundBackgroundBackground
The IMET/FMF ban has been in place since 1990,

following the assassination of US innkeeper Michael
Devine. It was modified after the 1996 signing of the
Guatemalan Peace Accords to permit the Guatemalan
military to attend expanded-IMET courses, which cover
subjects such as civil-military relations, military justice,
and democracy. The ban on regular military training
remains a useful source of leverage to advance military
reforms agreed upon by the Guatemalan state in the
Peace Accords.

Earlier this year, the U.S. released military aid that
remained in the “pipeline” since military aid was frozen in
1990. This constitutes a significant increase in aid

despite minimal progress in strengthening the rule of law.
The Bush Administration is now asking Congress to
permanently lift the ban on regular military aid known as
foreign military financing (FMF) and international military
education and training (IMET).

Guatemala has NOT yet made the substantiveGuatemala has NOT yet made the substantiveGuatemala has NOT yet made the substantiveGuatemala has NOT yet made the substantiveGuatemala has NOT yet made the substantive
reforms necessary to justify a removal of the ban onreforms necessary to justify a removal of the ban onreforms necessary to justify a removal of the ban onreforms necessary to justify a removal of the ban onreforms necessary to justify a removal of the ban on
U.S. military aid in the form of international militaryU.S. military aid in the form of international militaryU.S. military aid in the form of international militaryU.S. military aid in the form of international militaryU.S. military aid in the form of international military
training (IMET) and foreign military financing (FMF).training (IMET) and foreign military financing (FMF).training (IMET) and foreign military financing (FMF).training (IMET) and foreign military financing (FMF).training (IMET) and foreign military financing (FMF).
The IMET/FMF ban should NOT be removed.The IMET/FMF ban should NOT be removed.The IMET/FMF ban should NOT be removed.The IMET/FMF ban should NOT be removed.The IMET/FMF ban should NOT be removed.

TTTTTalking Points:alking Points:alking Points:alking Points:alking Points:
** Guatemalan Armed forces should limit their roleGuatemalan Armed forces should limit their roleGuatemalan Armed forces should limit their roleGuatemalan Armed forces should limit their roleGuatemalan Armed forces should limit their role

to external defense:to external defense:to external defense:to external defense:to external defense: Currently the Guatemalan Armed
Forces participate actively in internal security
operations. Joint military-police patrols, for example, are
expanding. This is in violation of the 1996 Peace
Accords.

** Need to strengthen the rule of law and makeNeed to strengthen the rule of law and makeNeed to strengthen the rule of law and makeNeed to strengthen the rule of law and makeNeed to strengthen the rule of law and make
progress in the investigation of military officersprogress in the investigation of military officersprogress in the investigation of military officersprogress in the investigation of military officersprogress in the investigation of military officers
implicated in HR cases: implicated in HR cases: implicated in HR cases: implicated in HR cases: implicated in HR cases: According to the final report of
the United Nations Verification Mission to Guatemala
(MINUGUA), “judicial impunity continues remains today the
rule rather than the exception… attempts to investigate

and prosecute security force members for atrocities
committed during the conflict have been generally
unsuccessful; those who try have been subject to threats,
violence and years of judicial obstruction.”

** Continuing attacks against human rightsContinuing attacks against human rightsContinuing attacks against human rightsContinuing attacks against human rightsContinuing attacks against human rights
defenders, journalists: defenders, journalists: defenders, journalists: defenders, journalists: defenders, journalists: According to the National Human
Rights Movement, nearly 30 human rights defenders have
been victims of death threats and intimidations in 2005
alone. Clandestine groups or illegal armed groups with
links to the military intelligence apparatus, the state, and
organized criminal networks are believed to be
responsible for many of these attacks. Although a
commission to investigate these clandestine groups
(CICIACS) was a publicly stated top priority of the U.S.
government, the Berger administration demonstrated a
significant lack of political will and ability to secure
establishment of the initiative.

Members of the Foreign Operations Sub-Members of the Foreign Operations Sub-Members of the Foreign Operations Sub-Members of the Foreign Operations Sub-Members of the Foreign Operations Sub-
Committees:Committees:Committees:Committees:Committees:

You can find contact information for the congress-
people below by calling the Capitol switchboard at (202)
224-3121 or by visiting www.house.gov or
www.senate.gov.

House of RepresentativesHouse of RepresentativesHouse of RepresentativesHouse of RepresentativesHouse of Representatives
Jim Kolbe (AZ); Joe Knollenberg (MI); Mark S. Kirk (IL);
Ander Crenshaw (FL); Don Sherwood (PA); John Sweeney
(NY); Dennis R. Rehberg (MT); John Carter (TX); Nita
Lowey (NY); Jesse Jackson, Jr. (IL); Carolyn Kilpatrick
(MI); Steven Rothman (NJ); Chaka Fattah (PA)

SenateSenateSenateSenateSenate
Senator Mitch McConnell (KY); Sen. Arlen Specter (PA)
Sen. Judd Gregg (NH); Sen. Richard Shelby (AL); Sen.
Robert Bennett (UT); Sen. Christopher Bond (MO); Sen.
Mike DeWine (OH); Sen.Sam Brownback (KS); Sen.
Patrick Leahy (VT); Sen. Daniel Inouye (HI); Sen. Tom
Harkin (IA); Sen. Barbara Mikulski (MD); Sen. Richard
Durbin (IL); Sen. Tim Johnson (SD); Sen. Mary Landrieu
(LA)

GUATEMALA

--Thanks to NISGUA for this alert.
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D amián Vail is a representative of CONIC
 (Coordinadora Nacional Indígena y Campesina) in
Guatemala and speaks about the sudden

displacement of 510 families on August 31, 2004 from
the Nueva Linda farm in Guatemala.

They had occupied the farm to demand return of
their leader who they claim was last seen being taken
away by farm security. The government and police/
military have claimed that the farmworkers were armed
and attacked first. In the incident, eight farmworkers and
four police officers died. According to Mr. Vail, CONIC
did not participate in the action but is calling for a
resolution of the Nueva Linda families’ demands for land
and justice.

“We could say that it was a way to inflict terror on
the farm workers. They had no other choice but to flee
and save their lives. Those who died, died. Regrettably,
CONIC could not do anything.

That same day we witnessed many houses being
burned. An entire village was burned down. Their
animals, corn, beans, everything they had harvested and
all their possessions including bicycles, were burned!
There were five cars full of elderly people and some
families that tried to escape but were not able to do so.

Thirty-one victims
Salt was thrown into the radiators and motors

before they were set on fire. We were very worried as
we were aware that the open dialogue for this discussion
had been broken and stained with blood. At the end of
this aggressive eviction, there were thirty-one victims.
Some remained missing, others were sent to a hospital
or died.

As for those that were missing, we found later that
they were healing inside their homes since they were too
afraid of going to a public center. We asked the
government to free those that were incarcerated unjustly
and to continue the Hector Rene (Reyes) investigation (the
campesino leader who was disappeared), but they
continued to neglect it. None of this has been done.

A special humanitarian commission was established
including Rigoberta Menchú to continue investigating this
tragedy but there have been few results. The government
asked us for some information on the incident but nothing
else has been done. The only thing that has been paid for

[by the government] at the moment is the harvest that has
been lost. We have insisted that they give the campe-
sinos land because they need it to make a living. As far
as the legal process goes, it has been said that a
special prosecuting unit has been formed but we can
only hope this works.

This is where we need solidarity from all of you. It is
an insult for us that the interest of a few is given more
importance and the rest of the community is ignored. We
are more than willing to continue a dialogue as long as
the Guatemalan government shows willingness to find a
solution.

If we do not find a solution we will continue to see
the same businessmen, military, and politicians taking
advantage of their positions of power. It has been said
abroad that a peace accord in Guatemala has improved
the situation. Sure there is improvement and
development but who is it benefiting?”

--Interview and translation by Aranzasu de la O

"When a farmworker dies,
they say “Victory! Victory!”VOCES/VOICES

Action Update

Colombia Call-In Day and Peace Vigils

On April 26th, grassroots activists from around
the country made thousands of calls and faxes to
the Congress and the State Department
demanding a new US-Colombia policy.
Subsequently, over Mother’s Day weekend, peace
vigils were held across the US in support of
Colombian mothers who have suffered through the
armed internal conflict. The message to the State
Department was: don’t certify until there is a full
investigation of the killings of two families in San
José de Apartadó, and much greater progress in
breaking links between the military and violent
paramilitary forces. Thanks to all who participated
in these events, your message was strong and
clear!

For additional actions, visit www.lawg.org and
www.peaceincolombia.org.
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Cuba Legislative Update
continued from page 3

benefits of opening up travel, as well.
To complicate matters further, however, another set

of bills has been introduced in the Senate and House, with
similar aims but much less far-reaching and comprehensive.
We favor support for the more comprehensive bills (Craig-
Moran), but you should also know about the lesser
alternative. Senator Saxby Chambliss (R-GA) and
Representative Jo Ann Emerson (R-MO) have introduced S.
634 and H.R. 1339, respectively—bills to amend the Trade
Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000
(TSRA) in order to clarify allowable payment terms for sales
(“cash in advance” definition) of agricultural commodities
and products to Cuba. These two alternative bills
(Chambliss-Emerson) amend TSRA with respect to
agricultural sales to Cuba to define permitted payment of
cash-in-advance sales as the payment by the purchaser of
an agricultural commodity or product and the receipt of
such payment by the seller prior to: (1) transfer of title to
the purchaser; and (2) release of control to the purchaser.

However, they do notdo notdo notdo notdo not address broader issues that ararararareeeee
covered by the Craig-Moran bills, including:  (1) authorizing,
under a general license, travel to Cuba in connection with
activities needed for sales and marketing (i.e., participation
in product exhibitions); (2) supporting the issuing of U.S.
visas for Cuban nationals to come to the United States to
conduct activities related to purchasing U.S. agricultural
goods; (3) prohibiting the President from restricting direct
transfers from a Cuban financial institution to a U.S.
financial institution in payment for an authorized agricultural
sale; and several other provisions. Because of the
narrowness of the Chambliss-Emerson bills, we see these
two bills as inadequate; and we support the more
comprehensive Craig-Moran bills.

Call, write or email your senators and
representatives to urge them to co-sponsor the
Agricultural Export Facilitation Act of 2005, S. 328
or H.R. 719. To find contact information for your
members of congress, visit www.senate.gov or
www.house.gov.  Another way of contacting their
offices is through the congressional switchboard
at 202-224-3121. Ask the operator to connect you
to your member’s office. This sort of action, which
only takes a few moments of your time, can have
a large effect on the members of Congress.
Please take the time to make this contact.

Take ACTION!

Rep Moran, Jerry [KS-1]; Rep Allen, Thomas H. [ME-
1]; Rep Berry, Marion [AR-1]; Rep Boozman, John
[AR-3]; Rep Boswell, Leonard L. [IA-3]; Rep Conyers,
John, Jr. [MI-14]; Rep Costello, Jerry F. [IL-12]; Rep
Emerson, Jo Ann [MO-8]; Rep Everett, Terry [AL-2];
Rep Farr, Sam [CA-17]; Rep Flake, Jeff [AZ-6]; Rep
Gordon, Bart [TN-6]; Rep Green, Mark [WI-8]; Rep
Grijalva, Raul M. [AZ-7]; Rep Hinchey, Maurice D.
[NY-22]; Rep Johnson, Timothy V. [IL-15]; Rep Kind,
Ron [WI-3]; Rep Kuhl, John R. "Randy", Jr. [NY-29];
Rep LaHood, Ray [IL-18];Rep Moore, Dennis [KS-3];
Rep Otter, C. L. (Butch) [ID-1]; Rep Pastor, Ed [AZ-4];
Rep Peterson, Collin C. [MN-7]; Rep Pickering, Charles
W. (Chip) [MS-3]; Rep Price, David E. [NC-4]; Rep
Ross, Mike [AR-4]; Rep Shimkus, John [IL-19]; Rep
Snyder, Vic [AR-2]; Rep Terry, Lee [NE-2]; Rep
Thompson, Bennie G. [MS-2]; Rep Tiberi, Patrick J.
[OH-12]

Sen Craig, Larry E. [ID]; Sen Baucus, Max [MT]; Sen
Bingaman, Jeff [NM]; Sen Bond, Christopher S. [MO];
Sen Brownback, Sam [KS]; Sen Cantwell, Maria [WA];
Sen Chafee, Lincoln [RI]; Sen Cochran, Thad [MS];
Sen Collins, Susan M. [ME]; Sen Conrad, Kent [ND];
Sen Crapo, Mike [ID]; Sen Dodd, Christopher J. [CT];
Sen Dorgan, Byron L. [ND]; Sen Enzi, Michael B.
[WY]; Sen Hagel, Chuck [NE]; Sen Harkin, Tom [IA];
Sen Hutchison, Kay Bailey [TX]; Sen Jeffords, James
M. [VT]; Sen Johnson, Tim [SD]; Sen Landrieu, Mary
L. [LA]; Sen Leahy, Patrick J. [VT]; Sen Lincoln,
Blanche L. [AR]; Sen Lugar, Richard G. [IN]; Sen
Murray, Patty [WA]; Sen Nelson, E. Benjamin [NE];
Sen Pryor, Mark L. [AR]; Sen Roberts, Pat [KS]; Sen
Stabenow, Debbie [MI]; Sen Talent, Jim [MO]; Sen
Thune, John [SD]

House of Representatives:

H.R. 719

Senate: S-328

"When a farmworker dies,
they say “Victory! Victory!” Agricultural Export

Facilitation Act:
Current Co-sponsors
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COLOMBIA POLICY BLUEPRINT

Help show Congress that there’s a real alternative
to the current policy of massive military aid and
fumigation. LAWG delivered the Blueprint for a

New Colombia Policy to all 535 members of Congress,
but we need your help to make sure it gets read.

Speak with the foreign policy aide in each of your
congressional representatives’ offices to ask if they’ve
read the Blueprint and what they think about its policy
recommendations.  Let them know that you would like to
see a US-Colombia policy that favors social aid over
military aid.

You can download the Blueprint in pdf format from
our website, at http://www.lawg.org/docs/Blueprint.pdf,
or you can order hard copies from http://www.lawg.org/
misc/Publications.htm at $3.50.

Bulk orders are available at a reduced rate; contact
Jennifer Trowbridge, jtrowbridge@lawg.org, (202-546-
7010  to order.

Sample uses for the Blueprint:Sample uses for the Blueprint:Sample uses for the Blueprint:Sample uses for the Blueprint:Sample uses for the Blueprint:

· Bring a copy to a meeting with your member of
Congress – in Washington or in district offices;

· Send a copy through the mail with a note asking
that your member of Congress support a change
in policy;

· Use talking points from the document (there’s an
executive summary on page 2) in letters to the
editor of your local paper or on radio shows;

· Distribute copies on your college campus, at
your place of worship, in events held by your
community group, or at work.

Members of Congress are constantly asking, “But
what’s the alternative?” This is our unequivocal answer.
Help turn the tide in favor of a new policy based on the
principles of peace, justice, and human rights- not guns
and chemicals.

Putting it to use!


