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ACTION Checklist

q Support human rights in
Colombia...
more on page 3

q Oppose new regulations on
Cuba travel...
more on page 6

q Tell the Border Patrol that its
new fencing plan is out of
bounds...
more on page 8
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On June 16, the Bush Administration published harsh new Cuba
regulations in the Federal Register, based on recommendations
from the President’s Commission for Assistance to a Free Cuba.

They will go into effect on June 30.  These cruel new rules will severely
limit travel and family support by Cuban Americans, will virtually cut off
travel by other US citizens, and will limit educational activities in Cuba,
among other measures.

The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the Department of the
Treasury is the US agency charged with the enforcement of the embargo
against Cuba.  The new rules were issued by OFAC as an “interim final
rule”; OFAC has stated that comments submitted to them prior by August
16, 2004, will be considered in the development of final regulations. 

 The new regulations are a costly and dangerous endeavor.  They
hurt ordinary Cubans, restrict the rights of US citizens, and divide Cuban
families.  They will only serve to increase tensions between the two nations,
heightening fears of forcible regime change among the Cuban people.  The
new regulations are clearly a political ploy to gain hard-line Cuban-American
votes in south Florida in a presidential election year.  However, this may
be a miscalculation; Congress, Cuban Americans, and the general US
public are crying out against this harsh policy.  

Summary of the new regulations
 1.  Fully-hosted travel.Fully-hosted travel.Fully-hosted travel.Fully-hosted travel.Fully-hosted travel.  The previous authorization for “fully-

hosted” travel to Cuba (for which all costs and fees either are paid for
by a third-country national who is not subject to US jurisdiction or are
covered or waived by Cuba) is eliminated.  Moreover, the regulations
now include a prohibition on the receipt of goods or services in Cuba
when they are provided free-of-charge or received as a gift, unless
otherwise authorized by an OFAC general or specific license.  OFAC now
considers this a prohibited dealing in property in which Cuba has an
interest.

2.  Importation of Cuban merchandise.Importation of Cuban merchandise.Importation of Cuban merchandise.Importation of Cuban merchandise.Importation of Cuban merchandise.  The general license that
authorized licensed Cuba travelers to purchase in Cuba and return to
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The Bush Administration’s attempt to double the number of US
troops permitted in Colombia under the “troop cap” is meeting
unexpectedly stiff resistance from Congress.  This attempt has

met challenges in House Armed Services Committee, the Senate floor
and House foreign operations committee, and now appears likely to be
a subject of House floor debate.  LAWG has worked with many of you in
encouraging Congress to stop escalation, supporting amendments
maintaining the troop cap every step of the way.  Check our website atCheck our website atCheck our website atCheck our website atCheck our website at
wwwwwwwwwwwwwww.lawg.or.lawg.or.lawg.or.lawg.or.lawg.orggggg for this rapidly changing pictur for this rapidly changing pictur for this rapidly changing pictur for this rapidly changing pictur for this rapidly changing picture and actions.e and actions.e and actions.e and actions.e and actions.

Under discussion is a Bush Administration proposal, passed by the
Senate but not the House, which would increase the number of US troops
and private military contractors in Colombia.  The additional soldiers are
being sought not to carry out counternarcotics policy but to bolster the
Colombian government’s military offensive against the guerrillas.

Meanwhile, two senators, Russ Feingold (D-WI) and Christopher Dodd
(D-CT), are circulating a letter to Colombian President Alvaro Uribe that
calls on him to back meaningful human rights reforms recommended by
the United Nations, and take further steps to protect labor, human rights,
and peace leaders in his country.  Senate signatures will be collected until
July 22nd.  So far, Senators Leahy, Durbin and Murray have also signed.

Since 2000, direct US involvement in Colombia has been limited by a
troop cap legislated by Congress which allows only 400 US troops and
400 private military contractors to be stationed in Colombia at one time.
In April of this year, the Bush Administration signaled its intent to deepen
US involvement by nearly doubling the number of US personnel in Colombia,
increasing the cap to allow for 800 troops and 600 private contractors.

BackgrBackgrBackgrBackgrBackground: ound: ound: ound: ound: Bush’s proposal came in the midst of an energetic PR
campaign by the State Department and the Colombian government to
paint the current policy as a success. Evidence to the contrary was swept
under the rug: the US government’s Office of National Drug Control Policy
has  found a stable presence of cocaine on the US market over the past
three years, and the State Department’s latest Human Rights Report,
documented continued evidence of ties between some members of the
Colombian military and right-wing paramilitary groups.

Republican leaders in the House responded to the administration’s
request by going one step further,  eliminating the cap completely when
they drafted the first version of the 2005 defense authorization bill. This
disturbing move opened the door for virtually unchecked US military
involvement in Colombia.

Democrats countered by backing an amendment offered by Rep. Gene
Taylor (D-MS) when the bill reached the House Armed Services Committee,
keeping the number of troops capped at 500 and contractors at 400.  On
May 12th, the committee voted by a show of hands to approve the Taylor
amendment, voicing concerns that the United States was getting too deeply
involved in Colombia’s internal conflict. Among the Republicans who
supported Taylor’s amendment were Reps. Miller (FL), Kline (MN), Hefley
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(CO), Simmons (CT), Turner (OH), and Wilson (NM).
The Senate Armed Services Committee passed a

version of the bill that granted the administration’s request,
raising the cap to 800 troops and 600 contractors.
Senator Byrd (D-WV) responded by offering an amendment
when the bill reached the Senate floor which would have
set the cap at 500 troops and 500 contractors.  Despite
strong  statements by Senators Byrd and Levin during
the debate, the amendment lost by a vote of 40-58.  Nine
Democrats voted against the amendment: Bayh, Clinton,
Dodd, Feinstein, Graham, Lieberman, Miller, Nelson (FL),
and Nelson (NE).  The two versions of the cap will have to
be reconciled when the bill goes into the joint House/
Senate conference committee, which will probably not
meet until early September. To see how your senator
voted, visit http://www.lawg.org/countries/colombia/
byrd_amndt.htm

 While this debate took place on the defense
authorization bill, the troop cap since 2000 had been
included in the foreign operations appropriations bill.  The
foreign operations chair, Jim Kolbe (R-AZ), deferred to
the defense committee and this year did not include the
troop cap in the foreign operations bill. Rep. Sam Farr
(D-CA), concerned that the troop cap should also be
included in the foreign operations bill, offered an
amendment to the bill in full committee on July 9th. It lost
on a voice vote that appeared close.  Reps. Farr, Lowey
(D-NY), and Patrick Kennedy (D-RI) spoke in favor of the
amendment. Rep. Farr  should be thanked byRep.  Farr  should be thanked byRep.  Farr  should be thanked byRep.  Farr  should be thanked byRep.  Farr  should be thanked by
constituents for his action, as should Reps. Lowey andconstituents for his action, as should Reps. Lowey andconstituents for his action, as should Reps. Lowey andconstituents for his action, as should Reps. Lowey andconstituents for his action, as should Reps. Lowey and
KennedyKennedyKennedyKennedyKennedy.....

The administration’s ongoing support for a military
approach to combating drugs and violence sends a
message that Colombia’s internal conflict can be solved
by force—and effectively squelches the initiatives of
Colombian civil society and the United Nations to
encourage a negotiated peace process. As the war
accelerates, Colombian civilians will continue to be
caught in the crossfire. Many more US troops and funds
may be requested should the Colombian and US militaries
fail to conquer the guerilla groups militarily.  This enormous
degree of support and training for the Colombian armed
forces also puts the United States firmly on the side of a
military with a brutal history and a proven reluctance to
reform.

The past year in Colombia has seen continued attacks
and threats on human rights leaders, union members, and
others who express concerns with elements of President
Uribe’s national security policy.  A United Nations report

Colombia
continued from page 2

to President Uribe outlined a number of needed steps to
strengthen respect for human rights in Colombia, including a
serious attempt to cut ties between the Colombian military
and brutal paramilitary groups. Senators Feingold and Dodd
are adding Senate voices to the United Nations’ calls for
reform by circulating a “Dear Colleague” letter that will be
sent to President Uribe. The letter calls on Uribe to comply
with UN recommendations and expresses concerns about
the continued threats and attacks against civilians engaged
in human rights work and labor organizing. Senate signatures
will be collected on the letter until July 22nd. Even senators
who strongly support US policy should be able to sign this
reasonable, human rights-focused letter.

—ELANOR STARMER

Help send a strong message in support of human rights
to President Uribe, and keep US military presence in
Colombia limited. Before July 22, please call your
senators and urge them to sign the dear colleague
letter on Colombia that is being circulated by Senators
Dodd and Feingold. Reach your senators by calling
202-224-3121 and asking to be connected.
  Sample message: “I am a constituent from ___ and
I am calling to urge Senator ___ to sign the dear
colleague letter on human rights in Colombia that is
being circulated by Senators Feingold and Dodd.  It
is important for the US Congress to send a strong
message to Colombia in support of human rights and
the Colombian citizens who defend them.  I hope
Senator ___ can sign this important letter before it
closes on July 22nd.”
  To see the letter, go to www.lawg.org/docs/
colombiadearcolleague0630_1.pdf
  If your member of Congress is on the Armed Services
Committee, he or she will likely sit on the joint
conference committee to decide the final version of
the 2005 Defense Authorization bill.  Please call your
members of Congress if they sit on the committee
(see www.house.gov or www.senate.gov and click
on “committees” for a list) and ask them to accept
the House version of the Colombia troop cap when
the Defense Authorization bill goes to conference.
Check www.lawg.org to see if there are more House
actions.

TakeACTION!
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Toledo may be facing the crucial moment of his presidency...

PERU
President Alejandro Toledo’s rock-bottom approval

rating is causing a crisis which could force him
out of office.  According to recent polls, fewer than

10 percent of Peruvians approve of Toledo’s administration.
This disapproval has been reflected in ongoing

protests around the nation. Truck drivers, teachers,
farmers, social workers, coca growers and other groups
have gone on strikes and called work stoppages. Marches
and demonstrations have become a common occurrence
during Toledo’s presidency.

What is causing this growing social unrest and  the
discontent with Toledo’s administration? Critics point to
Toledo’s inability to follow through on the numerous
promises he made during his campaign. In spite of some
success in the areas of economic stability and
decentralization, “There is a sensation of a lack of
governance that has generated a very serious credibility

problems [for Toledo],”1  said Manuel Saavedra, director
of the Peruvian Research Company, which recently
analyzed Lima’s political public opinion.

Datum International polls show that 34 percent of
Peruvians are in favor of early elections, while 31 percent
want the president’s resignation.2  Meanwhile, the General
Confederation of Peruvian Workers is joining forces with
other groups, including transportation workers, women’s
organizations, farmers and law students, to declare a
national work stoppage on July 14. This presents a major
challenge for Toledo’s administration which will face a
frustrated population with a long list of demands.

Many believe that forcing the president out of office
is the only solution to the current situation and would
reinforce democratic institutions. According to Hernando
de Soto, president of  Institute for Liberty and Democracy,
a private non-profit organization, “Toledo does not have
much to say about the future of the country; it would be
wise of him to step aside.” He also believes that by doing
this “the president will demonstrate his patriotism.”3

However, unpopularity or the disapproval of the
majority of the Congress are not legitimate reasons to
force a president’s resignation. Congresswoman Martha
Hildebrant’s argued that “if we chose wrong with Toledo,
we just have to assume that we made a mistake and deal
with the consequences.”4  The majority of Congress is
concerned that the president’s resignation would erode

the already weak foundations of democracy in Peru. What’s
more, forcing the current president to resign only increases
the chances that in the future another president could easily
be forced out of office. Vice President David Waisman says,
“There would never again be political stability in the country
since anyone who takes office could be forced to resign
because of unpopularity.”5

The prospect of President Toledo’s  resignation leaves
the country with a sense of unease about who would take
over in a special election. The two most likely candidates in
that situation are Toledo’s two presidential predecessors:
Alberto K. Fujimori, the previously ousted authoritarian
president, and Alan Garcia, who was exiled because of
severe corruption.

When Garcia and Fujimori fled the country, the political
structure was severely damaged. “They both ruined Peru
and they would do it again, no doubt about that,”6  said
Peruvian journalist Pedro Marquez. Like him, many pundits

believe that neither are good options for country.
Meanwhile, there is the perception that the opposition

party wants to take advantage the situation by fueling people’s
anger with the current administration. This could give them
a chance to increase their involvement in government.
Congresswomen Hildebrant said, “They [the opposition party]
have started their political campaign early.”7

The opposing political party, APRA, announced its
support for the national work stoppage on July 14. APRA’s
leader, Alan Garcia, justified its support declaring that “We
believe that for one day, the people will make their voice of
protest and rejection [of Toledo’s administration] heard,”
emphasizing that its party’s support would be carried in an
“absolutely peaceful manner.”8

While Toledo’s popularity continues below 10 percent
there is an atmosphere of uncertainty nationwide. This past
October, Bolivia’s former president Gonzalo Sanchez Lozada
became the most recent in  a long line of Latin American
leaders to be brought down by popular demand. In upcoming
weeks, Toledo may be facing a crucial moment which could
determine the fate of his presidency.

--RASHA QUMSIYEH

1 Remon, Cecilia, Presidential Debacle, Latin America Press, 02/12/04
2 Popularidad Caida, Peru.com, 06/18/04
3 De Soto a favor que el presidente Toledo de un paso a costado, El Comercio, 02/12/04
4 Debemos Aguantar a Toledo, Peru.com, 06/04/04
5 Buckmannm  Toledo, Ernesto, El 94% contra Alejandro Toledo, La Opinion, 05/24/04.
6 Marquez, Pedro, Peru: Toledo, Renuncia o vacancia? 06/02/04
7 Debemos Aguantar a Toledo, Peru.com, 06/04/04
8 Garcia: participacion aprista en paro sera pacifica, RPP Noticias, 17/06/04

Toledo’s Foundering Presidency
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Order LAWGEF publications and learn the facts of the situation. With these facts in hand, your
activism will be strengthened!

          Ignored Majority: The Moderate Cuban-American Community The traditional political equation in the
Cuban-American community is shifting and yet is not reflected in the words of their leaders. $4.00

  Going to Extremes:  The US-Funded Aerial Eradication Program in Colombia. A comprehensive new
report by Betsy Marsh on the human and environmental consequences of a controversial policy.
March 2004.  $7.50

Name__________________________________________________________________________________________

Address_____________________________________________________________________________________________

City _____________________________________________________  State _____________ Zip ____________________

Phone _________________________________________  E-mail ______________________________________________

Mail checks to LAWGEF at 110 Maryland Ave., NE Box 15 Washington, DC 20002. You can also order at www.lawg.org
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the United States with up to $100 worth of Cuban
merchandise for personal consumption is eliminated. 
Thus, no merchandise, other than informational
materials, may be purchased or otherwise acquired in
Cuba and then brought back to the United States.

3.  Accompanied baggage.Accompanied baggage.Accompanied baggage.Accompanied baggage.Accompanied baggage.  The amount of baggage
carried by an authorized traveler to Cuba is now limited
to 44 pounds per traveler, unless a higher amount is
authorized by OFAC or BIS (Bureau of Industry and
Security of the US Department of Commerce). 

4.  Family visits.Family visits.Family visits.Family visits.Family visits.  Under prior regulations, a general
license authorized a person to visit a close relative
(defined to include second cousins) once every 12
months (and more often under a specific license). 
There was no stated limit to the duration of the first visit
and travelers could spend up to the State Department
per diem (currently $167) for living expenses in Cuba,
plus any additional funds needed for transactions
directly related to visiting the relative.  The new rule
eliminates the general license and requires a specific
license issued by OFAC that will only authorize travel-
related transactions incident to visits to members of the
traveler’s “immediate family” [defined as parents,
siblings, spouse, grandparents and children; visits to
cousins, aunts and uncles, nephews and nieces will not

be allowed] once per three-year period, measured from
the last departure from Cuba, for no more than 14 days. 
No additional visits will be authorized by specific licenses,
according to OFAC, apparently even for exigent
circumstances.  Travelers may obtain an OFAC license to
visit an immediate family member who is not a Cuban
national (such as a student in Cuba under a university
educational activity license) in exigent circumstances,
provided that the exigency has been reported to the US
Interests Section in Havana and the issuance of the
license would “support the mission of the US Interests
Section.”  The amendments reduce the amount of money
travelers who are visiting immediate family members can
spend for living expenses to $50 per day, plus up to an
additional $50 per trip to pay for transportation-related
expenses.

5.  Educational activities.Educational activities.Educational activities.Educational activities.Educational activities.  Specific licenses are limited
to undergraduate and graduate institutions (i.e., no
secondary schools) and the duration of such licenses is
shortened from two years to one year.  Only students
enrolled in the licensed institution may travel on that
license; therefore, students may no longer travel to Cuba
under the license of an educational institution other than
their own, even if their own institution accepts the
licensed institution’s program for credit toward the
student’s degree.  Employees who travel under the license

Harsh New Policy on Cuba Travel
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must be full-time permanent employees of the licensed
institution.  Certain educational activities in Cuba may be
no shorter than ten weeks; others may be for a period of
less than ten weeks.  [In fact, the new regulations state
that all ‘structured educational programs’ must spend a
minimum of ten weeks in Cuba.  This will result in the
cancellation of almost all university and college groups
to Cuba.  Only certain limited activities under the revised
academic licenses can be for shorter times: for
example, research trips by graduate students, shorter
trips to set up the minimum ten-week structured
educational programs.]  Previously licensed travel that
no longer meets the new requirements may still go
forward as long as the trips and all associated
transactions are completed by August 15, 2004. 

6   Sporting events, clinics and workshops.Sporting events, clinics and workshops.Sporting events, clinics and workshops.Sporting events, clinics and workshops.Sporting events, clinics and workshops.  The
general license for amateur and semi-professional
athletic competitions sponsored by an international
sports federation is eliminated, and OFAC will only
authorize such activities under a specific license on a
case-by-case basis.  The policy of specifically licensing
participation in workshops and clinics, whether sports-
related or otherwise, is also eliminated. 

7.  Family remittances.Family remittances.Family remittances.Family remittances.Family remittances.  The general license authorizing
quarterly $300 remittances sent by any US person 18
years of age or older to any household or national of
Cuba is eliminated.  The new general license authorizes
such remittances only when they are sent to the
remitter’s “immediate family.”  They cannot be remitted
to certain Cuban government officials and members of
the Cuban Communist party.  The total amount of family
remittances that an authorized traveler may carry to
Cuba is reduced from $3,000 to $300. 

 
8.  Remittance-related transactions.Remittance-related transactions.Remittance-related transactions.Remittance-related transactions.Remittance-related transactions.  The general

license authorizing depository institutions to act as
forwarders for family and emigration remittances is
eliminated.  A specific authorization as a remittance
forwarder is now required.  Depository institutions are still
authorized under general license to provide services related
to other authorized financial institutions, such as transferring
funds to Cuba covered by a specific license allowing
overflight payments. 

The full text is on the Federal Register at: http://

continued from page 1

www.treas.gov/offices/eotffc/ofac/sanctions/
fr69_33768.pdf .

--MAVIS ANDERSON

The following are three actions you can take to
oppose the new OFAC regulations.
√ Send comments on the new regulations to
OFAC.  There are several ways to do this: 

• online at www.treas.gov/offices/enforcement/
ofac/comment.html;

• by fax to the Chief of Records at 202.622.1657;

• by mail to the Chief of Records, ATTN:  Request
for Comments, Office of Foreign Assets Control,
Department of the Treasury, 1500 Pennsylvania
Avenue NW, Washington, DC  20220. 

The deadline for comments is August 16, 2004, but
sooner is better than later.  The following is required
to appear on all comments:  “comments refer to
chapter V of 31 CFR Part 515, Office of Foreign
Assets Control, Treasury, FR Doc. 04-13630.” 
√ Call your members of Congress (the US Capitol
Switchboard is 202.224.3121; or go to
www.house.gov or www.senate.gov) so senators and
representatives hear their constituents’ opposition
to the new Cuba measures directly.
√ Sign a letter encouraging Senator John Kerry’s
position on travel and remittances to Cuba.  Senator
Kerry has publicly supported “principled” travel to
Cuba and the ability of Cuban Americans to send
remittances to their families in Cuba.  See the LAWG
website www.lawg.org for his full statement.  The
letter to Senator Kerry supporting an end to
restrictions on travel and remittances may be found
at http://www.ipetitions.com/campaigns/

Take ACTION!

Harsh New Policy on Cuba Travel

The summary of the new regulations was taken from a
memo prepared for the Center for International Policy’s
Freedom to Travel Campaign by Edward L. Rubinoff of Akin
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld, LLP, which summarized the
new regulations published in the Federal Register.
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Progress on Juarez Murders?MEXICO
Expect the murders of women in Ciudad Juarez,

Mexico to draw increasing attention in the
upcoming months.  After state and municipal

elections on July 4, 2004, the PRI, Mexico’s long-ruling
center-left party, has won control of both the state and
municipal government.  While they have controlled the
governorship for the past six years, they gained control
of Ciudad Juarez’s government for the first time in 12
years.  The new governments will be under growing
pressure to end the murders of over 370 women since
1993.

To draw added attention to the murders, President
Fox’s special prosecutor, Maria Lopez Urbina, who is
responsible for reviewing the case dockets, just
released her first report into the murders in June 2004.
In her report, she accused 81 state and local officials –
from police officers to high-level state government
officials – of negligence and abuse of authority.  Their
cases have been turned over to the state attorney
general’s office for investigation.  This report marks the
first time official acknowledgement of  the role of the
government in botching investigations or in providing
impunity to the culprits.

US pressure has been key in pushing President Fox
to take these steps, and will continue to play an
important role.  On June 24, 2004, the pressure kicked
up one more notch when the US Senate introduced a
companion resolution to Congresswoman Hilda Solis’
resolution in the House of Representatives that expresses
condolences to the families of the victims and outlines a

series of steps that the US government can take to
further raise the profile of this tragedy.  While the House
resolution now has over 125 co-sponsors, the Senate
version is actively looking for more support.   See the
Take Action! item below for how you can help garner
more support for these important resolutions.

For background on the Ciudad Juarez murders, visit
our website at www.lawg.org and visit our Mexico
section.

   Tell Congress to support the families of Juarez
Call or write your representative and senators with
this message:  Support efforts to resolve the crimes
against women in Ciudad Juarez Mexico.  US
pressure is leading the Mexican government to
investigate these crimes.  Co-sponsor House
Resolution 466 or Senate Resolution 392.
   Our efforts in the House of Representatives have
been so successful, the Senate is now getting
involved to ratchet up the pressure even more.
You can reach your members of Congress by calling
the congressional switchboard at 202.224.3121 and
ask to be connected.  If you don’t know who your
senators or representative are, see www.house.gov
and www.senate.gov.

Take ACTION!

July is the height of summer in the deserts of
Arizona.  In years past, migrants crossing the
desert in search of a better life in the United States

have died at a rate of one person per day over the
summer.  2004 is no exception.   In June, according to
the Border Patrol, 33 migrants died attempting to enter
the country via the southwest border.  Despite a
significant buildup of resources along the Arizona
border, including the addition of 3 teams of rescue
personnel, this has led to only 2 deaths less in 2004 than
last year.

The deaths being reported by the Border Patrol are

often contested by human rights groups and the local
media.  Currently, the Border Patrol only records a
migrant death if they were involved in the recovery of the
body.  When local emergency medical personnel or other
officials handle the remains or treat a victim who later
dies, that death is not included in the Border Patrol
statistics.  As an example, in May 2004, the Border
Patrol reported 10 deaths in Arizona.  However, local
human rights group Coalicion de Derechos Humanos has
reported 15 deaths for that same time period.  More
damning yet is a project undertaken by the Arizona Daily
Star shows 104 deaths in Arizona since October 1, 2003

Summer of Death Continues Along US-Mexico Border

continued on page 8
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(the beginning of the Border Patrol’s fiscal year).  Border
Patrol statistics only report 64 deaths in Arizona for that
same period.  When comparing those numbers, the
Border Patrol may only be reporting slightly more than
half of the actual deaths taking place.

Despite the ongoing humanitarian crisis on the
border, the Border Patrol continues to selectively tighten
border security, pushing migrants into ever more
dangerous terrain.  The Arizona Border Control Initiative,
which began June 1, 2004 continues to add agents and
technology throughout the state, pushing migrants into
more remote areas in search of a route into the US.  And
plans are currently underway to reinforce Border Patrol
activities in southern Texas, most likely pushing migrants
into the most deadly stretch of the Texas border in the
Laredo area. (See our Take Action alert for how to try
and stop this latest effort in Texas.)

With the hottest months of July and August
approaching in the Southwest, the summer of death will
continue to plague migrants and border communities
alike. --SEAN GARCIA

The Border Patrol is proposing to increase its anti-
migrant infrastructure in southern Texas, between
Brownsvil le and McAllen. They propose to
significantly increase the amount of stadium-style
lighting, fencing, and access ramps to the Rio Grande
River. These actions are part of a larger strategy to
deter migrants from urban areas, which drives them
into more dangerous, uninhabited areas.

Contact the border patrol and tell them that
expanding infrastructure in the McAllen Sector will
not achieve its stated goal of reducing migration,
but only serve to move it to more dangerous areas
of the border.  Public comment on this project is
open until July 26, 2004.

Letters can be sent to Dr. Terrell Roberts,
Environmental Branch (PE-PR), U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, 2000 Fort Point Road, Galveston, Texas
77550. For samples letters on Border Patrol
projects, check the Mexico page at www.lawg.org.

Take ACTION!
US-Mexico Border


