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Bolivia’s Popular Upheaval

By Tanya M. Kerssen and Roger
Burbach, Center for Study of Americas
CENSA. Berkeley, CA

Ed. Note: Investigative journalist Jeremy
Bigwood obtained documents through the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) and
Mandatory Declassfication Review (MDR)
that revealed USintervention in Bolivia. He
sated that documents provide clear proof
that the US government, through the
National Endowment for Democracy (NED),
National Democratic Ingtitute (NDI) and
USAID, has been and continues to conspire
againg the legal and democratically elected
government of Bolivia.

A popular upheaval is sweeping Bolivia,
threatening the departmental capitd of Santa
Cruz, the bagtion of the right wing rebellion
against the government of Evo Morales.
Some twenty thousand miners, peasants and
coca growers are moving on the city to re-
clam gtate ingtitutions occupied by autono-
mist forces. They are also demanding theres-
ignation of the Santa Cruz prefect (gover-
nor), Rubén Costas, and the gpprehension of
Branko Marinkovich, an agro-industria mag-
nate who heads up the Santa Cruz Civic
Committee comprised of large land owning
and busnessinterests.

Five hundred kilometers away in
Cochabamba in central Bolivia negotiations
aretaking place between the Moraes govern-
ment and the opposition. Thousands of dem-
ongrators occupy the city’s dtreets, serving
notice that the country’s socid movements
will tolerate no concessionsto the right wing.
The “Didogue,” facilitated by Jose Miguel
Insulza, the president of the Organization of
American States, is to resolve the issues that
have brought the country to the precipice of
civil war. “I want to sgn adocument that will
dlow for the pacification of the country ...
and guarantee anew political congtitution for
the state,” proclams Morales.
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But the oppodtion is raising procedural
and substantive objections to the
government’s proposals, even to an au-
tonomy accord that contains concessions for
the rebellious departments. According to Fi-
del Surco, the head of the Nationa Coordi-
nation for Change, the codition of Bolivia's
social movements alied with MAS, the
Movement Towards Socidism: “We aren't
going to wait any longer...we know that the
prefects are smply staling so that no ac-
cords are reached.” Mordes, in awarning to
those in attendance at the Dialogue, said: “I
have aletter from the mobilized socia move-
ments, they also want to participate. As far
as | am concerned they are welcome, we
await their participation.”

Almogt amonth ago the Nationa Demo-
cratic Council (Conalde)—the organization
of the right wing prefects and paliticians
based in the rebdlious departments in the
“Media Luna’ of eastern Bolivia—sparked

Members of the Task Force organized a demonstration in San Francisco
protesting US intervension in Bolivia.
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this crisis by launching an offensive to seize
complete control of their departments. They
set up road blockades and violently took over
government facilities, including customs of-
fices, arports, the agrarian reform officesand
the national hydrocarbons company.

Their protestsinitially focused on revers-
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Bolivia, continued from page 1

ing the government’ sdecision last year to use
a portion of the revenue from the hydrocar-
bon gas tax to creste a universd penson for
citizens over sixty. Now they have expanded
to include complete departmental autonomy,
the end of agrarian program and a gutting of
the new congtitution dated to be voted on in
areferendum late this year. Control over the
oil and gas resources, which for the most part
are located in the Media Luna, is the funda:
menta objective of the autonomy movement.

The conflict came to a head on Septem-
ber 11 in the Media Luna department of
Pando when peasants from the community of
El Porvenir began marching to Cobija, the
departmental capita, to protest the right-
wing sacking of government offices. They
were ambushed by a para-military force with
meachine guns, resulting in 15 deed, 37 injured
and 106 disappeared. Mordes responded by
declaring a state of siege in the department,
sending in the army to retake government
offices, and throwing the Pando prefect,
Leopoldo Fernandez, in jail after he admitted
to giving orders to forcefully subdue protest-
ers. A new prefect, Navy Admira Landeino
Rafael Banderia Arce, was appointed by Mo-
rales to impose order as many of the right
wing leaders fled across the border to Brazil.

The events in El Porvenir precipitated a
national mobilization of the indigenous
peoples and sociad movements as well as a
sense of outrage in neighboring countries.
Chilean president Michelle Bachelet called
an emergency meeting of South American
countries (UNASUR) in Santiago to discuss
the Bolivia criss. The “Declaration of La
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Moneda’, signed by the twelve UNASUR
governments, denounced the atrocities com-
mitted in Pando and any attempt to under-
mine the centrd government and Balivia's
territorid integrity.

Moraes, thanking UNASUR for its
support, declared: “For the first time in
South America's history, the countries of
our region are deciding how to resolve our
problems, without the presence of the
United States.” On September 10, the day
before the massacre, Morades had expelled
US ambassador Phillip Goldberg from Bo-
livia for meddling in the country’s internal
affairs and meeting with Ruben Costas and
the autonomous leaders.

For his part, Mordes has thus far shown
tremendous restraint in cracking down on
the right wing violence, dmast too much in
fact. He has drawn criticism from the socid
movements, particularly in peasant and in-
digenous working-class communities, such
as the “Plan 3,000" community adjacent to
Santa Cruz, which has been living under
constant threats from right wing recist
groups like the Crucefio Y outh Movement.

Although after the massacre, Condde
decided to lift the road blockades and relin-
quish some of the government offices (albeit
with hundreds of thousands of dollars in
damages), the political forces it represents
retain effective control of the mgjor urban
aress of the Media Luna outside of Pando.
This is why the peasant and indigenous
movements are marching on Santa Cruz, to
assert their rights and dignity throughout the
Bolivian nation, with or without the support
of Moraes and the government.

Branko Marinkovich, for hispart, is hit-
ting the road in a “public relations cam-
paign” to explain the autonomist cause. Ac-
cording to the newspaper La Razon, he is
traveling to Argentina, Brazil, Chile and
Paraguay to “denounce the acts of violence
that were provoked by MAS in Pando and
the government threats that loom over the
negotiations underway in Cochabamba.”
Following Marinkovich's logic, the fifteen
dain peasants are not only the authors of
their own fate, but are to blame for al of
the violence of the past month. Presumably,
their very existence, let alone their demands
for a share of the country’s resources, is
provocation enough. By launching his
South American tour, Marinkovich is aso
conveniently leaving the country before he
can be apprehended for the damage and

havoc of the past few weeks.

The marchers are isolating Santa Cruz
asthey set up fortified road blocks at strate-
gic points while they continue to move on
the city. Minister of Government Alfredo
Rada expressed his support of the protest-
ers, dating that they are merely reacting to
the violence initiated by the Santa Cruz
Civic Committee via the Crucefio Youth
Movement. Likewise, Vice-President
Alvaro Garcia Linera stated: “They have
mobilized to defend the country and the in-
tegrity of our democracy.”

President Moraes, on the other hand,
seemed to be experiencing aspell of cold feet
as he expressed his frugtration with the ac-
tions of the socid movements at a press con-
ference in Cochabamba: “It frightens me be-
cause they say they will march until the pre-
fect [Codtag] resigns. | don't agree with it,
and it scaresme.”

Nonetheless, the marchers are proceeding
with their plan to descend on Santa Cruz.
According to Joel Guarachi, the head of the
National Confederation of Peasant Workers,
some 600,000 protesters are located
throughout the fifteen Santa Cruz provinces.
He declares the march and occupation of the
city’splazawill be peaceful.

Throughout the crisis, Morales has been
avoiding the gppearance of government op-
pression in favor of gppeals for peaceful ne-
gotiation and the rule of law. But the social
movements are demanding more, a socia
revolution that over turns the politica and
economic order inthe Medialuna. And Mo-
rales may be moving with the tide. The day
after he said that Cogtas should not be forced
to resign, he recdled the sege of La Paz in
1781 led by Tupac Katari, who demanded an
end to Spanish oppression and the recogni-
tion of the basic rights of the Indian peoples
and their communities. Now more than two
centuries later the Indians and popular classes
of Baliviamay findly be on the brink of real-
izing their aspirations.

Update: After weeks of negotiations and
huge marches, the Bolivian congress ap-
proved and Presdent Moraes signed into
law on October 23, ameasure setting January
25 for the vote on the new Condiitution to
take place.

Sources: http://global alter natives.org/news,
censa.org, Sept. 23, 2008; “ New Discoveries
Reveal US Intervention in Bolivia” http://
boliviamatter swordpress.conv, Oct.11, 2008
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VENEZUELA: Hope Versus Paranoia

By James McEnteer, writer based in
Bolivia.

Ed. Note: The author participated,
along with 22 othersin a Task Force on
the Americas delegation to Venezuela in
August 2008.

A US traveler in Venezuela may recal
the Will Rogers observation: “ God must love
poor people; he made so many of them.”
The poor are the natural congtituents and
enthusiastic boosters of Venezudlan Pres-
dent Hugo Chavez. The frequent target of
bellicose US rhetoric and actions, Chavez
has dared to chart a path of independence for
his country, refusing a free-trade agreement
with the US Though Chavez has been
elected to office severa times by decisve
majorities, the Bush administration perdstsin
cdling him adictator.

Venezudd s huge petroleum reserves and
the rising price of oil have dlowed Chavez
not only to pay off his debts to the World
Bank and the Internationd Monetary Fund
but to help his neighbors become debt free as
well. Chavez has made no secret of hisdesire
to build a Latin American common market,
independent of US contral, which will even-
tually be strong enough to negotiate rationa
trade terms with the European Union, the
North Americans and others.

TheVenezudan oil industry was national-
ized in 1976, decades before Chavez took
office. But for the first time, the Venezudan
government isinvesting most of the profitsin
projectsthat benefit the poor mgjority of Ven-
ezuelans, ingtead of the ready wesdlthy few.

In community after community, urban
and rurd, the excitement is papable. New
homes and schools are being built, new dlinics
and infrastructure. Through government-
funded community councils, ordinary citizens
are being consulted about political and finan-
cid decisons. In the “new geometry of
power,” as severd Venezueans described it,
politicians are not dictating civic projects. The
people themsalves are prioritizing the needs
of their communities and then helping to bring
them about.

Red democratization — one that includes
thetraditiondly disenfranchised mgority — is
struggling to become a redlity in Venezuda
The only wars being fought here are against
illiteracy, poverty and disease. Hopeisin the
ar. Everyone is talking about “the process’

of converting their country from a near-feu-
dal state to a more egalitarian society.
“We re making anew road,” said the mayor
of the mid-sized city of Carora, “rather than
the traditional mode of government by and
for the few.”

Carora Mayor Julio Chavez, no relation
to the president, said “One of my objectives
from day one was to reduce the role of the
mayor.” In Carora, which pioneered the
community council concept, one hundred
percent of government funds are alocated
by community councils, not by the mayor's
office. He has to make his budget requests
to the council.

Isthe Venezudan socia experiment ide-
aligtic? Yes. Is “the process’ proceeding
without glitches? No one | met here made
that claim. Is this radical socid transforme:
tion now underway a threat to the United
Sates? Not at dl. In fact, ashard asit is for
Americans to accept, we could learn from
the Venezudan example.

United States foreign policy has dways
been motivated by a missonary mentality.
But it'stime to vary the missionary postion.
From the Manifest Degtiny that drove the US
to seize hdf of Mexico, to Woodrow Wilson
to Henry Kissinger and up to the present
moment, the United States has dways in-
flicted itsideological will on others, however
violently, in the name of the “grester good.”
Our near-religious certainty about our own
gpparently unlimited “best interests’” alows
the USto judtify, e least to itsdf, interference
in the internd affairs of other countries, in-
cluding many in Latin America. Unfortu-
nately and not coincidentally, our govern-
ment tendsto replace the populist socidismiit
fears with the much greater evils of dictator-
ships, torture and genocide in places such as
Guatemda, Nicaragua, Chile, Argentina and
Brazil. Theligt islong and tragic.

In 1823 Presdent James Monroe de-
clared that Europe had no right to interferein
Latin America. Not long after the enunciation
of the Monroe Doctrine, South American in-
dependence fighter Smon Bolivar presciently
predicted that “... the United States is des-
tined to plague the Americas with misery in
the name of liberty.”

As many Latin American countries un-
dertake a dramatic shift from US imposed
neo-liberal economic and political structures
to new, more independent forms of demo-

crétic sociaism, the United States finds itsalf
on the wrong sde of higtory. The American
experience — North and South — shows that
capitaism only ever benefitsasmall minority,
leaving many millions struggling to meet their
basic needs. Bush and Cheney speak for that
powerful minority. They view the attempt by
Latin nations to re-invent themselves from
corporate satellite feudd states to genuinely
egditarian democracies asathreet to their old
hierarchica corporate modd of governance.

These days the US tends to bypass diplo-
meacy in favor of violence. Is this a cause or
an effect of our overdeveloped military capa
bilities? We tend to declare “war” on things:
communism, terrorism, drugs, or various vil-
lainsdu jour, like Manuel Noriegaor Saddam
Hussain. If it istrue that aman who raises his
fist isaman who has run out of idess, then it
is clear that the Bush-Cheney foreign policy
has been mentaly bankrupt from the gart.
They have spurned negotiation for saber rat-
tling and invasions. “Y ou are either with usor
with theterrorists’ isan unhelpful Manichean
simplicity meant to intimidate countries, but
instead merely dienates them. When
Condoleeza Rice declared Chavez “a nega-
tiveforcein the region,” was she speaking as
the US Secretary of State or as a once and
future board member of Exxon-Mobil?

An American traveling in Venezuda is
struck by the dramatic difference in the tone
of public discourse. The powerful, prosper-
ous United States is dominated by the lan-
guage of fear and belligerence. Part of the
problem is that we have moved back into
Plato’'s cave, except that the shadows we
mistake for redlity are the flickering figures
on our television screens. We are literaly
out of touch with reality, in our own country
and the rest of the world. Encouraged by
political opportunists, we worry about ter-
rorism, rising gas prices, foreign enemies and
economic collapse.

Compared to average Americans, many
Venezuelans have little, except this new, en-
ergizing hope. But that turns out to be a lot.
We should not just respect and encourage the
Venezuelan experiment, but perhaps find a
way to adapt it for our own peace of mind.
We mugt reclaim the rhetoric of hope. Ided-
ism has been the traditional bedrock Ameri-
can srength.

Death by paranoia is a bad
way to go.
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HUMAN RIGHTS WATCH: Tool of US Propaganda

By George Friemoth, Task Force on
the Americas

The New York — based Human Rights
Weatch (HRW) damsit is an independent non-
governmenta human rights organization. In
fact, it is nether an independent NGO nor a
credible human rights organization. HRW is
funded largdly by government-linked quasi-pri-
vae foundations and the US Congressond
funded politica propaganda organization, the
National Endowment for Democracy (NED).

Recently, HRW managed to dedtroy its
reputation as a credible organization with the
publication of a 230 page report entitled, “A
Decade under Chavez: Pdlitical Intolerance and
Logt Opportunitiesfor Advancing Human rights
in Venezuda” This report was the latest in a
series of hit pieces againg the Chavez govern
ment echoing US government and main sream
media propaganda. Written by HRW's Ameri-
casDirector, Jose Migud Vivanco and hisasss:
tant David Wilkinson, its publication and wide-
oread dissemingtion led to both being expdled
from Venezuda for repeated partisan politicd
interventionin theinternd affairs of the country.

Key background facts about HRW's
Vivanco were pointed out by retired Emeritus
Professor of Sociology, James Petras who
wrote the following, “Jose Migud Vivanco
sarved as a diplomatic functionary under the
bloody Chilean dictator Augusto Pinochet be-
tween 1986 and 1989, serving no less as the
butcher’s rabid apologist before the Inter-
American Commisson on Human Rights. His
behavior was particularly egregious during the
regime's brutd represson of a mass popular
uprising in the squatter settlements of Santiago
in 1986-87. With thereturn of dectord palitics
(democracy) in Chile, Vivanco took off to
Washington where he s&t up his own NGO,
the Center for Judtice and Internationd Law,
disguising hisright-wing affinities and passing
himsdf off as a “human rights advocae. In
1994 he was recruited by former US federd
prosecutor, Kenneth Roth, to head the * Ameri-
casDivison' of Human Rights Wetch. Rothiis
the executive director of HRW.

From 1994 to the present, HRW’s pur-
pose has been to give human rights cover for
illegal US operations and intervention
abroad: Yugodavia, Kosovo, Croatia, Af-
ghanistan, Irag, Paestine, Isragl and most re-
cently Haiti and Venezuela.

The report leading to Vivanco's recent ex-

pulson from Venezuda was andyzed by
Petras who said, “the ‘Report’ reveds an as-
tonishing number of blatant fasfications and
outright fabrications, glaring deletions of es-
sentia fact, deliberate omissons of key con-
textua and comparative consderationsand es-
pecidly a cover-up of sysemdtic long term,
large-scale security threats to Venezudan de-
mocracy posed by Washington.” Of note: in
September, the Venezudan government un-
covered a detalled plan to assassinate Chavez
and cary out a coup. Severd persons were
arrested in an ongoing investigation.

Journdist Joe Emersberger serioudy
questioned whether HRW was a credible hu-
man rights organization, as evidenced by not
only the recent report on Venezuda but dso
by other HRW reports over the years. He
pointed out that he personally wrote and tele-
phoned HRW for years on these issues and
never received areply. He cited S other repu-
table reporterswho highlighted flagrant biasin
HRW gatementsinvolving the Bakans, I1srad,
Haiti and VVenezudla. None received areply.

Emersberger rhetoricaly asked HRW to
findly answer someof hisquestions Whenthe
coup deposed Chavez in 2002 why did
HRW's public satements fail to denounce it
and cdl on other countries not to recognize
the regime or urge an investigation? Similarly,
when a coup deposad Haiti's democraticaly
eected government in 2004, why didn’t HRW
condemn the coup, cdl on other countries not
to recognize the coup government and call for
the invedigation into the overthrow of
Arigtide? Since 2004, why has HRW written
about 20 times more about Venezuda than
about Haiti despite the fact that Haiti’s coup
cregted a human rights catastrophe in which
thousands of paliticdl murders were perpe-
trated and jails filled with politica prisoners?
Why did HRW fail to condemn the imprison-
ment of Haiti’s former Prime Minister Yvon
Neptune and subsequent incarceration of Fa
ther Gerard Jean+Jdudte, Haiti’'s most promi-
nent politica prisoner after the coup?

Instead HRW has repeatedly objected to
lawsuits brought againgt Venezudld's opposi-
tion leaders and even defended the coup plot-
ters from prosecution, claiming they were
merely exerciang their citizen rights, asif hu-
man rights include the right to overthrow a
democratic government! Emersberger con-
cludes” The important thing is to spread
awareness of the role they (HRW) have in-

creasingly come to play as a group that mar-
shas support anong liberdsfor very nasty im-
perid (US) projects. No one should befooled,
a this point, by the fact that it (sometimes)
publishes some criticiam of the US and its dli-
ents”

Our Marin-based Task Force on the
Americas (TFA) hasdosdy studied the Signifi-
cant changesin Venezudian society since 1999.
It has organized at least seven delegationssince
early 2004 involving over 100 participants
from diverse backgrounds, conducted educa
tiond eventsand published articlesin our quar-
terly Report on the Americas as well as other
publications. While in Venezuela, Task Force
board members and other ddegates met nu-
merous times with members of opposition
groupsor individuds. Ingenerd, we found thet
many felt aggrieved and discriminated againgt
smply because they had lost some of their
former privileges.

Not withstanding its daimsto the contrary,
HRW's report is essentidly based upon inter-
views with the opposition and anti-Chavez
government forces and not the mgjority
‘Chavigtd poor and working classes. The re-
port accuses Chavez of “discrimination,” with-
out andyzing the new participatory democracy
that is flourishing in Venezuda, with its new
condtitution in which the current government is
focusing on the poor who, for decades, were
discriminated against with impunity. The Task
Force rgects HRW' sfadfications and affirms
our commitment to tel the inspiring truth
about the peopl€ s struggle for sovereignty, so-
dd jusiceand “ Sodidism of the 213 Century.”

Benjamin Forcano, a priest and theologian
from Spain reed the HRW report inits entirety
and wrote from Madrid, “I don’t know who
the members of Human Rights Watch are,
what ther ideology is or who supports them.
And perhaps it is better that way. But when
you reed their report, you will see that the
document takes a partisan point of view and
attempts to blame everything on Chavez.
There is Smply no rigorous, impartia or ba-
anced andlysis in the report. It clearly takes a
position againgt the poor or those who were
impoverished by the previousregimes.”

Sources: Human Rights Watch, Sept. 21,
2008, www.hrw.org; James Petras, Sept. 27,
“ Human Rights Watch in Venezuda: Lies,
Crimes and cover-ups,” Jod Emersherger,
Narco-News, Oct. 10, wwwv.nar conews.org
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GUATEMALA: Americas Social Forum

By Marc Becker, Latin America
historian, based in Madison, Wisconsin

Thousands of Maya farmers took over
Guatemaa City’s main boulevard in a mas-
sive march on October 12. Men and women,
some carrying months-old infants, were
dressed in the colorful outfits of their loca
communities. They carried banners advertis-
ing the names of their Indigenous and peas-
ant organizations, and denouncing the
privatization of land and water. They
shouted out dogans that popular movements
are sweeping across Latin America, and that
the people united will never be defeated.

This continenta march on the Day of

temala but throughout the Americas, met to
discuss issues of land and water. Blanca
Chancoso, an Indigenous leader from Ecua
dor, proclaimed that “water is not a com-
modity; water is life. Land is our mother
and our mother is not a commodity.”

Tom Goldtooth from the Indigenous
Environmental Network based in Minnesota
said that “we are witnessing the collapse of
capitaism.” He came to Guatemala to join
with other Indigenous peoples across that
Americasin opposition to “aneolibera sys-
tem that is not working and continues to
oppress our people.”

The forum came on the aftermath of
votersin Ecuador approving anew constitu-

better life, but this results in inequality. In-
digenous peoples, instead, look to how to
live well, or “sumak kawsay” in Quechua
Choquehuanca emphasized the need to look
for aculture of life.

As Joel Suérez noted, the forum did
have more of a femae face than previous
mesetings. Women's groups used the forum
to build their ongoing struggles. The Nobel
Women's Initiative, a group of women who
have won the Nobel Peace Prize, released a
statement at the forum in support of
Mesoamerican feminists. They urged gov-
ernment “protection and respect for the
rights of women and feminist leaders.” They
expressed concern for the deteriorating situ-

Resistance of Indigenous peoples
and nationdlities brought an end
to the Americas Socid Forum, a
gathering of civil society and so-
cia movements. With the partici-
pation of more than 7,000 del-
egates from throughout the
Americas and Europe, the 6-day [
event condemned corporate-led
neolibera economic policies, and
pledged to build a better world. ;

Billed as the “forum of resis- [
tance,” the gathering intentionally [ I8
culminated on the anniversary of [§
Christopher Columbus’ arrival in g
the Americas. Elites previougy
celebrated October 12 asthe Day ‘
of the Race, but now indigenous
people commemorate it as a day
of resistance to explaitation and oppression.

Thiswasthe third meeting of the Ameri-
cas Socid Forum, and the first one in Cen-
tral America. Since the World Socid Forum
began in Porto Alegre, Brazil, in 2001, these
gatherings have brought together socia
movements to create aternatives to corpo-
rate globalization and empire. Although
somewhat smaller than previous gatherings,
the participation of 350 organizations in a
wide range of events resulted in avery rich
mesting.

Forum organizer Joel Suérez from the
Martin Luther King Center in Havana, Cuba,
noted that “we tried to have a different kind
of forum, one with a strong presence of
women, Indigenous peoples, young people,
and peasants.” The forum, indeed, did have
alarge Mayaand femaleface.

Indigenous peoples, not only from Gua-

T T IR O G

ation of millions of women in
Centrd America, particularly in
| regards to attacks on abortion
/| rightsand femicide.

. The Nobel Women's Initia
tive stated that Another World Is
Possble, “and that world must
include gender equality and alife
free of violence for al women.”
y \Women, they said, “are a centra
part of our dreams and actions to
achieve a better world.”

Asamovement that emerged
out of the globa south, the

United States has aways
played arelatively margina role
in the socia forum process.

Participants rally at Social Forum

tion that embraced that country’s
“plurinational” nature. Ecuadorian Indig-
enous leader Humberto Cholango con-
trasted plurinationalism with pluriculturalism
that tends to reinforce neoliberaism and the
folklorization of Indigenous peoples.
Plurinationalism, Cholango argued, was a
broad political, socia, and economic con-
cept. It means fighting for a new poalitica
process, not just for asmall representation in
government, but for a new concept of date
structures.

In addition to plurinationalism, “sumak
kawsay” or living well was atheme that ran
throughout the Indigenous meetings and
spread to the rest of the forum. Balivias
foreign  relations  minister  David
Choquehuanca introduced this concept at
the 2007 Indigenous summit in Guatemala.
He noted that development plans look for a

Grassroots Global Justice has
worked harder than any other
organization to bridge that gap. GGJ was
formed in 2002 as avehicle to build solidar-
ity with social movements around the
world, and to develop joint strategies to
confront neoliberalism and the conditions
people face. They brought an energetic del-
egation of severad dozen activists from the
US to the forum.

The forum helped connect broader is-
sues to communities of struggle in the US.
Maria Poblet, from Saint Peter's Housing
Committee said that “as an organization that
works with immigrant Latinos, we have
come here to Guatemala to be face to face
with the conditions that cause people to mi-
grate” She was inspired by her experiences
at the forum, and in particular the spirit of
resistance in Guatemala in the face of ex-
treme violence and repression. e
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HONDURAS: Development Plagues Garifuna

By Walt Sherwood, a retired California
community college teacher and
administrator.

Ed. Note: The author participated in a
Rights Action delegation last July. The
focus was on two communities suffering
the effects of so-called development. The
following tells about one of them.

A lot of people in the more developed
countries of North America sometimes
wonder why those other people, our neigh-
bors to the south, just don't go ahead and
develop. It sounds like a solution, doesn't
it? If they were only developed, then they
wouldn’t need to come here any more, they
could stay home where they redly want to
be anyway, where they “belong” and the
immigration problem would be solved.

So it might just come as a shock to learn
that some of those people down there don’t
actually want to be developed — at least not
the way “development” is usualy thrust
upon them.

The first community is the Garifuna,
descendants of escaped African daves and
native peoples from the Caribbean, who
have lived on the northeastern coast of
Honduras, on the shores of beautiful Tela
Bay, for over two hundred years. Having
their own culture, language, customs, mu-
sic, and dance, they have been largely ig-
nored by the mainstream Spanish-speaking
Honduran society. Twenty or 30 years ago,
the people from the capital, Tegucigalpa,
and other large cities woke up to the fact
that the Garifuna were living on some of
the most spectacular real estate on the face
of the planet — miles and miles of unspoiled
beaches, pristine waters, waving palm tress
—an ideal spot for vacation homes, condos
and tourist hotels complete with tennis
courts, swimming pools and, naturally, golf
COUrSES.

The only problem was that the land was
already occupied by these pesky people
who seemed to think that, just because
they had lived there for generations, it was
actualy theirs. The problem aso was that
the land belonged to the community — or
communities, since there were many of
them — and the communities didn’t want to
giveit up.

But there was an easy answer for that,

privatization, dividing the land up into indi-
vidua parcels which could be bought and
sold on the open market, then making en-
ticing offersto the individua ownersto in-
duce them to sdll. Of course nationa law
had to be changed in order to make this
happen —no problem! Some individuals be-
ganto sdll out. If people didn’t want to sall,
well, the state or wedlthy individuals had
ways of “persuading” them. In any case,
the control of the Garifuna over their
coastal land had begun to erode.

Some communities have aready begun
to disappear. A place called Miami till ap-
pears on the map but is no longer an intact
Garifunacommunity, its parcels sold off for
hotel and condo development. But the
nearby communities of El Triunfo de la
Cruz, San Juan, and BarraVigja, just down
the coast from Miami, have decided to
make astand. They are part of an organiza
tion called OFRANEH, or Black Fraterna
Organization of Honduras.

We were shown around El Triunfo by
OFRANEH leader Alfredo Lopez, a wiry
man with afriendly manner and easy smile
in spite of the six and a hdf years he had
served in Honduran jails on trumped-up
drug charges as a way to discourage his
opposition to the tourism development
projects. The charges were dismissed for
lack of evidence — the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights ordered the Hon-
duran State to pay Alfredo monetary com-
pensation for the abuse of justice and his
suffering and loss.

Attacks and intimidation were com-
monplace, we were told. Another leader,
Gregoria, had been shot outside her church
and was now living in exile in the Bronx,
New York, fearing for her life. Wilfredo
Guerrero, an anti-development organizer,
was living under a protective order from
the Inter-American Commission for Hu-
man Rights, after having been jailed, at-
tacked, amost killed and his house burnt
to the ground.

A not uncommon tactic for develop-
ment interests and their friends in govern-
ment is to try to pin the label of common
criminas on those who oppose them, and
so de-legitimize their protest. Thus it has
been said of Alfredo, Wilfredo, and other
leaders of OFRANEH that they are mem-
bers of maras, or gangs, which is patently

untrue but hard to disprove.

For people with few financial resources,
it is difficult to go head to head with the
legal apparatus of the state. Lawyers cost
money. Bail costs money. Court procedures
can be made to drag on and on until wit-
nesses grow weary or are bought off or dis-
appear. The communities have to be cre-
ative in their resistance, launching protests
and demongtrations complete with music,
drumming, and dance, in front of the gov-
ernment buildings in the capital; sometimes
these tactics work and gain sympathy from
some lawmakers. But often they have to
look outside the country to international
bodies, like the Inter-American Commission
for Human Rights, for protection.

Arethe Garifunaredly againg dl “ devel-
opment”? Up until about fifteen years ago,
they pretty much were. They were opposed
to mega-tourism because they feared it
would ruin their beaches, siphon water from
nearby riversto keep golf courses green, and
force poor people off land that had belonged
to them for centuries. But then they began to
reflect. They were living in a zone that was
attractive to tourists, after all. Why not try to
meet these new challenges in a way that
would not destroy the very things that were
bringing the tourists there in the first place?
Why not share the beauty with others, but on
their own terms?

The answer the Garifunacame up withis
community-controlled development — devel-
opment on a much smaler scale than that
proposed by the tourist industry that would
have a minimal impact on the environment
and on their traditiona way of life. They en-
vison smdl clusters of cabanas instead of
multi-storey hotels. They see cultura ex-
changes between people, mutual exchanges,
instead of the separation and isolation that
currently exist in large-scale enclave tourism.
Typicaly, tourists are whisked from the air-
port straight to a gated, fenced condo or
hotel compound with no chance or attempt
to interact with the loca populace.

The Garifuna see tourism as a way for
different peoples to learn about, and from,
each other. They seeit asamutualy benefi-
cia learning experience, controlled and ad-
ministered by theloca communitiesin such a
way that the communities would remain in-
tact and the tourists would il have a satis-
fying, relaxing and enriching vacation. e
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COLOMBIA: The Pain and Power of Memory

By James McEnteer, journalist based in
Cochabamba, Boalivia. He is the author
of “Shooting the Truth: the Rise of
American Political Documentaries,”
Praeger 2006.

Ed. Note: Theauthor visited Colombiain
early September. On October 14 a popular
mobilization of 12,000 peaceful protestors
frommostly indigenous communities but
also other popular movementsin the
department of Cauca were violently attacked
by Colombian security forces. The
mobilization was coordinated in seven other
regions of the country and was joined by
peasants, minersand union workers. It was
called to protest the militarization of their
territories, the US-Colombian Free Trade
Agreement, and the failure of the
Colombian government to fulfill various
accordswith the Indigenous relating to land,
education and healthcare. The violent
repression of the march of 12,000 resulted in
two deaths and more then 100 injuries.
Throughout Colombia 11 indigenous
activisiswerekilled in lessthan three weeks.
Thisisonly thelatest sgn of a growing
wave of violent acts and selective
assassinations against Colombia’s popular
movements by all the armed actorsin the
country’sinternal conflict.

President Alvaro Uribe has followed a
strategy of outright defiance againgt the in-
digenous communities' demands, not only
in Cauca but throughout the country. Uribe
accuses indigenous leaders and members of
Congress of being accessoriesto delin-
quency and criminality.

Cdi—It lookslike just another store front
in this burgeoning city of two and a haf mil-
lion people, in southwestern Colombia But
the Memory Gdlery retails raw remembrance.
A dgn a the entrance advises vigtors: “A
peopl€ s knowledge of the history of their op-
pression and their resistance forms a part of
their patrimony.”

Photographs of men, women and children
search out your eyes from the galery wadls.
They are dl victims of the State, murdered by
the Colombian armed forces or by “paramili-
tary” forces acting on behdf of the govern-
ment or the trans-nationa corporaions who
cdl the tune in this troubled country. Each
face represents many more victims of assass-

nations or forced disgppearances in recent
years, whose names are lost to memory and
whose bodies have never been recovered.

“It is better to die for something than to
live for nothing,” in the words of Eduardo
Umana Mendoza, whose smiling face beams
down from his memorid plaque. He was a
human rights lawyer murdered in his forties.
Most of the victims represented in the
Memory Gdlery died for expressng their
opinions or for trying to organize againgt re-
pression. Some were killed as a warning to
others. Some were smply guilty of being in
the wrong place a the wrong time.

After eight years of planning and re-
search, the Memory Gallery openedin Cdi in
2007. One of the organizers, Freddi Caicedo,
sad it is hard for human rights activists and
families of victimsto find gpacesto remember
them. Landlords and renta agentsdon’t want
to rent thelr buildings for such a purpose.
They areafraid. Project organizersaso travel
to universities and street locations with pho-
tographs, encouraging others to share ther
own dories, to remember their own dead.
“Without remembering, the crimes will con-
tinue,” said Caicedo. But with or without re-
membering, the crimes continue.

Between 1982 and 2005 paramilitary
forces perpetrated more than 3,500 massa
cres and tole more than Sx million hectares
of land (a hectare equas two-and-a-haf
acres) in Colombia, according to Memory
Gdlery datistics. Colombia now contains
more than four million displaced persons or
internal exiles. Who was robbed? Mostly
poor farmers and indigenous groups, growing
food for their own use. Who took over the
land? Large corporations, running high-profit
mono-crop agribusiness.

Though supposedly demobilized in 2002,
paramilitary forces are il blamed for about
six hundred murders ayear. About a third of
the nationd legidature is esimated to be un-
der their contral. Also since 2002, the Na
tional Armed Forces have committed more
than 950 executions. In January 2008 done,
paramilitaries committed two massacres,
murdered eight people and “disappeared’
nine others, while the Army executed sixteen
peoplewithout benefit of any judicia process.
At least 20 union leaders have been murdered
so far thisyear.

The US government enablestheviolence,
represson and dispossesson that condtitute

Colombia s* permanent crisis” Inthe name of
fighting leftist guerillas and the war on drugs,
the US government-funded Plan Colombia
supplies the Colombian armed forces with so-
phigticated wegponry and military training.

US support funds few socid programs or
schools. Eighty percent of the Colombian
gross national product goes to war. Paramili-
tary forces do not fight narcotics traffickers,
but poor farmers. Coca eradication campaigns
poison huge tracts of land on which smal
farmers grow subsistence crops. The pseudo
drug war despails the land, forcing smdl
famersto migrateto cities, freeing up that land
for corporate control. Meanwhile illicit drug
production and export continues unabated.

Colombian activists have condemned
more than thirty prominent multi-national cor-
porations for employing paramilitaries to ha-
rass and murder workers, farmers, union lead-
ers and sudent protestors. The ligt of these
human rights abusers contains some familiar
names. Coca Cola, Chiquita Brands, Del
Monte, Nestle, Occidental Petroleum and oth-
ers. How can these companies— and the US
government — literally get away with mur-
der? US media parrot the Bush administration
line that Colombia (and the trans-nationa cor-
porations) isfighting for freedom.

Who will tell the people that the opposite
is true? Your US tax dollars support kidnap-
ping, torture and murder on amassive scaein
Colombia Eight years ago there were 70,000
oldiers in al the Colombian armed forces
combined. Now the police and military num-
ber 450,000, made up partly of digpossessed
impoverished job-seekers. As the US
outsources war to Haliburton and Blackwa
ter, Colombia does the same with
paramilitaries. In many ways Colombia seems
merely a less inhibited, because less scruti-
nized, verson of Bush America.

On aquickievigt in July — miraculoudy
coinciding with the high-profile release of
Ingrid Betancourt, three US mercenaries and
other FARC hostages — John McCan de-
cared his support for Colombian President
Alvaro Uribe, despite Uribe's scandalous hu-
man rights record, his phony, ineffectua
“war” on drugs and his attempt to subvert the
country’s judicid branch. No reporter cha-
lenged McCain or Uribe about any of it.

With US backing, on behaf of the multi-
nationa corporations, including major narco-

Colombia, continued on page 9
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ECUADOR: New Constitution Approved

By Marc Becker, Latin America
historian based in Madison, Wisconsin

October 20, 2008

On September 28, 2008, by dmost atwo-
thirds margin Ecuadorians approved the text
of anew conditution. Led by the young and
charismatic presdent Rafadl Correa, the con-
dtitution promised to bring an end to
neoliberal policies that had enriched the dlite
and impoverished the masses. “Today Ecua
dor has decided on a new nation,” Correa
declared. “The old dructures are defeated.
Thisconfirmsthecitizens revolution.”

Supporters of this “citizens revolution”
hoped that the new congtitution would lessen
inequality, foster socid justice, and bring po-
litica stability to Ecuador. When Correa as-
sumed the presidency on January 15, 2007,
he became the eighth president of this small
South American country in ten years. Over
the past decade, socid movements removed
three presidents through massive stregt pro-
tests after they campaigned on populist prom-
isesto help the poor but then ruled in favor of
the dligarchy.

Many observerswelcomed Corred selec-
tion as part of Latin America sturn to the left.
Echoing Hugo Chavez's rhetaric in Venezu-
€ela, Correaspoke of introducing socialism for
the twenty-first century. Some socia move-
ment activists, however, questioned whether
Correa was ideologicaly committed to their
leftist political agenda. Was he, they worried,
once again a populist who would opportunis-
ticaly exploit socid movement rhetoric to
gain eection only to rule in favor of the oli-
garchy whilein office?

Corred s positions sometimes placed him
a odds with others on the left. He came out
of aCatholic Socidigt tradition, which meant,
for example, that his positions on abortion
were not the same asthose of leftist feminigts.
Environmentaists opposed his sate-centered
development projects, leading to significant
tensons over mining and petroleum concerns.
Hisagrarian policiesfavored economic devel-
opment and also minimized support for smal
farmers. Many of those who alied with
Correawere from the academic and non-gov-
ernmentd organization (NGO) worlds. Socid
movements were largely excluded from the
centers of power.

Following the leads of Hugo Chavez in
Venezudla and Evo Morales in Bolivig,

Correacampaigned on the promise of caling
a condituent assembly. Chavez had lever-
aged his eection into the drafting of a new
condtitution that so thoroughly atered gov-
erning dructures that it required new elec-
tions for both congress and the presidency.
Opponents feared that Correa would Smi-
larly use this mechanism to srengthen the
executive and consolidate his politica con-
trol. Supporters, on the other hand, con-
tended that aweak executive had contributed
to politica ingtability in Ecuador.

Socid movements had repeatedly called
for anew congtitution to creste amore inclu-
svepalitical system. When Correamadethis
acentrd tenet of his campaign, those leaders
began to resent him for hijacking one of their
principle demands. In addition, while some
observers believed that Ecuador needed a
gsronger executive to solve continua prob-
lems of ingahility, many socia movement ac-
tivists saw this as a dangerous move. They
feared that heightened state power handed to
asympathetic president could just aseesily be
used againg them if conservatives regained
power. Correa, they worried, may have un-
wittingly laid the groundwork for a new
round of authoritarian governments that
could lead to disastrous results.

Correa ran as an independent for the
presidency, and created hisown AlianzaPas
(Country Alliance) party to compete for seats
in the condtituent assembly. He won 80 seets,
well more than haf of the 130 in the assem-
bly necessary to pass legidation. Correa had
the foresight to assure that decisons in the
assembly would be made by asimple mgor-
ity vote of 66, rather than a two-thirds mar-
gin that would grant more legitimacy to the
condtitutional process. This decison was
based on lessons learned from experiencesin
Venezuela and Bolivia In Venezuda,
Chavez held a mgjority in the assembly and
easlly pushed through the reformsthat he de-
sred. In Balivia, in contrast, Morales failed
to gain a controlling mgority which meant
that he was increasingly squeezed between
conservative opponents who opposed his re-
forms and his more radica supporters who
demanded quicker change.

On many key issues, Correas policies
corresponded with those of socia movement
activigs. For years, activigs had campaigned
againg the United States presence a the
Manta air base, complaining that it was a

violation of natiional sovereignty and need-
lesdy pulled Ecuador into conflicts in neigh-
boring Colombia. In office, Correa an-
nounced that he would not renew the ten-year
lease when it expired in 2009. This provison
was written directly into the condtitution with
the declaration that “Ecuador is a land of
peace’ and it would not permit the establish-
ment of military bases.

On other points, Correa had amuch more
complicated relationship with socia move-
ments. Environmental and Indigenous rights
activigs had long struggled againg mining
and resource extraction, and in particular had
launched successful campaigns againgt oil ex-
traction in the Amazon. Correa favored re-
sponsible mining endeavorsthat benefitted the
government aswell asloca communities, and
increasngly favored large-scale mining opera-
tions, though with strong state control. At-
tempting to pursue such a policy, of course,
could eeslly dienate both environmentaists
and business interests. Correa criticized the
tactics of radicd environmentalists who he
complained disrupted production that would
benefit the government.

Other environmentaists warmly em-
braced a congtitution that protected the rights
of nature. In addition, the new congtitution
guaranteed the right to information, including
public access to community-based media. It
a 5o represented gainsin aress such as educa
tion and hedthcare. It embraced a solidarity
economy that placed the interests of people
and their communities over those of capital.
The new congtitution supported food sover-
eignty, outlawed transgenic seeds, and pro-
hibited the privatization of water and the con-
centration of land holdings. It lowered the
voting age to 16, and provided for the recall
of dected officids. The vote was adso ex-
tended to legd residents, Ecuadorian immi-
grantswho had |eft the country, and members
of the armed forces.

Indigenous ectivists had long demanded
thet the first article of Ecuador’s congtitution
be rewritten to declare the “plurinationd” na-
ture of the country. For thefirst timein Latin
America, this congtitution includes this text.
Conservetives feared that the doctrine of
plurinationality would creete “quad ministates
in which the Ecuadorian state could not exer-
cise its sovereignty.” Correa, however,
wished to leave the term vaguely defined; es-
sentidly assuring that it would remain on the
level of rhetoric without any significant sub-
gtance or concrete implications.
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Ecuador, continued fron page 8

Another struggle was whether Kichwa
and other Indigenous languages would be
granted officia status. Inthe middle of afind
marathon session on July 19 to approve the
congtitutiona text, the Correa-controlled as-
sembly voted againgt this proposa. That
vote faced an immediate and viscera reac-
tion from Indigenous organizations who la-
beled the action as racist. In response, the
text was revised to read “ Spanish is the offi-
cia language of Ecuador; Spanish, Kichwa
and Shuar are officid languages for inter-
cultural relationships.”

It was this mixed bag that placed socid
movements organizationsin such adifficult
position. The most vocal and steadfast oppo-
sition to the new congtitution came from the
conservative oligarchy. The most reactionary
elements of the Catholic Church cdled for a
vote againgt the document, largely because
of its ambiguous stances on abortion laws,
same-sex marriages, and religious education.
If popular movements opposed the congtitu-
tion because it did not have everything they
wanted, they would play directly into the
hands of their traditional enemies. If they
supported it, they would strengthen the hand
of a politicad force that did not necessarily
embody their interests. They struggled to
find a way to support the constitutional
project without giving the appearance of a-
lying with the government.

Despite their disagreements with Correa,
many who were critical of the government
joined together to campaign for passage of
the condtitution. Social movements argued it
was important to defeat conservative eco-
nomic forces at the polls, and then to main-
tain pressure on the government to imple-
ment the positive gains that the congtitution
embodied. Activists embraced the September
28 vote in favor of the congtitution as their
own triumph. They declared that “the new
congtitution is the result of decades of resis-
tance and struggle of socia movements, the
Indigenous movement, and diverse sectors
of the Ecuadorian people; it does not belong
to any one person.” The new congtitution
was adtrike against neoliberalism, and repre-
sented a movement toward opening up
democretic participation.

Plansarein placeto hold new presidentia
and congressiond dections under the new
condtitution in February 2009. Having won
four eections in a row over the past two
years (the presidency, a plebiscite to convoke

a condtituent assembly, the mgjority of del-
egates in the assembly, and findly approval
for the condtitution itsalf), Correa now ap-
pears pogitioned to remain in power for two
four-year terms until 2017. Organizations
that had strongly thrown their support behind
the condtitution now face their most difficult
and serious challenge—assuring that the gains

of the new document will be implemented. It
remains an open question whether or not a
strong executive, as with Chavez in Venezu-
ela, would rule on behdf of the masses, or
whether Ecuador had entered a new round of
populist governments that will be detrimental
to popular movements. e

Colombia, continued fron page 7

traffickers, the Colombian government con-
tinues the rapacious tradition of seizing lands
and water sources which once benefitted
many, in order to enrich its own patrons, the
mighty few. Formerly amgjor sugar exporter,
Colombia must now import suger for its do-
mestic use. The huge tracts of sugar cane
here are grown now for use as bio-fues, a
more lucrdtive, if less nourishing enterprise.

A couple hours' drive outside the city of
Cdli, the picturesque town of Trujilloliesina
verdant valley, its church steeple pointing
heavenward. But Trujillo’s bucolic facade
masks a hidden horror. Over the course of
eight years, the twenty thousand residents of
this town suffered a dow-motion massacre,
the tortures, disgppearances and murders of
342 people. Mgor drug traffickers in the re-
gion dlied with the Army and Police to get
rid of anyone they wished, with no fear of
prosecution.

At the town's own memory gdlery, a
sign declares. “Trujillo, a drop of hope in a
sea of impunity.” Here too the faces of the
murdered victims — many very young —
beckon us and implicate usinther unfair des-
tinies. Severd widows, one of whom dso logt
two sons, fourteen and Sixteen, came out to
see the American vistors. Still emotiona
about their losses, they were eager — dmost
desperate — to share their sories.

Thepeople of Trujillo have begun anam-
bitious memorid project. When the Colom-
bian government offered to pay reparationsto
the town, the families of the victims bought a
largetract of land, an entire hillside, to build a
memorid. Our guide was a twenty-two year
old woman whose father was disgppeared
when she was four. At the time her pregnant
mother also had a three-year-old and an
eleven-month-old. Her father was twenty-sx
when hewas taken, dong with histwo broth-
es, patners in a carpentry business. Why
were they tortured and killed? Perhaps they
saw something they shouldn’t have. Perhaps
they complained too loudly.

TheTrujillomemorid wal windsup ahill

beside a stone path, with names and dates of
deeth or disgppearances. Children were busy
on the day of our visit, scraping and white-
washing the walls. Many of the murdered
were young: 17, 39, 26.... Villagers who
marched to demand abetter road and a hedlth
clinic were labeled agitators and murdered.
One old man, the town character, was ordered
killed by troops to prove ther loydty to ther
commanders. Nine people are included in the
memoria who died of broken hearts, after the
torture and murder of their children.

Trujillo'spriest, Father Tiberio Fernandez
Méfla, organized worker co-ops to help his
parishioners make more money. When the
disappearances began, Father Tiberio de-
nounced the kidnappings from the pulpit and
demanded the safe return of the victims. Re-
turning from a funerd, he too was detained
and disappeared, along with hisniece. Hisde-
capitated body, missing hands and feet and
genitals, was found in the river. Cali's
Memory Gdlery isnamed in hishonor.

A fdlow vistor to Trujillo, Tom
Clements, said he hoped the next US pres-
dent will tell Alvaro Uribethat Plan Colombia
will not survive, nor will any Free Trade
Agreement be sgned, until genuine repara
tions are made to the victims of sate-pro-
tected terror in Colombia, including the end of
impunity for the known perpetrators, starting
in Trujillo. Tom's idea is moraly sound, but
unlikely to happen.

The suffering, the courage and the deter-
mination of the Colombian people, in Trujillo
and Cdi and many other places, is inspira
tiond and heartbreaking. A Memory Gdlery
sign says “Neither forgiving nor forgetting,
we seek truth, justice and fundamental hedl-
ing.” The United States government and lead-
ing US corporations, too long complicit in the
spread of terror and injustice in Colombia,
should spearhead the drive for that truth, jus-
tice and hedling. They/youiwe can't daim they
don't know.

Source for Ed. Note: Mario Murillo,
Oct. 15, 2008, http://nacla.org
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To; Chama for President Committes
Fram: Latin America Solidarity Coalition (LASC) Coordinating Committes
Fe: Ls-Latin America Folicy

We are writing as the Coordinating Committee for the US-based Latin America Solidarity Coalition.
Ve represent over 2000 local and national groups of US residents working in solidarity with the
people of many parts of Latin America and the Caribbean. These groups are in all 50 states.
Thousands of our members have een exchanging visits with and working closely with different
parts of the Region. We have combined their rich experiences at four national LASC conferences
and developed analyses and plans for many crisis areas, past, present and potential future crises.
(You may visit our website at www iasolidanty.arg.)

We have studied Senator Cbhamas wide-ranging speech to the Cuban American National
Foundation, Miami, May 23, an US-Latin American relations. We were disappointed in many of the
positions he expressed as well as the fact that he chose to make them before an extreme right-wing
group whose influence on US policy toward that region is responsible for much of the deterioration
inthe LS image in Latin America. We would like to request a mesting with Sen. Obama to provide
him with our ideas for a more positive LIS policy toward our neighbors to the South. Qur hope would
be to (1) help him to keep his discussions as accurate as he would like, and (2) halp him develop a
moral and sustainable US foreign policy in the region as soon as he becomes President.

As you well know, the nations, their cultures, their political-economic situations are complex. As you
also know, over the years the LIS has made mistakes, many of which have threatened our own
goals of helping to develop good feslings alout our country among the people themselves, helping
trug democracies to develop, eliminating human rights abuses by the militaries that the LS supports
and trains, and encouraging strong economies and trade.

The positions of the LASC are:

1. Close the Westarn Hemisphere [nstitute for Security Cobperation also known as the School of

the Americas.

Close the International Law Enforcement Academy in San Salvador,

Stop funding Plan Colombia and cut off all military aid to that country.

Stop funding the Merida Initiative and the militarzation of the LS/Mexico border,

Close the Mational Endowment for Democracy and retum LISAID toits original foreign aid

mission.

Return President Aristide to Haiti, advocate freedom for all political prisoners and support the

end of the LN oocupation.

7. End beligerence toward Venezuela and other Latin American countries whose citizens have
elected left leaning governments over the past decade,

8. Endthe embargo against Cuba and normalize relations with our island neighlor,

9. Stopinitiating "Free Trade” agreements that benefit only corporations while destroying
local agriculture and fonzing Latin Americans o leave their homeland to work in the S,

10. Publically state support for the legitimate elected government of Bolivia, condemn the separatist
vionlence and take no actions to further inflame the crisis there,

11. Extradite the temorist Luis Posada Carmilles to Wenezuela, as required by extradition treaty, to
stand trial for the fatal bombing of a Cubana Aidines flight that killed 73 people.  Freethe five
Cuban anti-terrorist agents falsely convicted of espionage for infiltrating Cuban exile terrorist
groups in Miami whose repeated attacks have killed over 3,000 Cubans and foreigners in Cuba.
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We look forward to hearing from yvou about when a small delegation from the LASC can meet with
Senator Obama or senior foreign policy advisor Susan Rice. Please respond to the LASC at (202)
521 2510 ext. 205 or info@ lasolidarity.org.

sincerely, Burke Stansbury, LASC Coordinating Committee
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MEXICO: Zapatistas
Under Attack in Chiapas

All of Mexico's oppressing powers want
to stop Zapatista autonomy from surviving
and propagating elsawherein the country. The
powers in the three main politica parties
(PAN, PRD and PRI), the power of the
Army, the power of government-promoted
paramilitary groups, state and locad powersin
Chigpas and the mediahave dl joined forcesin
an offensive to wipe out the Zapatista autono-
mous communities. They caculae that thisis
the first strategic step necessary to crushing
the Zapatista National Liberation Army
(EZLN) and its liberating project. The anti-
Zgpdigaoffensve hasturned more aggressive
in 2008.

The scde of the recent military mobiliza-
tion againg the Zgpaista autonomous com-
munities hasn't been seen for years. Army, po-
lice and paramilitaries are surrounding and in-
timidating the communities, provoking them
and fabricating incidents between indigenous
people and peasants. These aren't isolated in-
cidents; theincreased armed pressureisaarm-
ing just asthelack of concern from the powers
respons blefor sopping them.

Thedarm bell is sounding and cdling for
ever-vigilant olidarity. All of uswho areinter-
ested in human rights and concerned with pre-
venting violaions of human dignity should
ralSe our voices, exposing the oppressive pow-
ers to the whole world, imagining and imple-
menting actions that guarantee the peaceful
expression of Zgpdista autonomy. And we
haveto hurry, because time is running out.

Source: Jorge Alonso Mexico
correspondent, Envio, August 2008
(Central America University).

CUBA: Hurricane and

Economic Crisis

Cubais responding postively to devasta-
tion caused by two hurricanes that hit the
country in August and September, represent-
ing itsworst natural disaster in over 50 years.
The hurricanes coincided with the current
globd financid crigs, athough experts are
not yet ready to predict what impact the glo-
bal turmoil will have on theidand nation.

After years of high growth in the
economy, Cuba faces a lot of uncertainty in
regards to its current economy, but given its
past record for ingenuity when faced with the
havoc caused by the previous hurricanes or

other disasters, Cuba has shown an uncanny
ability to prevall.

The Cuban government estimates hurri-
cane damage at $5 hillion, which is probably
low as it is based on Cuban prices which
understate costs in relaive internationa
terms. Property values are fixed in Cuba at
relatively low prices.

In anticipation of food shortages, farmers
are being supported in planting rapid-yield
food crops and Cuba passed a law dlowing
exigting farmers to receive up to 40 hectares
of unused land. People who are not farmers
are limited to a maximum of just over 13
hectares (32acres).

Recongtruction of the destroyed infra-
structure and housing will take longer. Other
sectors mogt critical to the Cuban economy,
such as pharmaceutica production, nickel,
tourism and other services were not badly
affected by the storms and will continue to
function. Inflows of family remittances from
Cuban living abroad may help to prop up
foreign reserve holdings. Externa creditsare
aso being sought and these are indications
that there may be awidening of the opening
to foreign direct investment.

Thetiming of the hurricane and the glo-
ba meltdown has certainly chalenged
Cubd sofficid ingenuity over recongtruction
and not even the experts can predict its out-
come but, given its historical record of over-
coming chalenges, it should succeed

Source: The Financial Times Limited,
Oct. 20, 2008

out success to extradite Posada for the 1976
bombing of a Cuban airline that killed more
that 70 people.

Last yearsa US Didrict Judge in El Paso
dismissed crimind immigration charges
againg Posada and currently heisliving with
his family in Miami. It appears the Bush Ad-
minigretion has again managed to save its
former CIA agent from extradition on very
seriouscrimes.

Source: El Paso Times, Aug. 15, 2008;
Cuban News Agency, Aug. 14.

HONDURAS: Joins

Venezuela's ALBA

On August 26, Honduran President
Manue Zelayajoined the Bolivarian Alterna-
tive for the Americas (ALBA), Venezudd's
aternative modd to US free trade agree-
ments. Zelaya said ALBA would help his
country tackle chronic poverty. His an-
nouncement was quite surprisng because
Honduras has been alongtime dly of the US
and a member of CAFTA, the Centrd
Americaand US trade pact.

“Our decades-long relaionship of domi-
nance by the United States has not benefited
al Hondurans. Thewar between communists
and right-wingers is over, and if what we
have now is not giving results, we have to
turn to aternatives like ALBA,” which aso
includes Cuba, Bolivia, Nicaragua and
Dominica, Zdlayasad.

Source: Reuters, Aug. 26, 2008

PANAMA: Posada to

Stand Trial in US

Bardly three days &fter Panamd's Vice
President Samuel Navarro confirmed thet his
country plans to gpply for the extradition of
terrorist Luis Posada Carriles, the US Court
of gppedsin New Orleans, which hasbroken
records in its downess in congdering the
case, suddenly ordered that Posada Carriles
be tried in El Paso on immigration fraud
charges. According to the El Paso Times, a
three-judge panel of the 50 Circuit Court of
gppeds determined that Posada should be
brought to trid on charges of lying to federa
authorities in his attempt to gain US citizen-
ship.

Panamanian authorities wanted Posada
Carrilesto gtand trid for planning to assass-
nate Cuban leader Fidd Cadtro & a public
meeting in 2000. Venezuda atempted with-

HAITI: UN Extends
Mandate

On October 11, the Security Council of
the United Nations extended the stabilization
Mission in Haiti (MINUSTAH), recognizing
the impact that civil disturbances in April
(food riots) and the recent devastating hurri-
cane season have had on the country’ s stabil-
ity and security. The UN Council decided to
maintain the mission’stroop strength a 7,060
aong with apolice component of 2,091. Inits
resol ution the Security Council welcomed the
recent formation of the government of Prime
Minigter Michele Pierre-Louis, while encour-
aging “dl rdevant Haitian palitica, socid and
economic actors to strengthen democratic
didogue and forge the widest and most inclu-
sve possible consensus”

Source: UN Daily News, Oct. 14, 2008
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Delegations for 2009

El Salvador January 12-20

Election Observer-Mayoral and-Legislative
Assembly. Spanish is not necessary. $650-$750
from San Salvador Contact Task Force’s Sue
415/453-5810,-sseverin@igc.org;
www.cis-elsalvador.org

Cuba February 8-18
“Change, Challenge, Solidarity and all that

Jazz,” Unlicensed trip. $1895 from Cancun.

Contact Erno 415/457-9528,
ersh2000@yahoo:com. Sponsored by -
California Cuba Cultural Exchange.

Paraguay March 6-15

Explore Resistance to Multinational Agro-
business and Human Rights Issues on our
first delegation after 60 years of one party
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rule. $1000 from Asuncion Contact Dale
415/924-3227, geodalel@earthlink.net, Co-
sponsored by Task Force on the Americas
and SOA Watch.

El Salvador March 9-17

Election Observer - Presidential. Spanish is
not necessary, $650-$750 from San Salvador.
Contact Sue 415-453-5810, sseverin@igc.org.
For more information check out
www:.cis-elsalvador.org

US/Mexico Border April 20-26

Immigration Realities. $750 from Tucson
Arizona. Contact Dale 415-924-3227,
geodalel@earthlink.net. Co-sponsored by
Borderlinks-and Task Force on the Americas.
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