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2005 Commercial Highlights
A sampling of some United States-based companies and their direct and indirect commercial relationships with non-United States-based companies that have commercial relationships with entities within the Republic of Cuba; and United States-based companies and their direct and indirect commercial relationships with entities within the Republic of Cuba; and other commercial relationships and commercially-relevant matters.

SECRETARY OF STATE RICE COMMENTS ON CUBA- On 25 March 2005, during an interview with representatives of the Washington, D.C.-based The Washington Post newspaper, The Honorable Condoleezza Rice, Secretary of State of the United States, provided the following answers to questions:

	QUESTION: I was just going to ask about Cuba now that Cuba has a steady supply of Venezuelan oil, maybe there's some Cuban oil out there and any sort of change internally looks less likely, at least to me, than in many years. Are you conducting any review of policy? 

SECRETARY RICE: We had a major review to the policy which result was this commission on a free Cuba that Colin chaired last, about 18 months ago. And it stands as a pretty good document about how to think about this.  The problem with Cuba is that there isn't much room for the engagement really of whatever may be bubbling in Cuba. There just isn't much room. And what room there is, like the couple of projects that have come up over the last couple of years, Castro has managed to cut off.  One of the most interesting aspects of this is about two years ago the president basically made a proposal, which was that we would start trying to improve, we would not wait, we would start to try to improve U.S.-Cuban relations if they would just start to move along the democratic path, have parliamentary elections that are free and fair.  And Castro responded to that by cracking down again on dissidents. So our view has been, given the facts of the case, the idea that somehow engaging Cuba is going to have an impact on that domestic structure is just, there's no evidence that that is going to be the case. And so, you know, they continue to be isolated from the OAS. It's true that they have better relations with Venezuela, but other than the personal relationship between Fidel Castro and Hugo Chavez, I'm not really sure what Cuba has to give to the Venezuelan people. We'll see. 


TSRA EXPORT UPDATE- The following is an update for exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba relating to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products (commodities) from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.
	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2005-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	      Sub-Total 2005
	US$30,470,181.00 (January)
	29th (of 210)

	     Total 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$822,315,724.00
	


Journalists continue to reference a “contracted” value of US$1.2 billion for the period 2001 through 2004 and, perhaps, including unspecified months of 2005, provided by Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX).  Alimport has provided no data to support this value and, thus, the only accurate value is that from reported completed transactions, US$822,315,724.00.
SENATOR BAUCUS ISSUES STATEMENT REGARDING OFAC AND TSRA- On 24 March 2005, The Honorable Max Baucus (D- Montana), a member of the United States Senate, issued the following statement with respect to the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., and the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products (commodities) from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.

	Baucus Comments on New Treasury Rule on U.S. Agricultural Sales to Cuba

	(WASHINGTON, D.C.)  Today, U.S. Senator Max Baucus, Ranking Member of the Senate Finance Committee, issued the following statement concerning a new rule the Treasury Department is implementing today that threatens the sale of U.S. agricultural products to Cuba.  The new rule will require U.S. agricultural exporters to receive payment in advance of shipment of their goods, rather than payment in advance of release of title and physical control of the goods as has been the practice since Congress first authorized U.S. agricultural sales to Cuba in the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act in 2000.  Last month, Senator Baucus joined with Senator Larry Craig, (R-Idaho), Pat Roberts (R-Kan.), chairman of the Senate Intelligence Committee, and Senator Richard Lugar (R-Ind.), chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, to introduce legislation that eases restrictions on agricultural sales to Cuba and overturns the new Treasury rule.  The bill now has 30 cosponsors.         

	The statement follows: "Today, a new Treasury rule takes effect that changes the payment terms of U.S. agricultural sales to Cuba.  The new rule violates Congressional intent and threatens what had been a rapidly growing new market for U.S. agricultural products.  As of today, any open contracts—including contracts for the sale of $3 million worth of Montana wheat and peas negotiated months ago—will have to be renegotiated or abandoned, because the rule changes the terms of sale.  The new rule will add cost and risk to the deals and could make U.S. exporters less competitive in the Cuban market than foreign vendors.  "Government bureaucrats have no business shutting out American farmers and ranchers of this promising new market.  The United States faces a vanishing agricultural trade surplus, and U.S. farm programs face increasing pressure from the budget axe.  We should welcome new markets.  Last year alone, the Cuban market was worth nearly $400 million.  Cuba went from being our 226th largest agricultural export market in 2000 – dead last – to being our 25th largest agricultural export markets market in 2004.  "When word first got out that the administration was considering changing the rules on U.S. agricultural sales to Cuba, many farm state members of Congress on both sides of the aisle objected.  To make clear how serious I was, I warned that I would block significant Treasury nominees that come before the Senate if Treasury made the rule change.  Treasury made the rule change regardless, and it goes into effect today.  I will not sit idly by as the bureaucrats at Treasury overturn the will of Congress.  I have said in the past, and it remains true today, that I will lift my hold when I feel confident that U.S. agricultural sales to Cuba can continue as they have without incident for the last several years."


 
CUBA DECREASES VISITOR ARRIVAL PROJECTION FOR 2005- On 18 March 2005, a representative of the Ministry of Tourism of the Republic of Cuba (MINTUR) reported that visitor arrivals in 2005 would be 2.3 million.  In January 2005, MINTUR projected 2.5 million visitor arrivals for 2005, compared to 2,048,578 in 2004.  According to MINTUR, approximately 450,000 of the Republic of Cuba’s total reported workforce of approximately 4.5 million are in tourism-related entities.  There are differences between tourist arrivals reported by MINTUR; Madrid, Spain-based World Tourism Organization (WTO), of which the government of the Republic of Cuba is a member; and by the St. Michael, Barbados-based Caribbean Tourism Organization (CTO), of which the Republic of Cuba is a member.  Before 1959, 85% of tourists visiting the Republic of Cuba were United States citizens.  

	Year
	Visitor Arrivals (Reported By Cuba)
	Visitor Arrivals (CTO)
	Visitor Arrivals (WTO)

	2005
	2,300,000 to 2,500,000 (projected)
	
	

	2004
	2,048,578
	
	

	2003
	1,900,000
	1,894,746
	

	2002
	1,683,716
	1,686,162
	

	2001
	1,774,541
	1,774,500
	

	2000
	1,773,986
	1,774,000
	1,772,488

	1999
	1,602,781
	1,602,800
	1,561,000

	1998
	1,415,832
	1,415,800
	1,390,000

	1997
	1,170,083
	1,170,100
	1,153,000

	1996
	1,004,336
	1,004,300
	999,000

	1995
	745,495
	762,700
	742,000

	1994
	619,218
	617,300
	617,000

	1993
	546,023
	544,100
	544,000

	1992
	460,610
	460,600
	455,000

	1991
	424,041
	424,000
	418,000

	1990
	340,329
	
	327,000

	1985
	250,000
	
	240,500


UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI PUBLISHES REPORT ON MILITARY PARTICIPATION IN THE ECONOMY- The Coral Gables, Florida-based Cuba Transition Project (CTP) within the Institute For Cuban & Cuban-American Studies at the University of Miami has published, in Cuba Facts (Issue 9- March 2005) a report focusing upon the role of the Revolutionary Armed Forces of the Republic of Cuba in the Republic of Cuba.  According to the CTP, “Cuba Facts is an ongoing series of succinct fact sheets on various topics, including, but not limited to, political structure, health, economy, education, nutrition, labor, business, foreign investment, and demographics, published and updated on a regular basis by the Cuba Transition Project staff.”

	During the past few years, the Cuban military has taken an unprecedented role in running the economy on the island. The loss of Soviet subsidies, the need to bring order to a crumbling economy and to provide a role for a military hitherto involved in international activities has accelerated this trend.  Significant components of the economy are now directly under military control or run by present or former military officers. Even the most dynamic, typically civilian-dominated sectors of the economy are managed by and directly benefit the armed forces: tourism, agricultural products, tobacco, import-export services, technology and telecommunications, construction, free trade zones and manufacturing all have significant military presence.  322 of Cuba’s largest enterprises, a group with strong associations with the military, accounted for 89% of exports, 59% of tourism earnings, 24% of service revenues, 60% of hard currency wholesale transactions, 66% of hard currency retail sales, and employed 20% of state workers.(1)

	The principal economic entities and sectors under military control include: GAESA (Grupo de Administración Empresarial, S.A.) is the main holding company of the Ministry of the Revolutionary Armed Forces (MINFAR) and includes: Gaviota S.A. (Tourism): Brig. Gen. Luis Pérez Róspide; Aero Gaviota (Air Carrier/Tourism): Col. José Manuel Borges Vivó; Cubanacán (Tourism): Manuel Vila; Tecnotex (Import/Export): Lt. Col. Rene Rojas Rodríguez; Almacenes Universal (Free Zones in Wajay, Mariel, Cienfuegos, Santiago): Miguel Angel Hernández Armas; Almest (Tourism Real Estate): David Pereira Pérez; Antex (Technical Assistance): Carlos Santiago Martínez Rodríguez; Agrotex (Agriculture and Cattle); Sasa S.A. (Automobile Repair, Auto Parts): Antonio Luis Choong Estupiñan; División Financiera (Tiendas para la Recuperación de Divisas (TRDs) or “Dollar Stores”): Alexis Mejías Zamarión; Sermar (Exploration of Cuban Territorial Waters, Naval Repairs): Capt. Luis Beltrán Fraga Artileso;  GeoCuba (Cartography, Real Estate, Mining Interests): Col. Eladio Fernández Cívico; Complejo Histórico-Militar Morro Cabaña (Military museums, monuments): Col. Hermán Washington; Union of Military Industry (UIM): Col. Luis Bernal León.  The UIM encompasses 230 factories and companies. It is estimated that 32 percent of its production is for civilian sectors of the economy, while over 75 percent of all repairs and spare parts for civilian use came from military enterprises. (2)

	Habanos, S.A.: Col. Oscar Basulto Torres.  The exclusive distributor of Cuba’s famed cigars is run by Col. Oscar Basulto Torres. Habanos, S.A. controls approximately 30% of the worldwide premium market with an average growth in sales of 22% from 1995-1999. Sales in 2004 were reported at approximately $300 million dollars. (3)

	Comercio Interior, Mercado Exterior (CIMEX): Dr. Eduardo Bencomo Zurdo, President; Enrique Sentmanat, Vice-President (Military affiliated and staffed).  Holding company dealing originally in import/export, which has expanded to dollar retail establishments (including supermarkets, fast food, photo developing, car washes, service stations), credit processing, rental car service, travel agency, real estate, and cable and satellite television provision services. Annual revenues have been reported in 2003 at $700 million dollars. (4)

	Citrus Industry: Gen. Rigoberto García Fernández (Chief of Youth Labor Army).  The largest agricultural crop behind sugar and tobacco and a large source of revenues. A joint venture between the Cuban government, largely organized by the Youth Labor Army (EJT), a militarized reserve workforce, and Israeli BM.

	Instituto Nacional de la Reserva Estatal (INRE): Brig. Gen. Moisés Sio Wong.  Oversees the national strategic reserves (material, financial, military) in case of emergency as stipulated in Article 128 of the Law of National Defense, 1994.

	Grupo de la Electrónica: Comandante de la Revolución Ramiro Valdés Menéndez.  Supervises numerous enterprises, the most notable being Copextel, S.A., a technology holding company comprised of over forty commercial ventures involved in anything from computer software, Internet service, small appliances, cellular telephones, restaurants, catering, and entertainment management.

	Ministry of Tourism (MINTUR): Col. Manuel Marrero Cruz.  Tourism has become the most important sector of the Cuban economy. 2004 revenues estimated at $2.4 billion dollars. (5)

	Ministry of Civil Aviation: Gen. Rogelio Acevedo González

	Ministry of Sugar (MINAZ): Gen. Ulises Rosales del Toro

	Ministry of Construction (MINCONS): Fidel Fernando Figueroa (FAR-trained engineer)

	Notes: 1. Espinosa, Juan Carlos and Harding II, Robert C., “Olive Green Parachutes and Slow Motion Piñatas: The Cuban Armed Forces in the Economy and in Transition,” unpublished manuscript.  2. Mora, Frank, “A Comparative Study of Civil-Military Relations in China and Cuba: The Effects of Bingshang,” Armed Forces and Society, Winter 2002.  3. Frank, Marc, “A feast for smokers at Cuba’s social event of year,” Financial Times, February 24, 2005.  4. Johns, Melissa, “Foreign Investment in Cuba: Assessing the Legal Landscape,” Boletín Mexicano de Derecho Comparado, no. 106, 2003.  5. Frank, Marc, “Cuba hits target of 2 million tourists,” Reuters, December 26, 2004. 


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 10 March 2005 to 17 March 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

10 March 2005 To 17 March 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	195,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	195,000

metric tons

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	16,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	
	
	5,000

metric tons
	

	Durum
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	5,000

metric tons

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	230,000

metric tons
	125,600

metric tons
	201,600

metric tons
	259,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	27,000

metric tons
	35,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	30,500

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	27,300

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	
	11,700

metric tons
	29,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	20,000

metric tons
	37,000

metric tons
	30,200

metric tons
	48,700

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,500

running bales
	900

running bales
	4,400

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	1,700

running bales

	Totals
	520,000 metric tons;2,500 bales
	407,600 metric tons;900 bales
	678,300 metric tons;4,400 bales
	766,900  metric tons;2,000 bales
	200,000 metric

tons;1,700 bales


VIETNAM REPORTS RICE EXPORTS TO CUBA FOR 2005- The government of Vietnam reported that rice exports to the Republic of Cuba in 2005 are expected to be 425,000 metric tons of rice (100,000 metric tons of 15% broken rice and 325,000 metric tons of 25% broken rice), compared to 449,224 metric tons of 25% broken rice in 2004, which was an increase of approximately 50% compared with 2003.  The government of Vietnam provides the government of the Republic of Cuba with payment terms (reportedly void of interest) of approximately 540 days to 720 days.  Alimport purchases 25% broken rice for distribution to Republic of Cuba nationals through the national ration system (six pounds of rice per month for .25 Centavos (approximately US$.01) per pound.

	Year
	Vietnam Rice Exports To Cuba
	China Rice Exports To Cuba

	2005
	425,000 metric tons (projected)
	not reported

	2004
	449,224 metric tons
	not reported

	2003
	300,056 metric tons
	not reported

	2002
	275,627 metric tons
	216,282 metric Tons

	2001
	286,928 metric Tons
	195,922 metric Tons

	2000
	166,774 metric Tons
	225,510 metric Tons

	1999
	150,000 metric Tons
	226,933 metric Tons


Rice is the favored staple of Republic of Cuba nationals and consumption is estimated at a minimum 700,000 metric tons annually.  The government of the Republic of Cuba reported total rice production and imports were as follows, in metric tons:
	Year
	2002 (estimate)
	2001
	2000
	1999
	1998
	1997
	1996
	1995

	Imports
	588,809*
	482,850
	392,549
	448,787
	310,060
	290,564
	338,021
	335,938

	Production
	320,000
	325,539
	305,897
	368,633
	280,412
	418,848
	368,616
	222,846

	Total
	908,809
	777,086
	698,446
	817,420
	590,472
	709,412
	706,637
	558,784

	*Includes imports from Vietnam, People’s Republic of China, and the United States


	United States Rice Exports To The Republic Of Cuba

	Year
	2005 (January)
	2004
	2003
	2002

	U.S. Dollar Value
	US$2,662,922.00
	US$64,042,268.00
	US$10,778,311.00
	US$6,266,281.00

	Metric Tons
	9,958.2
	176,620.6
	87,658.5
	55,214.4


IRS REQUESTED TO INVESTIGATE “PRIVATE BENEFITS” OF CUBA ORGANIZATION- The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., and other entities, have been requested to investigate whether officers and members of the board of directors of the a new business organization focusing upon the Republic of Cuba are violating regulations with respect to the receipt of private benefits.  A result could be a revocation of the 501(c)(6) status, if such status has been received; issues relating to the Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC), for publicly-held companies that are members of the organization; and issues relating to the Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA) administered by the United States Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., for members of the organization and for officers and directors of the organization.  

	According to the IRS, “Section 501(c)(3) provides that the assets of an organization cannot inure to the benefit of private shareholders or individuals.”  


As of 26 March 2005, on the Internet site of the organization, there is “Links” listing.  Under the section “NON-GOVERNMENT ORGANIZATIONS” the first link is to “Cuba Business Consultants” which does not identify consultants.  Rather, the link goes directly to the Internet site of one consultant- the president of the organization.  No other consultants are listed, although the first link uses the word “consultants.”

	As of 26 March 2005, on the Internet home page of the organization, The third highlighted listing is a link to a document, “DOING BUSINESS IN CUBA: LESSONS LEARNED,” which, when accessed, links to “DOING BUSINESS IN CUBA and LESSONS LEARNED by [name], President of [consulting company name] and [name of organization].  The name of the consulting organization is highlighted with a direct link to the consulting company.

	In January 2005, the Internet site of the organization included the following: “Special Consulting: Agreement with [consultant’s company] to provide specialized consulting services at special fees for the Association and its members.   Members with specific consulting service requirements can contract with [consultant’s company] for such services as assistance with U.S. Government travel and export licenses, assistance with trips to Cuba, and other services of an individual company nature.”


According to the 12 January 2005 memorandum from the consultant, membership to the board of directors of the organization is for sale- which should be construed as a violation of good corporate governance.  Members of a board of directors for a not-for-profit business organization should be elected on the basis of qualifications, not whether there is a payment.  By definition, a membership-based not-for-profit organization is responsible to its membership and, thus, all members “have a voice.”  According to the consultant’s memorandum: “Special Board Membership:  For an annual  fee of $4,500, the member will be invited to sit on the USCTA Board of Directors and/or Advisors and  have a voice in the management and direction of the U.S.-Cuba Trade Association.”  [NOTE: appearance of text has not been changed from what was published in the consultant’s memorandum.]  
	During the last several years, not-for-profit organizations have been subject to increasing federal, state, and local scrutiny.  Given that there have been documented instances of what could be construed as unethical behavior by an officer of the new business organization focusing upon the Republic of Cuba, one would reasonably expect that members of the organization would have concern and that companies considering becoming a member of the organization would have legal counsel thoroughly investigate the allegations before committing funds to the organization.   

	However, there is a unique divergence between examples of possible unethical behavior and the level of concern with respect to the organization.  The more examples that are documented, the more members the organization obtains.  A disturbing conclusion may include that an embrace of the organization is deemed more important than the behavior of the organization due to the influence of the government of the Republic of Cuba.  Thus, perhaps, a direct correlation between support for the organization and transactions with the government of the Republic of Cuba.   


The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not believe it is appropriate for a director, officer, employee, or advisor of a not-for-profit organization to seek, provide, or direct revenue producing activity to an entity controlled or affiliated with a director, officer, employee, or advisor of the organization.  Relevant agencies of the United States government believe such activities (private benefits) inconsistent with not-for-profit purposes.
	The presidency of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council is a non-compensated position and the current president neither provides Republic of Cuba-related consulting services nor has financial relationships with Republic of Cuba-related service providers.]  


In the opinion of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, it is unethical for a consultant focusing upon one country to at the same time be the primary officer/director of a not-for-profit organization focusing upon the same country.  Information and access available to the president/officers/directors of a national business organization is often proprietary, competitive, and far more valuable than information provided to individual consultants.  There is an inherent conflict of interest.  There is a debasing of the legitimacy of the organization.  

	“No other not-for-profit organization within the United States has provided more information, without compensation, about the Republic of Cuba than has the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council.  The organization has an educational mandate which is taken seriously.” 


When a member of a not-for-profit business organization seeks guidance from the president of the organization, the member need not fear whether 1) information provided to the president will be used by the president for personal gain and/or 2) information provided to the member will be used by the president for personal gain.  Why would anyone want to place an organization in such a position?  The not-for-profit statute is not intended a) to mask the provision of private benefits to officers and directors of the organization; b) use member-funded assets for personal gain and c) they should not be consultancies in disguise.  Individuals accepting the reins of a not-for-profit organization do so with a measure of altruism, not with an expressed purpose of expecting monetary gain for themselves and their associates.  

	There have been reports that representatives of the government of the Republic of Cuba have “directed” United States-based companies to become members of the new business organization focusing upon the Republic of Cuba if the companies seek to either obtain transactions or retain transactions authorized by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products (commodities) from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  There have been reports that United States-based companies have become members of the organization for the specific purpose of obtaining or retaining commercial transactions with the government of the Republic of Cuba.  If accurate, there would be a question as to the governance of the organization- whether officers and/or directors of the organization are controlled, directly or indirectly, by the government of the Republic of Cuba, which might necessitate registration under the Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA)


From the United States Department of Justice: The purpose of FARA is to insure that the American public and its law makers know the source of information (propaganda) intended to sway public opinion, policy, and laws.  Q. What constitutes an agent?  A. An agent of a Foreign principal is any individual or organization which acts at the order, request, or under the direction or control of a foreign principal, or whose activities are directed by a foreign principal who: 1. engages in political activities, or 2. acts in a public relations capacity for a foreign principal, or 3. solicits or dispenses any thing of value within the United States for a foreign principal, or 4. who represents the interests of a foreign principal before any agency or official of the U.S. government.  Q. How does the Act work?  A. 1. The Act requires every agent of a foreign principal to register with the Department of Justice and file forms outlining its agreements with, income from, and expenditures on behalf of the foreign principal. These forms are public records and must be supplemented every six months.  2. The Act also requires that informational materials (formerly propaganda) be labeled with a conspicuous statement that the information is provided by the agents on behalf of the foreign principal. The agent must provide copies of such materials to the Attorney General.  3. Any agent testifying before a committee of Congress must furnish the committee with a copy of his most recent registration statement.  4. The agent must keep records of all his activities and permit the Attorney General to inspect them.  
Q. When does one register?  A. One must register within ten days of agreeing to become an agent and before performing any activities for the foreign principal.  Q. Does the Act limit an agent's lobbying and publishing informational materials (propaganda) for a Foreign principal?  A. No, the Act requires only registration.  Q. Are there criminal penalties for violating the Act?  A. Yes, failure to register, keep accounts, mark informational materials, provide a congressional committee with a copy of the agent's most recent registration, and agreeing to a contingent fee are crimes.  
	While representatives of the government of the Republic of Cuba publicly profess their neutrality with respect to consultant or organization selectivity, the government of the Republic of Cuba does seem to embrace those whom it can control, directly or indirectly, as confirmed through statements or actions.  For example, a statement by a consultant: “CIMEX [Republic of Cuba government-operated Corporacion Cimex S.A.] and all these entities I mentioned operate as free from Government control and oversight as any private sector firm in any country in the world. They borrow on the international financial markets for their own account, they are audited by leading Western accounting firms, and they are flexible to undertake any business deal they want.”  An individual familiar with the statements and the consultant, said, “I never understood that Cuba government-owned companies including Cimex, Cubanacan, Gaviota, Habanos, Cubana, etc., which exist in a centrally-planned economy, operate so similarly to General Electric, General Motors, Microsoft, Target, Time Warner, and other United States-based companies.  Gaviota, for example, is owned by the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Cuba.  The statements by the consultant are astonishing in their ignorance- most important, however, is the motive behind the statements… to whom was the consultant seeking to cur favor?”  This consultant is embraced by the government of the Republic of Cuba.

	Some companies have reported that representatives of the government of the Republic of Cuba have stated that they, the companies, have received fewer contracts due to the perception that they are not more actively engaged in advocacy.


TSRA EXPORT UPDATE- The following is an update for exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba relating to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products (commodities) from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.
	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2005-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	      Sub-Total 2005
	US$30,470,181.00 (January)
	29th (of 210)

	     Total 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$822,315,724.00
	


SENATOR CHAMBLISS OF GEORGIA INTRODUCES TSRA PAYMENT LEGISLATION- On 17 March 2005, The Honorable Saxby Chambliss (R- Georgia), a member of the United States Senate, introduced S. 634, legislation designed to codify the payment process relating to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  

	Senator Chambliss is Chairman of the Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee of the United States Senate. 


The legislation does not address an issue of significance to United States-based companies that have exported products to the Republic of Cuba- direct correspondent banking, which, if permitted would result in substantial efficiencies (funds could be receive for payment within hours instead of days) and financial savings (decreased banking fees) for United States-based companies.  

	On 22 February 2005, the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury of Washington, D.C., issued revised payment terms relating to the TSRA which had been in effect since December 2001 to define “payment of cash in advance” as required by the TSRA.  The OFAC will no longer permit “cash against documents” when the process equates to products existing the jurisdiction of the United States in advance of receipt of payment by the United States-based exporter or the designated agent of the United States-based exporter.  The OFAC will permit the use of irrevocable letters of credit, which both United States-based companies and Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), have agreed to use for transactions.  

	Alimport will continue to purchase food products and agricultural products from United States-based companies due to the stated goal of influencing the political process in the United States.  Alimport will continue to seek to purchase food products and agricultural products from small-sized and medium-sized United States-based companies as they, the companies, are more likely to receive attention of representatives of the public sector (federal, state, and local) and of the media (national, state, and local).  There is a direct correlation between from whom Alimport purchases and level of opposition to United States law and regulations by the United States-based exporter- the more vocal a company is, the more business the company will receive- even at the expense of price.


On 9 February 2005, The Honorable Larry Craig (R- Idaho), a member of the United States Senate, introduced S. 328, which does address the issue of direct correspondent banking and other TSRA-related issues.  This legislation has the support of thirty members of the one hundred-member United States Senate.  The text of the legislation introduced by Senator Chambliss:

	109TH CONGRESS

1ST SESSION S. ll

To amend the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 to clarify allowable payment terms for sales of agricultural commodities and products to Cuba.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr. CHAMBLISS introduced the following bill; which was read twice and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations

A BILL

To amend the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 to clarify allowable payment terms for sales of agricultural commodities and products to Cuba.  Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. CLARIFICATION OF PAYMENT TERMS FOR SALES OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES AND PRODUCTS TO CUBA.

Section 908(b)(1)(A) of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7207(b)(1)(A)) is amended by inserting before the period at the end the following: ‘‘, which in this subsection means the payment by the purchaser of an agricultural commodity or product and the receipt of the payment by the seller prior to— ‘‘(i) the transfer of title of the commodity or product to the purchaser; and ‘‘(ii) the release of control of the commodity or product to the purchaser.’’.


The Honorable Jo Ann Emerson (R- 8th District, Missouri) is expected to introduce identical legislation to S. 634 in the United States House of Representatives so as to limit potential changes in the legislation during the potential conference committee process.  Generally, legislation passed by each chamber of the United States Congress is more immune to change if the legislation is identical (including punctuation).  Representative Emerson visited the Republic of Cuba in April 2001, January 2002, and in March 2003.  
	Reportedly, Senator Chambliss introduced the legislation at the urging of Georgia-based poultry interests and companies.  Reportedly, Senator Chambliss was convinced that certain, although unspecified, provisions of S. 328 might be problematic.  Generally, Republic of Cuba-focused legislation has failed in the United States Congress due, in part, to a) a multitude of bills which results in a dispersion of support and b) differing language amongst the bills which more enhances opportunities to disrupt agreement during the conference committee process between the United States Senate and the United States House of Representatives.  Generally, legislation passed by each chamber of the United States Congress is more immune to change if the legislation is identical (including punctuation).  Unfortunately, with respect to Republic of Cuba-focused legislation, there are often member-marketing and fundraising considerations which supersede sound strategy.   

	Representatives of the United States business community are concerned that identical legislation introduced on 9 February 2005 in the United States Senate and in the United States House of Representatives (also co-sponsored by Representative Emerson, on 10 March 2005), with the combined support of 46 members of the United States Congress would be jeopardized by the legislation introduced by Senator Chambliss.


SENATOR CRAIG OF IDAHO TSRA LEGISLATION HAS 29 CO-SPONSORS- On 9 February 2005, The Honorable Larry Craig (R- Idaho), a member of the United States Senate, introduced S. 328, legislation designed to remove transactional impediments within the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The legislation is a corrective technical measure.  On 9 February 2005, The Honorable Jerry Moran (R- 1st District, Kansas) introduced H.R. 719 in the United States House of Representatives.  H.R. 719 has identical language to S. 328 so as to limit potential changes in the legislation during the potential conference committee process.  Generally, legislation passed by each chamber of the United States Congress is more immune to change if the legislation is identical (including punctuation).   
	Senator Craig is a member of the Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development and Related Agencies of the Committee on Appropriations of the United States Senate.  

	Senator Craig and The Honorable C.L. Otter (R- Idaho, 1st District), a member of the United States House of Representatives, visited the Republic of Cuba in February 2004 with representatives from fifteen Idaho-based agricultural associations and Idaho-based companies, during which they signed a US$10 million “advocacy agreement” with Alimport.


	Agricultural Export Facilitation Act of 2005 (Introduced in Senate)

S 328 IS

109th CONGRESS

1st Session

S. 328

To facilitate the sale of United States agricultural products to Cuba, as authorized by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

February 9, 2005

Mr. CRAIG (for himself, Mr. BAUCUS, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. LUGAR, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. TALENT, Mr. ENZI, Mr. CHAFEE, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. THUNE, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs. LINCOLN, Mr. DORGAN, Mr. NELSON of Nebraska, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. PRYOR, Ms. LANDRIEU, and Mr. HARKIN) introduced the following bill; which was read twice and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 

A BILL

To facilitate the sale of United States agricultural products to Cuba, as authorized by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the `Agricultural Export Facilitation Act of 2005'.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) Findings- Congress makes the following findings:

(1) The export sector of United States agriculture makes an important positive contribution to this country's trade balance.

(2) The total value of United States exports of agricultural products shipped to Cuba since 2000 when such sales were first authorized by Congress is approximately $1,000,000,000, including transportation, port fees, and insurance costs. In December 2001, Cuba purchased approximately $4,300,000 in food and agricultural products. In 2002, Cuba purchased approximately $138,600,000 in food and agricultural products. In 2003, Cuba purchased approximately $256,900,000 in food and agricultural products. In 2004, Cuba purchased approximately $380,000,000 in food and agricultural products. Cuba ranked at the bottom of 226 agricultural export markets for United States companies in 2001; ranked 50th of 226 in 2002; ranked 35th of 219 in 2003; and ranked approximately 25th of 228 in 2004. Cuba is therefore an important source of revenue for United States agriculture and its affiliated industries, such as manufacturers and distributors of value-added food products.

(3) To be competitive in sales to Cuban purchasers, United States exporters of agricultural products and their representatives, including representatives of United States air or sea carriers, ports and shippers, must have ready and reliable physical access to Cuba. Such access is currently uncertain because, under existing regulations, United States exporters and their representatives must apply for and receive special Treasury Department licenses to travel to Cuba to engage in sales-related activities. The issuance of such licenses is subject to both administrative delays and periodic denials. A blanket statutory authorization for sales and transport-related travel to Cuba by United States exporters will remove the current bureaucratic impediment to agricultural product sales endorsed by Congress when it passed the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000.

(4) On many occasions United States visas have been delayed and often denied to prospective Cuban purchasers of products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000. The result has been that family farmers and other small producers and distributors of agricultural products who lack the resources to fund sales delegations to Cuba have been denied access to potential purchasers in that country. A simple solution is for the Department of State to issue visas to Cuban nationals who demonstrate an itinerary of meetings with prospective United States exporters of products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000. In addition, visas should be issued to Cuban phytosanitary inspectors who require entry into the United States to conduct on-premise inspections of production and processing facilities and the products of potential United States exporters.

(5) The Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 requires `payment of cash in advance' for United States agricultural exports to Cuba. Some Federal agencies responsible for the implementation of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 have expressed the view that `cash in advance' requires that payment be received by a United States exporter in advance of shipment of goods to Cuba. Indeed, late last year payments due United States exporters from purchasers in Cuba were frozen in United States banks while the terms of those payments were reviewed unnecessarily. This action by the Department of the Treasury has created a climate of commercial uncertainty that has inhibited agricultural sales under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 to Cuba.

(6) There is nothing in either the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 itself or its legislative history to support the view that Congress intended payment to be made in advance of the shipment of goods from this country to Cuba. It was and is the intent of Congress that a seller of a product authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 receive payment only before a Cuban purchaser takes physical possession of that product.

(7) At present it is the policy of the United States Government to prohibit direct payment between Cuban and United States financial institutions. As a result, Cuban purchasers of products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 must route their payments through third country banks that charge a fee for this service. Allowing direct payments between Cuban and United States financial institutions will permit the United States exporters to receive payment directly to their financial institutions within hours instead of days and will eliminate an unnecessary transactional fee, thereby allowing Cuban purchasers to purchase more United States origin agricultural products.

(8) Trademarks and trade names are vital assets of the United States companies that export branded food products, including those who today or in the future may sell such products to Cuba under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000. Hundreds of United States companies have registered their trademarks in Cuba in order to ensure the exclusive right to use those trademarks when the United States trade embargo on that country is lifted. Moreover, following the enactment of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000, many United States companies are today exporting branded food products to Cuba where they hope to establish their brands with Cuban purchasers in order to benefit from current sales under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000, as well as position themselves for the larger post-embargo market for United States goods in Cuba.

(9) Sales to Cuba of branded products of United States companies contribute to the livelihoods of American workers and the balance sheets of United States businesses. Those sales depend on the security of United States trademarks and trade names protected in Cuba by reciprocal treaties and agreements for the protection of intellectual property. Among such treaties and agreements are the Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPS) and the Inter-American Convention for Trademark and Commercial Protection.

(10) The United States District Court for the Southern District of New York ruled that section 211 of the Department of Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 abrogates, with respect to Cuba, the Inter-American Convention on Trademarks and Commercial Protection. The court's ruling was affirmed by the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit.

(11) Cuba's international remedy under customary international law (as codified by Article 60 of the 1969 Vienna Convention on Treaties), for a breach by the United States of the Inter-American Convention, is to suspend or revoke the protections Cuba currently affords United States trademarks and trade names.

(12) In order to preserve the rights of United States nationals holding trademarks in Cuba, including those engaged in authorized sales under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 now and in the future, the United States must repeal section 211 of the Department of Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 and the United States must comply with all treaty obligations owed Cuba as they relate to trademarks and trade names.

(b) Purpose- The purpose of this Act is to remove impediments to present and future sales of United States agricultural products to Cuba under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 and to otherwise facilitate such sales.

SEC. 3. TRAVEL TO CUBA IN CONNECTION WITH AUTHORIZED SALES ACTIVITIES.

Section 910 of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7209) is amended by inserting after subsection (b) the following:

`(c) General License Authority for Travel-Related Expenditure in Cuba by Persons Engaging in TSREEA of 2000 Sales and Marketing Activities in That Country and TSREEA-Related Transportation Activities-

`(1) IN GENERAL- The Secretary of the Treasury shall authorize under a general license the travel-related transactions listed in subsection (c) of section 515.560 of title 31, Code of Federal Regulations, for travel to, from, or within Cuba in connection with activities undertaken in connection with sales and marketing, including the organization and participation in product exhibitions, and the transportation by sea or air of products pursuant to this Act.

`(2) DEFINITIONS- In this subsection, the term `sales and marketing activities' means any activity with respect to travel to, from, or within Cuba that is undertaken by a United States person in order to explore the market in that country for the sale of products pursuant to this Act or to engage in sales activities with respect to such products. The term `sales activities' includes exhibiting, negotiating, marketing, surveying the market, and delivering and servicing products pursuant to this Act. Persons authorized to travel to Cuba under this section include full-time employees, executives, sales agents and consultants of producers, manufacturers, distributors, shippers, United States air and sea ports, and carriers of products authorized for sale pursuant to this Act, as well as exhibitors and representatives and members of national and State trade organizations that promote the interests of producers and distributors of such products.

`(3) REGULATIONS- The Secretary of the Treasury shall promulgate such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry out the provisions of this subsection.'.

SEC. 4. SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT VISAS SHOULD BE ISSUED.

(a) Sense of Congress- It is the sense of Congress that the Secretary of State should issue visas for temporary entry into the United States of Cuban nationals whose itinerary documents an intent to conduct activities, including phytosanitary inspections, related to purchasing United States agricultural goods under the provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000.

(b) Periodic Reports-

(1) IN GENERAL- Not later than 45 days after the date of enactment of this Act and every 3 months thereafter the Secretary of State shall submit to the Committees on Finance, Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, and Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Committees on Agriculture, Ways and Means, and International Relations of the House of Representatives a report on the issuance of visas described in subsection (a).

(2) CONTENT OF REPORTS- Each report shall contain a full description of each application received from a Cuban national to travel to the United States to engage in purchasing activities pursuant to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 and shall describe the disposition of each such application.

SEC. 5. CLARIFICATION OF PAYMENT TERMS UNDER TRADE SANCTIONS REFORM AND EXPORT ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2000.

Section 908(b)(1) of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 7207(b)(1)) is amended by inserting after subparagraph (B) the following:

`(C) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the term `payment of cash in advance' means the payment by the purchaser of an agricultural commodity or product and the receipt of such payment by the seller prior to--

`(i) the transfer of title of such commodity or product to the purchaser; and

`(ii) the release of control of such commodity or product to the purchaser.'.

SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF DIRECT TRANSFERS BETWEEN CUBAN AND UNITED STATES FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS.

Notwithstanding any other provisions of law, the President may not restrict direct transfers from a Cuban financial institution to a United States financial institution executed in payment for a product authorized for sale under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000.

SEC. 7. ADHERENCE TO INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS FOR THE MUTUAL PROTECTION OF INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY, INCLUDING REPEAL OF SECTION 211.

(a) Repeal of Prohibition on Enforcement of Rights to Certain United States Intellectual Properties and Transfer of Such Properties-

(1) REPEAL- Section 211 of the Department of Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 (section 101(b) of division A of Public Law 105-277; 112 Stat. 2681-2688) is repealed.

(2) REGULATIONS- The Secretary of the Treasury shall promulgate such regulations as are necessary to carry out the repeal made by paragraph (1), including removing any prohibition on transactions or payments to which subsection (a)(1) of section 211 of the Department of Commerce and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 applied.

(3) FURTHER REGULATIONS- The Secretary of the Treasury shall amend the Cuban Asset Control regulations (part 515 of title 31, Code of Federal Regulations) to authorize under general license the transfer or receipt of any trademark or trade name subject to United States law in which a designated national has an interest. The filing and prosecution of opposition and infringement proceedings related to any trademark or trade name in which a designated national has an interest and the prosecution of any defense to such proceedings shall also be authorized by general license.


Co-sponsors of S. 328 include: The Honorable Pat Roberts (R- Kansas); The Honorable Michael Crapo (R- Indiana); The Honorable James Talent (R- Missouri); The Honorable John Thune (R- South Dakota); The Honorable Richard Lugar (R- Indiana); The Honorable Michael Enzi (R- Wyoming); The Honorable Chuck Hagel (R- Nebraska); The Honorable Lincoln Chafee (R- Rhode Island); The Honorable Kay Hutchison (R- Texas); The Honorable Max Baucus (D-Montana); The Honorable Blanche Lincoln (D- Arkansas); The Honorable Mark Pryor (D- Arkansas); The Honorable Byron Dorgan (D. North Dakota): The Honorable Patty Murray (D- Washington); The Honorable Jeff Bingaman (D- New Mexico); The Honorable Mary Landrieu (D- Louisiana); The Honorable Ben Nelson (D- Nebraska); The Honorable Thomas Harkin (D- Iowa); and The Honorable Tim Johnson (D- South Dakota); The Honorable Maria Cantwell (D- Washington); The Honorable Susan Collins (R- Maine); The Honorable Thad Cochran (R- Mississippi); The Honorable Christopher Bond (R- Missouri); The Honorable Patrick Leahy (D- Vermont); The Honorable Sam Brownback (R- Kansas); The Honorable James Jeffords (R- Vermont); The Honorable Debbie Stabenow (D- Michigan); The Honorable Kent Conrad (D- North Dakota); The Honorable Christopher Dodd (D- Connecticut).
	“For members of the United States Senate positioning themselves for the 2008 presidential nomination of their respective parties, doubtful they will want to oppose a technical alteration of the TSRA and then appear on a dais at an event in Des Moines, Iowa (the location of the first presidential nomination caucuses), to defend a vote against Senator Craig’s legislation when the State of Iowa is a source of agricultural commodities exported to the Republic of Cuba.”


Co-sponsors of H.R. 719 include: The Honorable John Boozman (R- 3rd District, Arkansas); The Honorable Jo Ann Emerson (R- 8th District, Missouri); The Honorable Mark Green (R- 8th District, Wisconsin); The Honorable Ron Kind (D- 3rd District, Wisconsin); The Honorable Dennis Moore (D- 3rd District, Kansas); The Honorable Collin Peterson (DFL- 7th District, Minnesota); The Honorable John Shimkus (R- 19th District, Illinois); The Honorable Patrick Tiberi (R- 12th District, Ohio); The Honorable Leonard Boswell (D- 3rd District, Iowa); The Honorable Jeff Flake (R- 6th District, Arizona); The Honorable Raul Grijalva (D- 7th District, Arizona); The Honorable John Kuhl (R- 29th District, New York); The Honorable C.L. Otter (R- 1st District, Idaho); The Honorable Charles Pickering (R- 3rd District, Mississippi); The Honorable Terry Lee (R- 2nd District, Nebraska).
GOVERNOR OF LOUISIANA CONFIRMS REQUEST TO SIGN “ADVOCACY AGREEMENT”- The Honorable Kathleen Blanco (D), Governor of the State of Louisiana, who visited the Republic of Cuba from 8 March 2005 to 11 March 2005, has confirmed, through an article in the New Orleans, Louisiana-based The Times-Picayune newspaper, that Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), presented a memorandum of understanding for her signiature that included an advocacy clause.  Governor Blanco signed the document after the advocacy language was removed from the document.  Governor Blanco was accompanied to the Republic of Cuba by representatives of the Baton Rouge, Louisiana-based Louisiana Department of Economic Development (under whose license the governor visited the Republic of Cuba) and representatives of Louisiana-based companies.  The memorandum of understanding included a non-binding commitment by Alimport to purchase US$15 million in Louisiana-sourced products within the next eighteen months, of which approximately US$2 million was contracted during the visit by Governor Blanco.  

	Year
	TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana Ports
	Total TSRA Exports
	% Of TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana

	2004
	US$193,787,442.00
	US$391,990,382.00
	49%

	2003
	US$156,371,340.00
	US$256,901,471.00
	61%

	2002
	US$93,163,656.00
	US$138,634,784.00
	67%

	2001
	US$2,327,201.00
	US$4,318,906.00
	53%

	TOTAL
	US$445,649,639.00
	US$791,845,543.00
	56%


	In November 2003, representatives of Palmetto, Florida-based Port Manatee signed, then removed, an “advocacy statement” included memorandum of understanding with Alimport.  Representatives of Port Manatee had retained the services of a consultant.    

	On 23 August 2004, Houston, Texas-based SYSCO Corporation (2004 revenues exceeded US$26 billion) reported that the company had renounced an “advocacy agreement” signed on 11 August 2004 between Mr. David Dickson, president of Calera, Alabama-based SYSCO Food Services of Central Alabama, Inc., and Mr. Pedro Alvarez, chairman Alimport.  SYSCO Food Services of Central Alabama, Inc., had signed agreements for the delivery of approximately US$500,000.00 in food products for use in food service (hotels, restaurants, schools, hospitals, etc.), which are now not expected to be delivered to the Republic of Cuba.  

	SYSCO Corporation was the first reported United States-based company to have signed an “advocacy agreement” and the first reported United States-based company to have renounced an “advocacy agreement.”  Alimport has generally targeted Members of the United States Congress (Senate and House of Representatives), States (Governors, Lieutenant Governors, Agricultural Commissioners, Agricultural Secretaries, etc.), and Organizations (ports, agricultural, etc.) to sign “advocacy agreements” as representatives (with one reported exception) of United States-based companies have refused to sign “advocacy agreements,” determining that such documents are an unnecessary politicalization and corruption of the commercial process.  

	Alimport has generally placed a value of US$10 million on “advocacy agreements” signed with United States-based entities that agree to “support” or “encourage” or “agree to promote” or have “intention” to seek a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba; and visits by certain (defined as supporting a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba) members of the United States Congress have also resulted in agreements with Alimport.   

	Representatives of United States-based companies that have exported or seek to export food and agricultural products to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA report that the companies are receiving pressure from representatives of Alimport to be “more public” and “more forceful” about their opposition to United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba.  Representatives of United States-based companies report that representatives of Alimport have decreased purchases from United States-based companies whose “commitment” to a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba is suspect; or have stated that products would be sourced from those United States-based companies that “support our position.”

	As one United States-based executive commented: “SYSCO Corporation is headquartered in Texas and has substantial operations in Florida.  Rather than evaluate the potential relationship in macro terms, they [Alimport] sought immediate gratification through a political document.  Sadly, I many times I believe that they would rather have issues than relationships.”  


In April 2004, The Honorable C.L. Otter (R- Idaho, 1st District), The Honorable Loretta Sanchez (D- California, 46th District), and The Honorable Linda Sanchez (D- California, 39th District), members of the United States House of Representatives, visited the Republic of Cuba to attend a “TSRA Purchasing Conference” hosted by Alimport.  Alimport invited representatives of United States-based companies and United States-based entities to attend an event in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, to contract for agricultural products and food products.  Representative Loretta Sanchez previously visited the Republic of Cuba in May 2002.  Representatives Sanchez and Sanchez signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport whereby Alimport agreed to purchase US$10 million in agricultural products and food products, including, but not limited to dairy, eggs, lumber, produce, and livestock from California-based companies; and Representatives Sanchez and Sanchez agree to seek changes in United States law and policy towards the Republic of Cuba.  Representative Otter previously visited the Republic of Cuba in February 2004 with a delegation including The Honorable Larry Craig (R- Idaho) and representatives from fifteen Idaho-based agricultural associations and Idaho-based companies, during which they signed a US$10 million “advocacy agreement” with Alimport; and in March 2003.  

	The text of an advocacy agreement, presented by Alimport as a “communiqué,” was agreed to in advance of the visit to the Republic of Cuba by Senator Craig and Representative Otter.  There are two errors of fact in the “communiqué”:  First, the “Joint Communiqué” was not signed by representatives of “The Idaho State Government of the United States of America,” as neither Senator Craig nor Representative Otter was representing The Honorable Dirk Kempthorne (R), Governor of the State of Idaho.  Second, The Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) was signed into law in October 2000, not, “2001.”  The government of the Republic of Cuba commenced purchases under the TSRA in December 2001, after rejecting the use of the TSRA from the period October 2000 to November 2001.  The TSRA re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  NOTE: The TSRA does not regulate the export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba; the export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba remain regulated under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992.  

	Joint Communiqué Between The Idaho State Government of the United States of America And The Empresa Comercializadora de Cuba

	The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho acknowledge Cuba as a potential market for Idaho agricultural products including but not limited to wheat, potato seeds, paper, onions, cattle, beans, chicken, turkey, fruits, supermarket products and services.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho recognize the Empresa Comercializadora de Alimentos (hereinafter referred to as Alimport) as the registered Cuban Corporation that is Cuba’s largest importer of food supplies.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho further acknowledge that the United States Congress approved lifting of certain trade restrictions with Cuba in 2001 and since that time Alimport has steadily increases its food and agricultural purchases from American suppliers.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho acknowledge that Alimport has consistently expressed its desire to normalize relations between Cuba and the United States.

Alimport acknowledges Idaho as a potential supplier of approved agricultural commodities.  In the spirit of understanding and cooperation and desiring to establish friendship and trade relations with the people of Idaho, Alimport expresses its willingness to negotiate and sign contracts with Idaho based companies at a value of US Dollars 10,000,000.00 for the supply of approved agricultural commodities.

The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho agree to promote broader understanding of the value of Cuba as a trading partner and will encourage increased business relationship by promoting commerce between Idaho and Cuba.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho further agree to work with the Idaho congressional delegation to open up trade and travel with Cuba.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho also agree to help facilitate visas for Alimport guests to visit Idaho to promote mutually beneficial trade.

The undersigned recognize that their execution of this joint Communiqué does not represent a firm commitment to transact any business deals.

Larry Craig


C.L. Otter



Pedro Alvarez Borrego

United States Senator

United States Congressman

Chairman and CEO

State of Idaho


State of Idaho



ALIMPORT


On 8 December 2003, The Honorable Peter Deutsch (D- Florida, 20th District) and The Honorable Robert Menendez (D- New Jersey, 13th District), introduced legislation (H.R. 3670) designed to discourage the type of documents signed by the previously-referenced entities and individuals.  Representative Deutsch retired from the United States Congress in January 2005; reportedly, Representative Menendez intends to re-introduce the legislation in 2005.  Text:

	Anti-Communist Cooperation Act of 2003 (Introduced in House)

108th CONGRESS

1st Session

To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 100 percent tax on amounts received from trading with Cuba if the trading is conditioned explicitly or otherwise on lobbying Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Mr. DEUTSCH (for himself and Mr. MENENDEZ) introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 

A BILL

To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 100 percent tax on amounts received from trading with Cuba if the trading is conditioned explicitly or otherwise on lobbying Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.   Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the `Anti-Communist Cooperation Act of 2003'. 

SEC. 2. 100 PERCENT TAX ON AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY CERTAIN PERSONS FROM TRADING WITH CUBA. 

(a) IN GENERAL- Subtitle D of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting after chapter 44 the following new chapter:

`CHAPTER 45--TAX ON AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY CERTAIN PERSONS FROM TRADING WITH CUBA

`Sec. 4986. Imposition of tax. 

`SEC. 4986. IMPOSITION OF TAX. 

`(a) IN GENERAL- There is hereby imposed on any United States person a tax of 100 percent of the amount received by such person directly or indirectly from the sale, lease, or licensing of property or services for consumption or use in Cuba if there is an agreement or understanding that such person will directly or indirectly lobby Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.
`(b) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS- 

`(1) PAYMENTS TAXED ONLY ONCE- Gross income shall not include any payment on which tax is imposed by subsection (a).

`(2) OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS- For purposes of subtitle F, any tax imposed by this section shall be treated as a tax imposed by subtitle A.'

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT- The table of chapters for subtitle D is amended by inserting after the item relating to chapter 44 the following new item:

`Chapter 45. Tax on amounts received by certain persons from trading with Cuba.' 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE- The amendments made by this section shall apply to amounts received after the date of the enactment of this Act.


The Honorable Steve Kerr, Secretary of Agriculture of the State of Vermont, visited the Republic of Cuba from 6 September 2004 to 12 September 2004 during which he signed an agreement valued at approximately US$7 million with Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba (MINCEX).  Secretary Kerr reports that an “advocacy agreement” was not signed with Alimport and that an “advocacy agreement” was not mentioned by representatives of Alimport.  The ability of the State of Vermont to obtain a commercial agreement with Alimport without the inclusion of an “advocacy agreement” is demonstrative of an appropriate commercial relationship between a United States-based entity and Alimport. 

	In January 2004, The Honorable Andre Bauer, Lieutenant Governor of the State of South Carolina, signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport valued at US$10 million.  In February 2005, representatives of the government of South Carolina reported that Alimport had not purchased US$10 million in products from South Carolina-based companies. 

	In December 2003, The Honorable Kathleen Sebelius, Governor of the State of Kansas, who did not visit the Republic of Cuba, signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport that stipulates that the government of the State of Kansas will “encourage” a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba and Alimport “expresses its willingness” to purchase US$10 million in agricultural products and food products from Kansas-based companies.

	In September 2003, The Honorable Max Baucus (D- Montana) and The Honorable Denny Rehberg (R- Montana, At-Large) visited the Republic of Cuba with a delegation including representatives of seven Montana-based agricultural commodity companies.  Both Senator Baucus and Representative Rehberg previously visited the Republic of Cuba.  Alimport agreed to purchase, by March 2004, approximately US$10 million in agricultural products and food products from Montana-based companies.  Senator Baucus reported in 2005 that Alimport had purchased US$10 million in products from Montana-based companies.

	In October of 2003, representatives of Indianapolis, Indiana-based Indiana Farm Bureau signed a “memorandum of understanding” valued at US$15 million (the products were to be purchased by April 2004; but the goal of the document has not been achieved, according to a representative of the Indiana Farm Bureau) with Alimport.  The document included an “advocacy statement.”

	In 2003, Des Moines, Iowa-based The Greater Des Moines Partnership signed an agreement with Alimport similar to that of the “communiqué” signed by Senator Craig and Representative Otter; a U.S. Dollar value for purchases by Alimport was not, however, included in the document. 


DIRECTOR OF OFAC STATEMENT REFERENCES “ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA”- On 16 March 2005, Mr. Robert Werner, Director of the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., referenced the ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA© newsletter, a publication of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, in prepared remarks before the Committee on Agriculture of the United States House of Representatives.
	Testimony of Robert Werner, Director Office of Foreign Assets Control U.S. Department of the Treasury Before the House Committee on Agriculture

 I.          Introduction

Good morning Chairman Goodlatte; Ranking Member Peterson; and Members of the Committee.  I am pleased to have been invited here today to discuss the issue of payments for United States agricultural exports to Cuba.
As you know, the Department of the Treasury's Office of Foreign Assets Control ("OFAC") is responsible for administering and enforcing economic embargoes and sanctions programs, including the embargo of Cuba.  In performing its mission, OFAC relies principally on delegations of authority made pursuant to the President's broad powers under the Trading With the Enemy Act ("TWEA") and the International Emergency Economic Powers Act ("IEEPA") to prohibit or regulate commercial or financial transactions involving specific foreign countries, entities, or individuals.  OFAC exercises an array of responsibilities in administering and enforcing numerous economic sanctions and embargo programs, including rulemaking; licensing; compliance-oriented outreach and education; civil penalties; referrals for criminal enforcement actions; the blocking of assets in the United States in which foreign states or persons have an interest; and required recordkeeping and reporting.  We also conduct investigations and analysis in preparation for designations and drafting or implementation of new sanctions programs.
In administering and enforcing economic sanctions and embargo programs, OFAC maintains a close working relationship with numerous other federal departments and agencies to ensure that these programs are implemented properly and enforced effectively.  Among the agencies OFAC works with outside the Treasury Department are:  the Department of State ("State") for foreign policy guidance in promulgating regulations and in considering sensitive license applications; the Department of Commerce ("Commerce") on issues regarding exports and reexports; U.S. Customs and Border Protection and U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement for assistance in the many enforcement matters involving exports, imports, transportation, and travel; the bank regulatory agencies to assure bank compliance with financial restrictions; the Department of Justice on legal issues and matters in litigation; and numerous law enforcement agencies.
II.         The Cuba Embargo and the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000
On July 8, 1963, the United States imposed an economic embargo against Cuba in response to hostile actions by the Cuban government.  The embargo was implemented by OFAC through promulgation of the Cuban Assets Control Regulations (31 CFR Part 515).  Cuba is also presently listed as a state sponsor of terrorism by the Department of State.
Most relevant to today's hearing, however, is the fact that in 2000, Congress enacted the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 ("TSRA").  Among other things, this legislation directed the adjustment of restrictions on the export of agricultural commodities to countries subject to U.S. unilateral controls.
In order to implement TSRA, on July 21, 2001, OFAC published amendments to the Cuban Assets Control Regulations, as well as amendments to the Sudanese Sanctions Regulations (31 CFR Part 538), the Libyan Sanctions Regulations (31 CFR Part 550), and the Iranian Transactions Regulations (31 CFR Part 560).  OFAC believes that these amendments, which were produced in consultation with other government agencies, are consistent with both the statutory language of TSRA and the intent of its drafters.  We also believe that the amendments provide exporters with an efficient and expedited process for engaging in authorized exports of agricultural commodities.
With respect to Cuba, OFAC's implementation of TSRA focused on methods of payment for agricultural exports licensed by the Commerce Department.
The Cuban Assets Control Regulations, prior to the passage of TSRA, already provided a general license for transactions, including payments, incident to exportations that were licensed or otherwise authorized by the Commerce Department.  This meant that an exporter who had received a Commerce license to export goods to Cuba did not need to seek further authorization from OFAC.  This provision, found in §515.533 of the regulations, was amended, however, in order to implement the financing restrictions contained in TSRA.  OFAC also amended §515.533 to clarify that reexports of U.S.-origin items by persons subject to the jurisdiction of the United States were also covered by the general license (§515.533(a)) and that specific licenses would be issued for travel engaged in for the purpose of arranging licensed sales (§515.533(e)). 
III.       Financing Exports to Cuba
Mirroring the language in the statute, OFAC's 2001 amendment to §515.533 provides that licensed agricultural sales are authorized as long as they are financed by payment of cash in advance or through financing by a third country financial institution.  With respect to third country financing, the regulation permits U.S. financial institutions to confirm or advise such financing.  These provisions are reflected in §515.533(a)(2) and provide specifically that:  Only the following payment or financing terms may be used: (i) Payment of cash in advance; (ii) For authorized sales of agricultural items, financing by a banking institution located in a third country provided the banking institution is not a designated national, United States citizen, United States permanent resident alien, or an entity organized under the laws of the United States or any jurisdiction within the United States (including foreign branches).  Such financing may be confirmed or advised by a United States banking institution.
It is important to emphasize that financing through letters of credit, by a non-target bank in a third country, has always been authorized under these provisions.  That is as true today as it was when the TSRA amendments were introduced.  Letters of credit are a recognized method of payment in international trade, including agriculture. When a bank issues a letter of credit, it is creating its own obligation to pay a seller, as long as the seller submits documents in accordance with the terms of the letter of credit.  Such financing provides a "buffer" between the buyer and the seller with a bank substituting its name and credit for that of the buyer.  In the case of OFAC's regulations, the payment to the U.S. exporter may even be guaranteed and expedited by a U.S. bank based on a credit facility with a legitimate non-target foreign bank.  In terms of accommodating sales contracts, goods are often shipped before documents can be presented in letter of credit transactions; payment from a third country bank may well be received after shipment.    
IV.       Interpreting Section 515.533(a)(2)(i)
The term "payment of cash in advance" found in §515.533(a)(2)(i) is not defined in either TSRA, or its legislative history.  Similarly, OFAC's regulations do not contain a separate definition of this term.  OFAC's research indicates, however, that the commonly understood meaning of the term in the international trade finance community is that full payment for the goods is received by the exporter before the goods are shipped.  And this, as will be discussed further, is the construction that OFAC applies to this term.
A complicating factor here is that the general license provisions of §515.533 made monitoring payments for agricultural shipments to Cuba difficult since, under a general license, the parties involved in the transaction had no obligation to file reports with OFAC.  It is now apparent that this allowed a discrepancy to develop between OFAC's expectation of how cash in advance payments would be processed and how many exporters actually implemented this financing option.
In 2003, however, at the request of the State Department, OFAC did send out a survey to a number of U.S. exporters, asking them to certify that they were in compliance with the payment provisions of §515.533.  Virtually all of the letters received in response to OFAC's inquiry merely certified that the exporters were in compliance with the "payment of cash in advance" provisions of §515.533.
A recent review of these responses has revealed that there were a handful of letters that indicated that, despite the commonly understood meaning of "payment of cash in advance" as described above, some exporters were interpreting the term to allow for the shipping of goods to Cuba provided cash payment was received prior to delivery of title to the goods.  This method of payment more closely resembles a financing mechanism known in the international trade as documentary collection.  A further review of these responses was not conducted.  
V.        Clarification of Section 515.533(a)(2)(i)
In the summer of 2004, OFAC's Compliance Division began receiving specific inquiries from U.S. financial institutions seeking guidance on the question of whether or not the shipment of goods prior to receipt of payment by U.S. exporters was permitted under §515.533(a)(2)(i).    
OFAC is not certain what triggered the inquiries.  We believe it may have been an article concerning agricultural trade with Cuba and methods of payment, which was published in late July (Economic Eye on Cuba, 26 July-15 August 2004).  OFAC Compliance actually referred two of these cases to OFAC's Enforcement Division for investigation and notified senior OFAC management about the issue.  However, OFAC found itself in the position of being unable to provide definitive guidance and began extensive consultations within Treasury and with other executive branch agencies on the interpretation of the term "payment of cash in advance."  These consultations took a number of months.
As an interim step, in order to mitigate any disruption of licensed agricultural exports to Cuba, OFAC adopted a temporary policy of issuing specific licenses permitting cash payment against documents to exporters whose transactions occurred while guidance was pending. OFAC created the interim specific licensing policy to ensure that U.S. exporters received payment for goods already shipped to Cuba and the Cuban people did not see a disruption in agricultural shipments to the island.
On February 22, 2005, following the completion of the interagency consultations, OFAC announced a clarification of the term "payment of cash in advance," as set forth in §515.533(a)(2)(i), that conforms to the common understanding of the term in international trade finance described above.  Specifically, OFAC confirmed that "payment of cash in advance" with regard to Commerce-licensed shipments of agricultural items to Cuba means payment of cash prior to shipment of goods.  This clarification of "payment of cash in advance" had no effect on payments financed through letters of credit under §515.533(a)(2)(ii).
VI.       Transition Period
The final rule on this payment policy went into effect on the day it was announced.  In order to provide a transition period, the language in the final rule provides a 30-day window (March 24, 2005) for exporters to engage in transactions under financing terms resembling "cash against documents," but requires payment for such transactions to be completed within that 30-day period.  Exporters will continue to need to obtain authorization from Commerce to ship the goods.
After the 30-day "cash against documents" financing period ends, any transactions under financing terms resembling "cash against documents" will be prohibited.  To the extent an exporter has an existing contract that requires "cash against documents" financing transactions to occur after the 30-day period, the payment terms of that contract would need to be renegotiated to allow for cash in advance of shipment or a letter of credit issued by a third-country bank.  It is consistent with the President's authority and with OFAC's past practice in other sanctions programs, such as the sanctions against Iran and Sudan, to provide for a limited grace period for export transactions under pre-existing contracts.
VII.      Conclusion
OFAC believes the clarification announced on February 22, 2005, implements TSRA in a manner that is most consistent with the plain meaning of the statutory language.  It is also important to emphasize that the provisions allowing for payment through letters of credit issued by third country banks remain unaffected by the clarification of "cash payment in advance."  Thank you for the opportunity to address the Committee on this important topic.


The following is the text of the 26 July 2004 to 15 August 2004 issue of the ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA© newsletter, published for members of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council: PAYMENT DELAYS BY ALIMPORT MAY RESULT IN INVESTIGATION BY OFAC, U.S. CONGRESS- The Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose, requires “payment of cash in advance” to the United States-based exporter from the Republic of Cuba-based purchaser.  In 2002, the government of the Republic of Cuba designated Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), as the sole contracting entity for TSRA-related transactions.  The payment terms for TSRA follow:

	“No United States person may provide payment or financing terms for sales of agricultural commodities or products to Cuba or any person in Cuba, except in accordance with the following terms (notwithstanding part 515 of title 31, Code of Federal Regulations, or any other provision of law): (A) Payment of cash in advance.  (B) Financing by third country financial institutions (excluding United States persons or Government of Cuba entities), except that such financing may be confirmed or advised by a United States financial institution.  Nothing in this paragraph authorizes payment terms or trade financing involving a debit or credit to an account of a person located in Cuba or of the Government of Cuba maintained on the books of a United States depository institution.” 


In 2001, the United States Department of the Treasury concurred with representatives of United States-based companies that the term “payment of cash in advance” for TSRA-authorized transactions could be defined as “cash against documents,” meaning that TSRA-licensed products could be delivered to the Republic of Cuba, however, the products would not be released until receipt of payment had been confirmed by the United States-based exporter.  The accepted payment period was seventy-two (72) hours- the arrival of the product in the Republic of Cuba until a confirmation of receipt of funds.  While the majority of United States-based companies exporting products to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA are using “cash against documents,” some United States-based companies require and receive funds from Alimport before products depart a United States port. 

	Since 2002, there have been an increasing number of United States-based companies reporting that payments from Alimport have not arrived within the 72-hour payment period.  There have been reports of one week, two weeks, and three weeks.  There was also one unauthorized unloading of a cargo.  United States-based companies have reported that the payment delays increased in 2003 and thus far in 2004.  Alimport also continues to pay thousands of U.S. Dollars per day in demurrage fees, which may be deemed by the OFAC has a provision of financing by United States-based companies.  The delivery of product to the Republic of Cuba, regardless of whether representatives of Alimport can access the product and the storage of the product within the Republic of Cuba, can be construed as a provision of extended payment terms, as the product is under the jurisdictional control of the government of the Republic of Cuba.  The product has been delivered to the Republic of Cuba and unloaded (for containers, etc.) from a vessel.  The United States-based exporter is unable to resell that product.  Thus, there may be an inherent financial benefit to the government of the Republic of Cuba for which the government of the Republic of Cuba may not, according to provisions of the TSRA, compensate the United States-based exporter. 

	Representatives of United States-based companies and representatives of United States-based organizations have expressed concern to representatives of Alimport regarding the importance of adhering to the 72-hour payment period.  There have been indications from staff of Members of the United States Congress that the OFAC may be requested to commence a formal investigation to determine whether the payment delays by Alimport represent a provision of financing by United States-based companies, and, thus, a violation by United States companies of federal law, the TSRA.      

	According to one senior-level executive of a United States-based company that has exported products to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA: “They [Alimport] seem to understand that the payment delays represent an incendiary device.  Unfortunately, I have the feeling that there are some in Cuba who would like to see the Bush Administration take action so the Cuban government could complain.  The business people in Cuba understand the realities, but the political people in Cuba would rather have an issue.  Also, Alimport has no control over when they receive funds from the government, which makes their business model incredibly inefficient.  If the Bush Administration takes any action, they will correctly point to federal law as the reason, not accept any flak that the action is ‘election year politics.’  The Cubans believe that companies will not complain for risk of loosing the business.  But, my company would cease the business rather than be the recipient of a federal indictment.”

	A representative of a Republic of Cuba government-operated entity reported that the payment delays are not necessarily the result of a direction by Alimport, rather that non-Republic of Cuba-based financial institutions are delaying execution of instructions from Alimport as a mechanism to ensure that the government of the Republic of Cuba maintains payment obligations to the financial institutions, as Alimport is not a revenue-producing entity and, thus, has no recoverable assets available as security.  

	United States-based companies have received payments for TSRA-related exports through Paris, France-based BNP Paribas; Paris, France-based Societe Generale; Toronto, Canada-based The Bank of Nova Scotia (Scotiabank); and Amsterdam, The Netherlands-based ING Group NV, the first (since 1959) financial institution to have an office located in the Republic of Cuba.  Representatives of the financial institutions reported that payments to United States-based companies are released in compliance with the agreement between the financial institution and the government of the Republic of Cuba.  According to a representative of a United States-based financial institution that handles TSRA-related transactions, “For ING, when Alimport says ‘jump,’ ING says ‘how high.’”


In 2002, representatives of the United States Department of State indicated that the OFAC would seek to obtain export compliance information from United States-based companies.  In 2003, the OFAC commenced sending letters to United States-based companies that had exported agricultural commodities to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA.  The following is the text of four letters from the OFAC: 

	20 March 2003

COMPL XXXXXX

Dear Sir or Madam:

We understand that your company is currently or has previously been authorized by the Commerce Department to sell and export agricultural commodities to Cuba pursuant to the provisions of Section 986 of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2002, as implemented by Section 740.18 and 746.2 of the Export Administration Regulations.

Section 515.533(a)(2) of the Cuban Assets Control Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part 515 (the “CACR”), states that only the following payment or financing terms can be used for authorized exports to Cuba:

(i) 
Payment of cash in advance;

(ii) 
For authorized sales of agricultural items, financing by a banking institution located in a third country provided the banking institution is not a designated national, United States citizen, United States permanent resident alien, or an entity organized under the laws of the United States or any jurisdiction within the United States (including foreign branches).  Such financing may be confirmed or advised by a United States banking institution; or

(iii) 
For all other authorized sales, financing by a banking institution located in a third country provided the banking institution is not a designated national or a person subject to the jurisdiction of the United States.  Such financing may be confirmed or advised by a United States banking institution.
Pursuant to the CACR and Section 501.602 of the Reporting and Procedures Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part 501, you are directed to certify in writing that your company has been in compliance with these financing restrictions for all transactions incident to exportations of agricultural commodities from the United States to Cuba since July 26, 2001, and that your company has never made such shipments involving payment terms contrary to those outlined above.  Kindly forward this certification so that it is received no later than the close of business on Friday, April 25, 2003 by mailing it to our Compliance Programs Division, Office of Foreign Assets Control, U.S. Department of the Treasury, 1500 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20220.  The enclosed gold half-sheet must be stapled to the front of your response and your response must reference the “COMPL” number printed above.

If you are unable to certify your compliance with the financing restrictions indicated above, pursuant to the CACR and 501.602 of the Reporting and Procedures Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part 501, you are directed to provide detailed information regarding financing for all of the sales of agricultural commodities which your company has exported to Cuba under Commerce Department authorization since July 26, 2001.  Include a detailed list with supporting documentation indicating the parties involved, the terms of the sale, when each shipment was made, and how and when each payment was received.  In addition, please describe any final arrangements for authorized future sales and exports to Cuba and provide the details on how payments will be made.

In providing your response to this request, please be aware that the knowing and willful provision of any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement to OFAC is a criminal act and can resulting fines and/or imprisonment.  In addition, please be advised that violation of the CACR can result in criminal and/or civil penalties as set forth in Part 515.701 of the CACR.

If you have any questions in the interim, please contact Jean-Paul Duvivier or my compliance staff at 202-622-2490.  Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

(signed)

Dennis Wood

Chief of Compliance Programs Division

Office of Foreign Assets Control


The following was a suggested text that United States-based companies consider using in response to the 20 March 2003 inquiry from the OFAC:

	DATE

Compliance Programs Division

Office of Foreign Assets Control

U.S. Department of the Treasury

1500 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, DC 20220

Mr. Dennis Wood:

Pursuant to your correspondence, I am writing to certify that our company has complied with Section 515.533(a)(2) of the Cuban Assets Control Regulations, 31 C.F.R. Part 515 for all transactions from the United States to the Republic of Cuba since 26 July 2001.

The following payment scenarios, which are generally-accepted means for global commerce, have been maintained by United States-based companies for licensed transactions, receiving neither verbal objection nor written objection from the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury, Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce, or United States Department of State: 1) Payment in full received by a financial institution selected by the United States-based company in advance of agricultural product or food product being loaded in the United States for transport to the Republic of Cuba or 2) Payment in full received by a financial institution selected by the United States-based company for agricultural product or food product subsequent to product having been transported to the Republic of Cuba, but not unloaded in the Republic of Cuba, until the financial institution selected by the United States company has confirmed receipt of payment in full.    

Sincerely,

(signature)

NAME

TITLE


The following is the TSRA payment process instituted in 2004 by one United States-based financial institution for transactions between United States-based companies and Alimport:

	“In a normal Cash in Advance transaction, the funds are transferred to the exporter prior to shipment.  For Cuba, the shipment is made and the wire transfer must be received prior to the steamship company releasing goods to Alimport.  The exporter can receive a wire transfer from a non-Republic of Cuba-based financial institution.  The exporter can accept an irrevocable Letter of Credit (L/C) from a non-Republic of Cuba-based financial institution and this can be advised and/or confirmed by a United States-based financial institution.

	There is normally an “eleventh hour” rush to receive payment so that the steamship company can release the goods.  Tracking wire transfers can be difficult.  The exporter needs to obtain from Alimport the routing information on how the wire transfer was sent- in the event that the wire transfer needs to be traced.

	After shipment, the exporter sends by facsimile copies of all documents to Alimport.  Alimport arranges with their financial institution for the wire transfer, which will normally take two (2) days (for the exchange of Euros to U.S. Dollars).

	Letters of Credit have been issued out of Curacao, Netherlands, Antilles [ING Group NV].  Our bank established an agreement with ING Group NV and Alimport where the Letters of Credit are payable against “e-mailed” documents to the ING Group NV branch in the Netherlands, Antilles, with the original documents being sent to the Havana, Republic of Cuba, branch of ING Group NV, generally by DHL Courier [approximately US$100.00].

	Ensure that documents contain no discrepancies.  If the export certificate covers more than one shipment, have that written into the Letter of Credit (i.e. Amount and Quantity in Export Certificate may exceed other documents).  Make certain that no documents cover “other” shipments.  Make certain that the company name and address are the same on the Export License and other documents.  For example, if the Export License was issued to the company, but mailed to an attorney for the company, the address on the Export License may not match the address of the company, which can result in processing delays.”


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 3 March 2005 to 10 March 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

3 March 2005 To 10 March 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	195,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	195,000

metric tons

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,500

metric tons
	16,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	
	
	5,000

metric tons
	

	Durum
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	5,000

metric tons

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	230,000

metric tons
	124,700

metric tons
	201,600

metric tons
	259,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	27,000

metric tons
	35,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	43,500

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	
	11,700

metric tons
	29,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	20,000

metric tons
	19,300

metric tons
	24,900

metric tons
	42,600

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,500

running bales
	900

running bales
	4,400

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	1,700

running bales

	Totals
	533,500 metric tons;2,500 bales
	384,000 metric tons;900 bales
	659,600 metric tons;4,400 bales
	760,800  metric tons;2,000 bales
	200,000 metric

tons;1,700 bales


US$30.4 MILLION IN JANUARY 2005 TSRA EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., reported that the value of United States exports (defined as products exiting the borders of the United States whether sold or donated) to the Republic of Cuba during the month of January 2005 was US$30,765,185.00, of which US$30,470,181.00 consisted of agricultural products and food products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  
	In June 2002, Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), projected that agricultural product and food product purchases from United States-based companies in 2002 would be approximately US$165 million (actual US$138,634,784.00); and in 2003 would be approximately US$230 million (actual US$256,901,471.00).  In 2003, Alimport projected that TSRA purchases in 2004 would be approximately US$320 million; however, in August 2004, representatives of Alimport increased the projection to US$440 million (actual US$391,990,382.00).  Alimport has not provided a projection for TSRA purchases for 2005.


Although 2004 data is not yet available, the government of the Republic of Cuba imported (not including transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees) from throughout the world, including from the United States, approximately US$709,979,366.00 in agricultural products and food products in 2003; US$608,548,665.00 in 2002; US$532,010,554.00 in 2001; and US$497,964,471.00 in 2000.  NOTE: Inclusion of transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees, and continually presenting multi-year cumulative values and expected purchases in data is misleading, as the actual cost of goods sold, on a year-by-year basis, remains the meaningful value to be disseminated.  Transportation costs, when detailed, are important when considering the overall economic impact of exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, but should not be added to the value of products, as the result is an inflated value for products.  

	NOTE: The United States Department of Commerce does not define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate); Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, among other products as “agricultural products.”   

	The United States Department of Agriculture does define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate), Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd, Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, as agricultural products.   

	The United States Department of Commerce does not define “Cannulae and the like and part and accessories” as an agricultural product; a cannulae is a small tube that can be inserted into a narrow duct in the body or even something as small as a vessel.  This item, exported to the Republic of Cuba in April 2004, was licensed under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992.  In May 2004, “Medical Surgical Dental/Veterinary Furniture, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA, not the TSRA.  In June 2004, “Cough and Cold Preparations, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA.

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council includes all food products and all agricultural products in calculating TSRA-authorized exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.


	U.S. Department of Commerce Reported Data

	Monthly Values
	Year-To-Date Values

	Month

2005
	2004
	2005
	% Change
	2004
	2005
	% Change

	January
	US$29,131,411.00
	US$29,387,838.00
	.88%+
	US$29,131,411.00
	US$29,387,838.00
	.88+


The first direct commercial export of agricultural products under the TSRA was reported in December 2001.  NOTE:  Some of the non-consumable products exported to the Republic of Cuba are for use by the United States Interests Section of the United States Department of State located in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, or donated to Republic of Cuba-based entities, including Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO’s), faith-based organizations, schools, and healthcare facilities.   

	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports To Cuba
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	January 2005
	US$30,470,181.00
	29th (of 210)


	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2005-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	      Sub-Total 2005
	US$30,470,181.00
	29th (of 210)

	     Total 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$822,315,724.00
	


The U.S. Dollar values used in the statistical reports are generally defined as the U.S. Dollar price actually paid (or payable) for merchandise when sold for exportation, excluding import duties (if any), transportation, insurance, and other costs.  The following Product Description data field is for 2004, which is used to better afford a comparison to overall exports in 2004 compared to 2005.     

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	January 2005
	Total 2005

	0102100030
	Bovines, purebred breeding, male, live, exc dairy
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	0102100050
	Bovines, purebred breeding, female, live, exc dairy
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	0102100020
	Bovines, purebred breeding, dairy, female, live
	Mobile, AL*
	US$196,800.00
	US$196,800.00

	0102100020
	Bovines, purebred breeding, dairy, female, live
	Miami, FL**
	US$278,700.00
	US$278,700.00

	0104100000
	Sheep, live
	Mobile, AL*
	US$33,000.00
	US$33,000.00

	0203121000
	Hams, shoulder & cuts swine, w/bone procesd fr/ch
	Tampa, FL
	US$507,468.00
	US$507,468.00

	0202303550
	Meat of bovines, boneless, processed, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Tampa, FL
	US$224,241.00
	US$224,241.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0207120040
	Chickens, whole, frozen, except young
	Tampa, FL
	US$80,000.00
	US$80,000.00

	0207120040
	Chickens, whole, frozen, except young
	Mobile, AL*
	US$266,515.00
	US$266,515.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	US$426,266.00
	US$466,266.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	US$676,429.00
	US$676,429.00

	0207140025
	Legs of chickens, frozen, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$238,156.00
	US$238,156.00

	0207140050
	Offal of chickens, edible, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	US$5,356,448.00
	US$5,356,448.00

	0207140090
	Meat of chickens, frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	US$33,062.00
	US$33,062.00

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0207140050
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, offal
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0207140090
	Meat of chickens, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0207270090
	Trky cuts/edbl offl (incl lvrs) frzn, other
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0209000000
	Pig & poultry fat frsh chld frzn salted dried smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0210011000
	Hams, shoulders &cuts, bone in , salted, drd, smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	0303390060
	Flat fish excl fillets/livers/roes; frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	0306230000
	Shrimps/prawns inc shell fr/ch/drd/salted/in brine
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	0402910000
	Milk & Cream whthr/nt concentratd nt sweetnd nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$39,312.00
	US$39,312.00

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	0404100500
	Whey protein concentrates whether or not sweetened
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0404100850
	Modified whey, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0404104000
	Whey, whether or nt concentratd or sweetend, drid
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0406300000
	Cheese, processed, not grated or powdered
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0406901000
	Cheese, cheddar, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0407000020
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, for hatching
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Tampa, FL
	US$252,960.00
	US$252,960.00

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Miami, FL**
	US$23,760.00
	US$23,760.00

	0511995050
	Animal products nesoi, dead animals ch 1, inedible
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0702000050
	Tomatoes, fresh or chilled, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0703105000
	Onions and shallots, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0709905000
	Vegetables, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0709905000
	Vegetables, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	0712202000
	Onion powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0712904020
	Garlic powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0713101000
	Peas, seeds of a kind used for sowing drd, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$634,200.00
	US$634,200.00

	0713104040
	Yellow peas, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	0713104080
	Peas, nesoi (ex seed) dried, shelled w/n skin/split
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	0713202000
	Chickpeas (garbanzos), except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	0713333000
	Navy or pea beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Houston, TX
	
	

	0806100000
	Grapes, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0806200000
	Grapes, dried (including raisins)
	Mobile, AL*
	US$26,786.00
	US$26,786.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Tampa, FL
	US$80,017.00
	US$80,017.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	0808200000
	Pears and quinces, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	0904120000
	Pepper of the genus piper, crushed or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0906200000
	Cinnamon & cinnamon- tree flowers, crushd or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0909300000
	Seeds of cumin
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1001100090
	Durum wheat, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed, nesoi
	New Orleans, LA
	US$4,425,999.00
	US$4,425,999.00

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed
	Houston, TX
	
	

	1005902020
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 1, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1005902030
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 2 except seed 
	New Orleans, LA
	US$7,290,896.00
	US$7,290,896.00

	1005902035
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U. S. No. 3 except seed
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	1005904041
	Popcorn unpopped, put up in microwaveable packages
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1006204020
	Rice, long grain, husked (brown)
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	US$5,861.00
	US$5,861.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$2,637,061.00
	US$2,637,061.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Houston-Galveston, TX
	
	

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	Houston, TX
	
	

	1106300000
	Flour, meal & powder of the products of chapter 8
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1107100000
	Malt, not roasted
	Houston, TX
	
	

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Savannah, GA
	
	

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Mobile, AL*
	US$2,488,749.00
	US$2,488,749.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1208100000
	Flours and meals of soybeans
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	1501000020
	Lard
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	1507904020
	Soybean oil, once-refined not chemically modified
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	New Orleans, LA
	
	

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	1509102000
	Olive oil, virgin, n/chem modifd, in cont lt 18 kg
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	1517903040
	Bakn/fryn fats wholly Vegtlb oils edbl artfl Mxtrs
	Miami, FL**
	US$15,600.00
	US$15,600.00

	1602492000
	Swine meat nesoi boned/cooked cnd no cereal or veg
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1604206000
	Fish, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	1605201025
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared, frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1605201050
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	1702110000
	Lactose & lactose syrup cont 99% more lactse by wt
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	1702190000
	Lactose in solid form and lactose syrup, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Tampa, FL
	US$34,236.00
	US$34,236.00

	1704903000
	Confections/sweetmeats, ready fr consumptn, no coc
	Tampa, FL
	US$122,903.00
	US$122,903.00

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	San Juan, PR
	
	

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	1806310040
	Choc/cocoa prep confectnry blk/bar notov2kg filled
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1806323550
	Choc/cocoa prep bar etc ntov2kg exc filld/cnfctnry
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1806900063
	Confectionary, cocoa food preps, nesoi, for retail
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1901909085
	Food preps, nesoi, wheat-flour-soya blends
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	1901909085
	Food preps, nesoi, wheat-flour-soya blends
	Houston, TX
	
	

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	US$11,198.00
	US$11,198.00

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Mobile, AL*
	US$174,710.00
	US$174,710.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	2005800000
	Sweet corn, prepared/preserved nesoi, not frozen
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	208111000
	Peanut butter
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2009904000
	Mixtures of fruit juices, unfermented
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2101200020
	Soluble/instant tea/mate cont no sugar/cereal/etc
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2103202000
	Tomato ketchup
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2103909020
	Mayonnaise
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2103909070
	Mixed condiments and mixed seasonings
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2104100020
	Soups, broths and preparations thereof, dried
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	Tampa, FL
	US$126,355.00
	US$126,355.00

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	New York, NY***
	
	

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	2106906573
	Preparations for manufacture of beverages, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	US$12,450.00
	US$12,450.00

	2106906575
	Coffee Whiteners, Non-Dairy
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2106906592
	Food preparations, nesoi, canned
	Tampa, FL
	US$17,046.00
	US$17,046.00

	2106907090
	Edible preps, not canned/frzn, n/cont sugar, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2202100020
	Carbonated soft drinks, contng aspartame/saccharin
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2202903600
	Single fruit/veg juice forti w/vitmin n/concentrd
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	2202909090
	Beverages nonalcoholic nesoi excl fruit/vegt juice
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	2204214000
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol cntrs 2l or less
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	2204290020
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol contrs ov 2 liters
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	2304000000
	Soybean oilcake & oth solid residue, wh/not ground
	New Orleans, LA
	US$2,476,616.00
	US$2,476,616.00

	2306900000
	Vegetable oilcake & solid residue nesoi w/nt grnd
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	2309901010
	Pet food put up for retail sale ex dog & cat food
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	2835250000
	Calcium hydrogenorthophosphate (dicalc phosphate)
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	3004909176
	Cough and cold preparations, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	

	3006500000
	First-aid boxes and kits
	Baltimore, MD
	
	

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	Mobile, AL*
	US$145,500.00
	US$145,500.00

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	

	3504001000
	Protein isolates
	Tampa, FL
	US$138,414.00
	US$138,414.00

	3504001000
	Protein solids
	Norfolk, VA
	
	

	3505100040
	Modified starches derived from corn (maize) starch
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4403200010
	Poles, piles, posts rough, not treated, coniferous
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4403200020
	Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4407100046
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-joint
	Mobile, AL*
	US$817,439.00
	US$817,439.00

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4407990045
	Yellow poplar wood, lumber, rough
	Mobile, AL*
	US$99,753.00
	US$99,753.00

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	4703210040
	Chem wdpulp sulfate ex disslvng gr conif, bleached
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	4802575055
	Ppr/pbrd unctd nov 10% mech nesoi 40-150g/m2 sheet
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	4811592000
	Prnting paper, not blechd wt <15x36x15cm
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	6305330000
	Sack & bag for pkg good mmade mat polyethylene
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$55,275.00
	US$55,275.00

	7319100000
	Sewing, darning or embroidery needles, iron or stl
	New York, NY***
	
	

	8517505000
	Telephon app, carr-current line or digital line sys
	New York, NY***
	
	

	8703230060
	Vehicles, nesoi, new, eng exc (1500-3000cc)(4-6cyl)
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	8703230090
	Used vehicles, engine (1500-3000cc), nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	8703240010
	Ambulances, hearses & prison vans >3,000 cc
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	8704900000
	Trucks, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	9018199550
	Electro-diagnostic apparatus, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	9018199560
	Parts&Accessories for electro-diagnostic apparatus
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	9018390030
	Bougies, catheters, drains & sondes & pts & access
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	9018390050
	Cannulae and the like and part and accessories
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	9018907080
	Electro-medical inst & appliances & parts, nesoi
	Maimi, FL**
	US$15,261.00 (1)
	US$15,261.00 (1)

	901920000
	Ozone, oxygen, etc therapy, respiration apparatus, pt
	Los Angeles, CA

******
	
	

	9022902000
	High tension generators, desks, chair, etc
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	9209920000
	Pts & accessories for musical inst of heading 9202
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	9402900020
	Medical surgical dental/veterinary furniture, nesoi
	Los Angeles,

CA******
	
	

	9406008090
	Prefabricated buildings, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Mobile, AL
	
	

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	US$35,624.00
	US$35,624.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Buffalo, NY*****
	
	

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Tampa, FL
	US$33,943.00
	US$33,943.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Detroit, MI****
	
	

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	San Juan, PR
	
	

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Miami, FL**
	US$102,359.00
	US$102,359.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Houston, TX
	
	

	9802300000
	All wearing apparel, donated for relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	New York, NY***
	
	

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$77,559.00
	US$77,559.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	US$30,258.00
	US$30,258.00

	9809005000
	Shipments under $20,001, not identified by kind
	Miami, FL**
	
	

	Total US$
	
	
	US$30,765,185.00
	US$30,765,185.00


	*While the reporting district is Mobile, Alabama, the shipping ports include Mobile, Alabama; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Gulfport, Mississippi.   **While the reporting district is Miami, Florida, the shipping port does not include Miami, Florida, but does include Jacksonville, Florida, and Port Manatee, Florida; and can include airline charter/airline cargo from Miami International Airport.  ***The New York reporting district includes ports in New Jersey; and can include John F. Kennedy International Airport (charter flights).  **** The Detroit, Michigan reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  *****The Buffalo, New York, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  ******The Los Angeles, California, reporting district means that the products were transported through Los Angeles International Airport (charter flights).   (1) Exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992, which re-authorized the direct export of healthcare products to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis, cash only, with end-use restrictions.


Export values do not necessarily include informational materials (books, magazines, music, entertainment programs, etc.) and “humanitarian packages” sent from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, which are generally not required to be licensed by the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce or the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury.

	2005 United States Imports From The Republic Of Cuba

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	2005

	Total US$
	
	
	US$0.00


TEN LARGEST AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT EXPORTS TO CUBA IN JANUARY 2005- The following are the ten largest (U.S. Dollar value) agricultural product exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in January 2005 under provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.

	2005 January
Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of January 2005 TSRA Exports

To Cuba

	1
	Corn
	US$7,290,896.00
	23.9%

	2
	Chicken (frozen)
	US$7,076,876.00
	23.2%

	3
	Wheat
	US$4,425,999.00
	14.5%

	4
	Rice
	US$2,637,061.00
	8.6%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$2,488,749.00
	8.1%

	6
	Soybean Oil Cake
	US$2,476,616.00
	8.1%

	7
	Wood (pitch pine, yellow poplar)
	US$917,192.00
	3.0%

	8
	Pork
	US$731,709.00
	2.4%

	9
	Peas
	US$634,200.00
	2.0%

	10
	Dairy Cows
	US$475,500.00
	1.5%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest TSRA Exports to Cuba
	US$29,154,798.00
	95.3%


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 24 February 2005 to 3 March 2005, 17 February 2005 to 24 February 2005, and 10 February 2005 to 17 February 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

24 February 2005 To 3 March 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	195,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	195,000

metric tons

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,500

metric tons
	16,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	5,000

metric tons

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	230,000

metric tons
	169,700

metric tons
	201,600

metric tons
	212,600

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	15,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	43,500

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	
	11,700

metric tons
	29,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,000

metric tons
	6,300

metric tons
	24,900

metric tons
	42,600

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,600

running bales
	300

running bales
	4,200

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	1,700

running bales

	Totals
	526,500 metric tons;2,600 bales
	416,000 metric tons;300 bales
	659,600 metric tons;4,200 bales
	709,100  metric tons;2,000 bales
	200,000 metric

tons;1,700 bales


	

17 February 2005 To 24 February 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	245,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	16,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	5,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	230,000

metric tons
	169,700

metric tons
	201,600

metric tons
	212,600

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	15,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	29,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,000

metric tons
	12,500

metric tons
	24,800

metric tons
	36,400

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,600

running bales
	300

running bales
	4,200

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	578,000 metric tons;2,600 bales
	437,200 metric tons;300 bales
	659,500 metric tons;4,200 bales
	702,900  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


	

10 February 2005 To 17 February 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	245,000

metric tons
	169,500

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	11,000

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	15,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	250,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	207,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	15,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	20,000

metric tons
	12,500

metric tons
	15,400

metric tons
	36,400

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	1,700

running bales
	300

running bales
	4,200

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	603,000 metric tons;1,700 bales
	437,000 metric tons;300 bales
	538,100 metric tons;4,200 bales
	682,100  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


DHL EXPRESS REPORTS ON CUBA OPERATIONS- Bonn, Germany-based DHL Express, is a subsidiary of Bonn, Germany-based government of Germany-operated Deutsche Post AG (2004 revenues exceeded US$56 billion).  DHL Express reported that global package shipments to/from the Republic of Cuba increased in 2004 compared with 2003.    

	Shipments
	1996
	1997
	1998
	1999
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004

	Inbound
	53,704
	64,219
	76,900
	83,843
	84,806
	94,997
	89,792
	89,527
	88,532

	Outbound
	31,441
	36,928
	41,894
	44,894
	46,773
	49,916
	49,764
	49,396
	51,119

	Total
	85,145
	101,147
	118,794
	128,737
	131,579
	144,913
	139,556
	138,923
	139,651


DHL Express commenced operations within the Republic of Cuba in 1990.  DHL Express headquarters for Republic of Cuba operations (two service centers) is in the city of Havana and the company has offices in a) the city of Santiago de Cuba (860 kilometers east of Havana) b) resort area of Varadero (140 kilometers east of Havana) c) city of Villa Clara (east of Havana) d) city of Camaguey (east of Havana) and e) city of Ciego de Avila (east of Havana).  

	DHL Express; Avenida 1ra y 26; Miramar Playa; Ciudad de la Habana
Hours: Mon-Fri 08:30-18:00; Sat 08:00-14:00; Sun Closed; Holidays Closed

Telephone: 011 537 204-1876; E-mail: andres.benitez@dhl.com


DHL Express has fifty-one employees in the Republic of Cuba and a fleet of nineteen vehicles.  Panama City, Panama-based Republic of Cuba government-operated Utisa (under the auspice of the Ministry of Information and Communications of the Republic of Cuba), a subsidiary of Republic of Cuba government-operated Cutisa (under the auspice of the Ministry of Information and Communications of the Republic of Cuba) is the representative of DHL Express within the Republic of Cuba.  
	Currently DHL Express is connecting material from and to Cuba directly from/to Madrid (MAD), Mexico City (MEX), and Panama City (PTY) by using off-net flights on daily basis. 


The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., has licensed DHL Express to transport documents and informational materials, including commercial documents, and mail from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, and return.  The license does not permit DHL Express to transport packages containing goods or items different as described- no clothing, medicines, or other items.  Republic of Cuba government-operated CubaPack Internacional S.A. (a subsidiary of Republic of Cuba government-operated Corporacion Cimex S.A.) is permitted to transport packages containing clothing and other items.   

	The Washington, D.C.-based United States Postal Service offers Global Express Guaranteed service from the United States to the Republic of Cuba through an agreement with DHL Express.


Republic of Cuba government-operated Seguros Internacionales de Cuba S.A. (ESICUBA) has an agreement with DHL Express to insure packages sent by DHL Express from the Republic of Cuba to other countries.  
	Neither Atlanta, Georgia-based United Parcel Service of America, Inc. (2004 revenues exceeded US$36 billion) nor Memphis, Tennessee-based FedEx Corporation (2004 revenues exceeded US$24 billion) currently operate direct delivery services or indirect delivery services between the United States and the Republic of Cuba.


PORT OF SAN DIEGO COMMISSIONER SIGNS AGREEMENT; CHAIRMAN REPUTIATES AGREEMENT- On 25 February 2005, a newly-appointed Commissioner of the Port of San Diego, California, reported that a memorandum of understanding was signed with Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX).  Subsequently, on the same day, the Chairman of the Port of San Diego reported that a) the commissioner did not have authorization to negotiate any agreement between a Republic of Cuba government-operated entity and the Port of San Diego and b) the memorandum of understanding was not valid.  Uncertain is whether the commissioner visited the Republic of Cuba under a license from the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C..  Reportedly, the commissioner was on “personal business.”  [See attached article].  The memorandum of understanding related to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  

	In November 2003, representatives of Palmetto, Florida-based Port Manatee signed, then removed, an “advocacy statement” included memorandum of understanding with Alimport.  Representatives of Port Manatee had retained the services of a consultant.    

	On 23 August 2004, Houston, Texas-based SYSCO Corporation (2004 revenues exceeded US$26 billion) reported that the company had renounced an “advocacy agreement” signed on 11 August 2004 between Mr. David Dickson, president of Calera, Alabama-based SYSCO Food Services of Central Alabama, Inc., and Mr. Pedro Alvarez, chairman Alimport.  SYSCO Food Services of Central Alabama, Inc., had signed agreements for the delivery of approximately US$500,000.00 in food products for use in food service (hotels, restaurants, schools, hospitals, etc.), which are now not expected to be delivered to the Republic of Cuba.  

	SYSCO Corporation is the first reported United States-based company to have signed an “advocacy agreement” and the first reported United States-based company to have renounced an “advocacy agreement.”  Alimport has generally targeted Members of the United States Congress (Senate and House of Representatives), States (Governors, Lieutenant Governors, Agricultural Commissioners, Agricultural Secretaries, etc.), and Organizations (ports, agricultural, etc.) to sign “advocacy agreements” as representatives (with one reported exception) of United States-based companies have refused to sign “advocacy agreements,” determining that such documents are an unnecessary politicalization and corruption of the commercial process.  

	Alimport has generally placed a value of US$10 million on “advocacy agreements” signed with United States-based entities that agree to “support” or “encourage” or “agree to promote” or have “intention” to seek a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba; and visits by certain (defined as supporting a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba) members of the United States Congress have also resulted in agreements with Alimport.   

	Representatives of United States-based companies that have exported or seek to export food and agricultural products to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA report that the companies are receiving pressure from representatives of Alimport to be “more public” and “more forceful” about their opposition to United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba.  Representatives of United States-based companies report that representatives of Alimport have decreased purchases from United States-based companies whose “commitment” to a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba is suspect; or have stated that products would be sourced from those United States-based companies that “support our position.”

	As one United States-based executive commented: “SYSCO Corporation is headquartered in Texas and has substantial operations in Florida.  Rather than evaluate the potential relationship in macro terms, they [Alimport] sought immediate gratification through a political document.  Sadly, I many times I believe that they would rather have issues than relationships.”  


In April 2004, The Honorable C.L. Otter (R- Idaho, 1st District), The Honorable Loretta Sanchez (D- California, 46th District), and The Honorable Linda Sanchez (D- California, 39th District), members of the United States House of Representatives, visited the Republic of Cuba to attend a “TSRA Purchasing Conference” hosted by Alimport.  Alimport invited representatives of United States-based companies and United States-based entities to attend an event in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, to contract for agricultural products and food products.  Representative Loretta Sanchez previously visited the Republic of Cuba in May 2002.  Representatives Sanchez and Sanchez signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport whereby Alimport agreed to purchase US$10 million in agricultural products and food products, including, but not limited to dairy, eggs, lumber, produce, and livestock from California-based companies; and Representatives Sanchez and Sanchez agree to seek changes in United States law and policy towards the Republic of Cuba.  Representative Otter previously visited the Republic of Cuba in February 2004 with a delegation including The Honorable Larry Craig (R- Idaho) and representatives from fifteen Idaho-based agricultural associations and Idaho-based companies, during which they signed a US$10 million “advocacy agreement” with Alimport; and in March 2003.  

	The text of an advocacy agreement, presented by Mr. Pedro Alvarez Borrego, chairman and chief executive officer of Alimport, as a “communiqué,” was agreed to in advance of the visit to the Republic of Cuba by Senator Craig and Representative Otter.  There are two errors of fact in the “communiqué”:  First, the “Joint Communiqué” was not signed by representatives of “The Idaho State Government of the United States of America,” as neither Senator Craig nor Representative Otter was representing The Honorable Dirk Kempthorne (R), Governor of the State of Idaho.  Second, The Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) was signed into law in October 2000, not, “2001.”  The government of the Republic of Cuba commenced purchases under the TSRA in December 2001, after rejecting the use of the TSRA from the period October 2000 to November 2001.  The TSRA re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  NOTE: The TSRA does not regulate the export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba; the export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba remain regulated under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992.  

	Joint Communiqué Between The Idaho State Government of the United States of America And The Empresa Comercializadora de Cuba

	The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho acknowledge Cuba as a potential market for Idaho agricultural products including but not limited to wheat, potato seeds, paper, onions, cattle, beans, chicken, turkey, fruits, supermarket products and services.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho recognize the Empresa Comercializadora de Alimentos (hereinafter referred to as Alimport) as the registered Cuban Corporation that is Cuba’s largest importer of food supplies.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho further acknowledge that the United States Congress approved lifting of certain trade restrictions with Cuba in 2001 and since that time Alimport has steadily increases its food and agricultural purchases from American suppliers.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho acknowledge that Alimport has consistently expressed its desire to normalize relations between Cuba and the United States.

Alimport acknowledges Idaho as a potential supplier of approved agricultural commodities.  In the spirit of understanding and cooperation and desiring to establish friendship and trade relations with the people of Idaho, Alimport expresses its willingness to negotiate and sign contracts with Idaho based companies at a value of US Dollars 10,000,000.00 for the supply of approved agricultural commodities.

The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho agree to promote broader understanding of the value of Cuba as a trading partner and will encourage increased business relationship by promoting commerce between Idaho and Cuba.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho further agree to work with the Idaho congressional delegation to open up trade and travel with Cuba.  The United States Senator Larry Craig and Congressman C.L. Otter from Idaho also agree to help facilitate visas for Alimport guests to visit Idaho to promote mutually beneficial trade.

The undersigned recognize that their execution of this joint Communiqué does not represent a firm commitment to transact any business deals.

Larry Craig


C.L. Otter



Pedro Alvarez Borrego

United States Senator

United States Congressman

Chairman and CEO

State of Idaho


State of Idaho



ALIMPORT


On 8 December 2003, The Honorable Peter Deutsch (D- Florida, 20th District) and The Honorable Robert Menendez (D- New Jersey, 13th District), introduced legislation (H.R. 3670) designed to discourage the type of documents signed by the previously-referenced entities and individuals.  Representative Deutsch retired from the United States Congress in January 2005; reportedly, Representative Menendez intends to re-introduce the legislation in 2005.  The text of H.R. 3670: 

	Anti-Communist Cooperation Act of 2003 (Introduced in House)
108th CONGRESS

1st Session
To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 100 percent tax on amounts received from trading with Cuba if the trading is conditioned explicitly or otherwise on lobbying Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Mr. DEUTSCH (for himself and Mr. MENENDEZ) introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 

A BILL

To amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 100 percent tax on amounts received from trading with Cuba if the trading is conditioned explicitly or otherwise on lobbying Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.   Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the `Anti-Communist Cooperation Act of 2003'. 

SEC. 2. 100 PERCENT TAX ON AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY CERTAIN PERSONS FROM TRADING WITH CUBA. 

(a) IN GENERAL- Subtitle D of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting after chapter 44 the following new chapter:

`CHAPTER 45--TAX ON AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY CERTAIN PERSONS FROM TRADING WITH CUBA

`Sec. 4986. Imposition of tax. 

`SEC. 4986. IMPOSITION OF TAX. 

`(a) IN GENERAL- There is hereby imposed on any United States person a tax of 100 percent of the amount received by such person directly or indirectly from the sale, lease, or licensing of property or services for consumption or use in Cuba if there is an agreement or understanding that such person will directly or indirectly lobby Congress to lift trade or travel restrictions on Cuba.
`(b) ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS- 

`(1) PAYMENTS TAXED ONLY ONCE- Gross income shall not include any payment on which tax is imposed by subsection (a).

`(2) OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS- For purposes of subtitle F, any tax imposed by this section shall be treated as a tax imposed by subtitle A.'

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT- The table of chapters for subtitle D is amended by inserting after the item relating to chapter 44 the following new item:

`Chapter 45. Tax on amounts received by certain persons from trading with Cuba.' 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE- The amendments made by this section shall apply to amounts received after the date of the enactment of this Act.


The Honorable Steve Kerr, Secretary of Agriculture of the State of Vermont, visited the Republic of Cuba from 6 September 2004 to 12 September 2004 during which he signed an agreement valued at approximately US$7 million with Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba (MINCEX).  Secretary Kerr reports that an “advocacy agreement” was not signed with Alimport and that an “advocacy agreement” was not mentioned by representatives of Alimport.  The ability of the State of Vermont to obtain a commercial agreement with Alimport without the inclusion of an “advocacy agreement” is demonstrative of an appropriate commercial relationship between a United States-based entity and Alimport. 

	In January 2004, The Honorable Andre Bauer, Lieutenant Governor of the State of South Carolina, signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport valued at US$10 million.  In February 2005, representatives of the government of South Carolina reported that Alimport had not purchased US$10 million in products from South Carolina-based companies. 

	In December 2003, The Honorable Kathleen Sebelius, Governor of the State of Kansas, who did not visit the Republic of Cuba, signed an “advocacy agreement” with Alimport that stipulates that the government of the State of Kansas will “encourage” a change in United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba and Alimport “expresses its willingness” to purchase US$10 million in agricultural products and food products from Kansas-based companies.

	In September 2003, The Honorable Max Baucus (D- Montana) and The Honorable Denny Rehberg (R- Montana, At-Large) visited the Republic of Cuba with a delegation including representatives of seven Montana-based agricultural commodity companies.  Both Senator Baucus and Representative Rehberg previously visited the Republic of Cuba.  Alimport agreed to purchase, by March 2004, approximately US$10 million in agricultural products and food products from Montana-based companies.  Senator Baucus reported in 2005 that Alimport had purchased US$10 million in products from Montana-based companies.

	In October of 2003, representatives of Indianapolis, Indiana-based Indiana Farm Bureau signed a “memorandum of understanding” valued at US$15 million (the products were to be purchased by April 2004; but the goal of the document has not been achieved, according to a representative of the Indiana Farm Bureau) with Alimport.  The document included an “advocacy statement.”

	In 2003, Des Moines, Iowa-based The Greater Des Moines Partnership, signed an agreement with Alimport similar to that of the “communiqué” signed by Senator Craig and Representative Otter; a U.S. Dollar value for purchases by Alimport was not, however, included in the document. 


OFAC ISSUES NEW PAYMENT REGULATIONS FOR TSRA EXPORTS TO CUBA- On 22 February 2005, the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury of Washington, D.C., issued revised payment terms relating to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The OFAC will no longer permit “cash against documents” when the process equates to products existing the jurisdiction of the United States in advance of receipt of payment by the United States-based exporter or the designated agent of the United States-based exporter.  
	FROM THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

February 22, 2005

js-2268

OFAC Issues Clarification on Payments for Agricultural and Medical Shipments to Cuba

	The U.S. Department of the Treasury's Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) today clarified that under the Cuban Assets Control Regulations the terminology "payment of cash in advance" with regard to Commerce-licensed shipments to Cuba means payment of cash prior to shipment of goods.  This payment policy conforms to the common understanding of the term in international trade finance. In addition, it balances OFAC's responsibility to administer effective sanctions against Cuba while ensuring the island can continue to receive food shipments, medicine and medical supplies from U.S. exporters.  
The Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000 (TSRA) provides that agricultural products, medicines and medical supplies may be exported to Cuba as long as they are paid for through a letter of credit from a third country financial institution that may be confirmed or advised by a U.S. financial institution or by payment of cash in advance. Cash in advance of shipment is a widely held interpretation of the terminology, notably by other agencies in the U.S. Government.  

Some U.S. financial institutions began requesting that OFAC clarify whether payments of cash in advance permits the shipment of goods to Cuba prior to receipt of the payment by U.S. exporters.  To mitigate the immediate impact on the transfer of these payments, OFAC adopted an interim policy to issue specific licenses to exporters whose transactions occurred while guidance was pending. OFAC created the specific licensing policy to ensure the Cuban people did not see a disruption in agricultural and medical shipments to the island and to avoid any unnecessary disruption of U.S. business.  The Treasury Department engaged in discussions within the Administration and received input from Congress and industry officials before issuing this guidance. It was determined that payments made to U.S. exporters before shipment effectively met the goals of the TSRA and the U.S. Cuba sanctions program. 

The final rule on the payment policy was submitted to the Federal Register today and becomes effective immediately. The language in the final rule provides a 30 day window for exporters to continue to engage in transactions under financing terms resembling cash against documents, but requires payment for such transactions to be completed within the 30-day period.  The exporter will still need a Commerce Department license. The purpose of this 30-day window is to provide a transition period. 

The United States imposed sanctions against Cuba in 1963, in response to hostile actions by the Cuban government. Cuba is listed as a state sponsor of terrorism by the U.S. Department of State, and Cuban dictator Fidel Castro continues to oppress the Cuban people under his totalitarian regime.  Economic sanctions against rogue nations – including denying them access to the U.S. financial system and hard currency – can prompt real and positive change by pressuring regimes to change behavior or policies.  The Bush Administration is committed to helping the freedom-starved people of Cuba live lives free from Castro's oppression and tyranny. OFAC is steadfast in effectively administering the Cuba sanctions program to hasten freedom to the Cuban people. 


The following is the text of the revised TSRA payment regulation issued by the OFAC on 18 February 2005, as published in the Federal Register (“the official daily publication for rules, proposed rules, and notices of Federal agencies and organizations, as well as executive orders and other presidential documents.)
	DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY Conformed COD,:

Office of Foreign Assets Control

31 CFR Part 515

Cuban Assets Control Regulations

AGENCY: Office of Foreign Assets Control, Treasury

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Foreign Assets Control (“OFAC”) of the U.S. Department of the Treasury is amending the Cuban Assets Control Regulations, 3 1 CFR part 5 15 (the “CACR’)), to clarify the meaning of the term “payment of cash in advance,” which is used in the restrictions on payment and financing terms for authorized exports from the United States to Cuba.

DATES: Effective Date: [insert date of FILING for public inspection at the office of the Federal Register].

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Chief of Policy Planning and Program Management, tel. 2021622-4855, Chief of Licensing, tel.: 202/622-2480, Chief of Compliance, tel. 202/622-2490, or Chief Counsel, tel.: 202/622-2410, Office of Foreign Assets Control, Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC 20220 (not toll free numbers).

SUPPLEIMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic and Facsimile Availability

This file is available for download without charge in ASCII and Adobe Acrobat readable (*.PDF) formats at GPO Access. GPO Access supports HTTP, FTP, and Telnet at fedbbs.access.gpo.gov. It may also be accessed by modem dialup at 20215 12-1387 followed by typing “/GO/FAC.” Paper copies of this document can be obtained by calling the Government Printing Office at 202/5 12-1 530. This document and additional information concerning the programs of the Office of Foreign Assets Control are available for downloading from the Office’s Internet Home Page: http://www.treas.gov/ofac, or via FTP at ofacftp.treas.gov. Facsimiles of information are available through the Office’s 24-hour fax-on-demand service: call 202/622-0077 using a fax machine, fax modem, or (within the United States) a touch-tone telephone.

Background

Section 908(b)( 1) of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act of 2000, Pub. L. 106-387, prohibits U.S. persons from providing payment or financing terms for authorized sales of agricultural items to Cuba or any person in Cuba other than through “payment of cash in advance” or certain financing by third-country financial institutions. Last fall, U.S. financial institutions stopped payments that were in process and requested guidance from the Treasury as to whether the term required the seller to receive payment before shipping the goods from the United States or before delivering the goods to the Cuban purchaser.  To mitigate the immediate impact on the transfer of such payments, OFAC adopted an interim policy of issuing specific licenses that authorized the unblocking of such payments pending the issuance of further guidance clarifying the meaning of the term “payment of cash in advance.” OFAC created this specific licensing policy to ensure the Cuban people did not experience a disruption in agricultural shipments to Cuba and to avoid any unnecessary disruption of U.S. business.  With this final rule, OFAC is amending paragraph (a)(2) of 5 515.533 of the CACR to clarify that the term “payment of cash in advance” means that payment is received by the seller or the seller’s agent prior to shipment of the goods from the port at which they are loaded. This conforms to the common understanding of the term in international trade finance. In order to continue to avoid a disruption in agricultural shipments to Cuba, OFAC is amending paragraph (d) of 5 515.533 to provide a general license authorizing the processing of payments received for certain exports to Cuba that are shipped prior to receipt of payment for a limited time. This general license only applies when tbe goods are shipped from the port at which they are loaded on or before [insert date 30 days after the date of FILING for public inspection at the office of the Federal Register] and when payment is received by a U.S. banking institution on or before [insert date 30 days after the date of FILING for public inspection at the office of the Federal Register] and prior to transfer of title to, and control of, the goods to the Cuban purchaser.

Public Participation

Because the CACR involve a foreign affairs function, the provisions of Executive Order 12866 and the Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) (the “APA”) requiring notice of proposed rulemaking, opportunity for public participation, and delay in effective date are inapplicable. Because no notice of proposed rulemaking is required for this rule, the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 -612) does not apply.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The collections of information related to the CACR are contained in 3 1 CFR part 501 (the “Reporting, Procedures and Penalties Regulations”). Pursuant to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3507), those collections of information have been approved by the Office of Management and Budget under control number 1505-0164. An agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information unless the collection of information displays a valid control number.

List of Subjects in 3 1 CFR Part 5 15

Administrative practice and procedure, Banks, Banking, Blocking of assets, Cuba, Currency, Foreign Trade, Imports, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements, Securities, Travel Restrictions.  For the reasons set forth in the preamble, part 5 15 of 3 1 CFR Chapter V is amended as follows:

1. The authority citation for 3 1 CFR part 5 15 continues to read as follows: Authority: 18 U.S.C. 2332d; 22 U.S.C. 2370(a), 6001-6010: 31 U.S.C. 321(b); 50 U.S.C. App. 1-44; Pub. L. 101-410, 104 Stat. 890 (28 U.S.C. 2461 note); Pub. L. 106-387, 114 Stat. 1549; E.O. 9193,7 FR 5205,3 CFR, 1938-1943 Comp., p. 1147; E.O. 9989, 13 FR 4891,3 CFR, 1943-1948 Comp., p. 748; Proc. 3447,27 FR 1085,3 CFR, 1959-1963 Comp., p. 157; E.O. 12854,58 FR 36587.3 CFR, 1993 Comp., p. 614.  Subpart E--Licenses, Authorizations, and Statements of Licensing Policy

2. Amend 9: 515.533 by revising paragraphs (a)(2) introductory text and (a)(2)(i) and by adding paragraph (d) to read as follows:  tj 515.533 Transactions incident to exportations from the United States to Cuba and reexportations of U.S.-origin items to Cuba; negotiation of cxecutory contracts.

(a) * * *

(2) Only the following payment and financing terms may be used:

(i) Payment of cash in advance. For the purposes of this section, the term “payment of cash in advance” means that payment is received by the seller or the seller’s agent prior to shipment of the goods from the port at which they are loaded; 

* * * * *

(d) In addition to those transactions authorized pursuant to paragraph (a) if this section, all transactions ordinarily incident to the processing of payments received for items exported from the United States to any person within Cuba are authorized, provided that: (1) The exportation is licensed or otherwise authorized by the Department of Commerce under the provisions of the Export Administration Act of 1979, as amended (50 U.S.C. App. 2401-2420) (see the Export Administration Regulations, 15 CFR 730-774); (2) The items are shipped from the port at which they are loaded on or before [insert date 30 days after the date of FILING for public inspection at the office of the Federal Register]; and (3) Payment is received by a U.S. banking institution on or before [insert date 30 days after the date of FILING for public inspection at the office of the Federal Register] and prior to the transfer of title to, and control of, the exported items to the Cuban purchaser.

* * * * *

Dated: February 18,2005

/sf Robert W. Werner

Robert W. Werner,

Director, Office of Foreign Assets Control

Approved: February 18,2005

/s/ Juan C. Zarate

Juan C. Zarate

Assistant Secretary for Terrorist Financing, Department of the Treasury

BILLING CODE 4810-25-P


STATEMENT BY ALIMPORT REGARDING TSRA PAYMENT REGULATION REVISION- On 25 February 2005, Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), issued the following statement in response to the 22 February 2005, the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury of Washington, D.C., issued revised payment terms relating to the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The OFAC will no longer permit “cash against documents” when the process equates to products existing the jurisdiction of the United States in advance of receipt of payment by the United States-based exporter or the designated agent of the United States-based exporter.  
	In a press release of February 22, 2005, the US Department of Treasury announced its interpretation of the term “cash in advance” established in the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act promulgated by the US Congress in 2000.  According to the aforementioned release, the Cuban payments must be received prior to the Cuba-bound cargoes are loaded on board ships in the US, a departure from the existing practice of payments against documents, with transfer of title to the Cuban buyer upon receipt of cash payments by the American exporter.  It should be noted that no delay has been reported in the implementation of the existing practice.  This measure would represent an escalation designed to hinder the American food and agricultural sales that are already subjected to numerous restrictions imposed by the US.

From December 2001 to February 23, 2005, Alimport had signed on a total of 4.9 million tones, worth US $ 1.255 billion, with freight costs included.  Cuba’s timely cash payments of US $1.06 billion for these purchases have helped meet the Cuban people’s basic food basket needs and conveyed a desire to see a normalization of relations between both countries in an atmosphere of peace and friendship.  Year-to-date, Cuba has imported nearly $90 million worth of American supplies, with an estimated $250 million in contracts that will be implemented in the balance 2005.  These numbers could grow significantly as additional contracts are formalized in the course of this year.

Under this procedure, goods earmarked to the Cuban people could apparently be liable to court-ordered seizures in the US to satisfy legally groundless claims against the Republic of Cuba.  The measure also ignores the will of the US Congress when it authorized the sales to Cuba.  While the American suppliers are recognized for their quality products and efficiency, to purchase from the US under the new measure would be highly unreliable, for the direct food supplies to the Cuban population, including its children, as well as the procurement of input materials for other food items, would be placed at risk.

The US Treasury pronouncement places the American producers, carriers and port operators in disadvantage and gives ground to competitors in other foreign countries that are keen to develop the Cuban market.  Alimport hereby reiterates its commitment to comply with its existing contractual obligations and its readiness to make further purchases from US businesses, subject to acceptable terms and conditions that are consistent with the international business practices.  Alimport ratifies its confidence in the American farmers, businesspersons, shippers, port operators, legislators and other personalities who over the last three years have shown a will to develop mutually advantageous trading relations with Cuba.  Alimport renews its message of peace and friendship to the American people, as well as its wishes for normalized relations between Cuba and the US.


FOR REVIEW: TSRA EXPORT STATISTICS- The first direct commercial export of agricultural products under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose, was in December 2001.     

	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2004-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	     Total 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$791,845,543.00
	


The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that 1,414,198.5 metric tons of agricultural products were exported to the Republic of Cuba in 2004, compared to 1,139,368.5 metric tons in 2003, 768,865.4 metric tons in 2002, and 28,865.4 metric tons 2001, under provisions of the TSRA.  Note: The FAS data only includes agricultural products and not all products exported to the Republic of Cuba in 2004.

	Measure
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004

	MT
	28,195.0
	768,865.4
	1,139,368.5
	1,414,198.5


The following are the ten largest (U.S. Dollar value) agricultural product exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba from 2001 through 2004 under provisions of the TSRA:

	Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of Total TSRA Exports To Cuba

	1
	Corn
	US$118,128,855.00
	14.91%

	2
	Chicken
	US$117,702,006.00
	14.86%

	3
	Wheat
	US$114,775,516.00
	14.49%

	4
	Soybean Oil
	US$95,585,493.00
	12.07%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$83,330,023.00
	10.52%

	6
	Rice
	US$81,086,860.00
	10.24%

	7
	Soybean Oil Cake
	US$55,966,781.00
	7.06%

	8
	Powdered Milk
	US$25,691,962.00
	3.24%

	9
	Soybean Flour 
	US$21,653,057.00
	2.73%

	10
	Wheat-Flour-Soya Blends
	US$15,593,341.00
	1.96%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest Exports To Cuba
	US$729,513,894.00
	

	
	Total U.S. Exports To Cuba
	US$791,845,543.00
	

	
	10 Largest As % Of Exports To Cuba
	92.12%
	


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 10 February 2005 to 17 February 2005 and 3 February 2005 to 10 February 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

10 February 2005 To 17 February 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	245,000

metric tons
	169,500

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	5,000

metric tons
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	11,000

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	15,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	250,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	207,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	15,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	66,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	20,000

metric tons
	12,500

metric tons
	15,400

metric tons
	36,400

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	1,700

running bales
	300

running bales
	4,200

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	603,000 metric tons;1,700 bales
	437,000 metric tons;300 bales
	538,100 metric tons;4,200 bales
	682,100  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


	

3 February 2005 To 10 February 2005

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	245,400

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	252,700

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	15,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	220,000

metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	207,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	15,000

metric tons
	30,000

metric tons
	51,200

metric tons
	68,600

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,200

metric tons
	12,600

metric tons
	10,100

metric tons
	36,300

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	1,800

running bales
	300

running bales
	4,000

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	573,600 metric tons;1,800 bales
	457,600 metric tons;300 bales
	622,800 metric tons;4,000 bales
	661,800  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


US$29.2 MILLION IN DECEMBER 2004 TSRA EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., reported that the value of United States exports (defined as products exiting the borders of the United States whether sold or donated) to the Republic of Cuba during the month of December 2004 was US$29,808,453.00, of which US$29,261,459.00 consisted of agricultural products and food products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  
	In June 2002, Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), projected that agricultural product and food product purchases from United States-based companies in 2002 would be approximately US$165 million (actual US$138,634,784.00); and in 2003 would be approximately US$230 million (actual US$256,901,471.00).  In 2003, Alimport projected that TSRA purchases in 2004 would be approximately US$320 million; however, in August 2004, representatives of Alimport increased the projection to US$440 million (actual US$391,990,382.00).


Although 2004 data is not yet available, the government of the Republic of Cuba imported (not including transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees) from throughout the world, including from the United States, approximately US$709,979,366.00 in agricultural products and food products in 2003; US$608,548,665.00 in 2002; US$532,010,554.00 in 2001; and US$497,964,471.00 in 2000.  NOTE: Inclusion of transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees, and continually presenting multi-year cumulative values and expected purchases in data is misleading, as the actual cost of goods sold, on a year-by-year basis, remains the meaningful value to be disseminated.  Transportation costs, when detailed, are important when considering the overall economic impact of exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, but should not be added to the value of products, as the result is an inflated value for products.  

	NOTE: The United States Department of Commerce does not define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate); Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, among other products as “agricultural products.”   

	The United States Department of Agriculture does define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate), Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd, Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, as agricultural products.   

	The United States Department of Commerce does not define “Cannulae and the like and part and accessories” as an agricultural product; a cannulae is a small tube that can be inserted into a narrow duct in the body or even something as small as a vessel.  This item, exported to the Republic of Cuba in April 2004, was licensed under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992.  In May 2004, “Medical Surgical Dental/Veterinary Furniture, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA, not the TSRA.  In June 2004, “Cough and Cold Preparations, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA.

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council includes all food products and all agricultural products in calculating TSRA-authorized exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.


	U.S. Department of Commerce Reported Data

	Monthly Values
	Year-To-Date Values

	Month


	2003
	2004
	% Change
	2003
	2004
	% Change

	January
	US$16,839,261.00
	US$29,131,411.00
	+273%
	US$16,839,261.00
	US$29,131,411.00
	+273%

	February
	US$9,036,856.00
	US$28,025,200.00
	+210.12%
	US$25,876,117.00
	US$57,156,611.00
	+120.89%

	March
	US$17,463,552.00
	US$59,098,113.00
	+238.41%
	US$43,339,669.00
	US$116,254,724.00
	+168.24%

	April
	US$24,574,122.00
	US$55,303,148.00
	+125.05%
	US$67,913,791.00
	US$171,557,872.00
	+152.61%

	May
	US$21,260,422.00
	US$32,753,883.00
	+54.06%
	US$89,174,213.00
	US$204,311,755.00
	+129.12%

	June
	US$12,915,745.00
	US$38,735,589.00
	+199.91%
	US$102,089,958.00
	US$243,047,344.00
	+138.07%

	July
	US$22,384,035.00
	US$29,981,917.00
	+33.94%
	US$124,473,993.00
	US$273,029,261.00
	+119.35%

	August
	US$12,802,131.00
	US$24,567,780.00
	+91.90%
	US$137,276,124.00
	US$297,597,041.00
	+116.79%

	September
	US$18,928,430.00
	US$8,223,910.00
	-56.55%
	US$156,204,554.00
	US$305,820,951.00
	+95.78%

	October
	US$23,721,360.00
	US$17,868,113.00
	-24.68%
	US$179,925,914.00
	US$322,110,501.00
	+79.02%

	November
	US$35,816,182.00
	US$28,076,021.00
	-21.61%
	US$215,742,096.00
	US$351,794,925.00
	+63.06%

	December
	US$34,457,258.00
	US$28,421,458.00
	-17.52%
	US$250,199,354.00
	US$378,550,780.00
	+51.30%


The first direct commercial export of agricultural products under the TSRA was reported in December 2001.  NOTE:  Some of the non-consumable products exported to the Republic of Cuba are for use by the United States Interests Section of the United States Department of State located in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, or donated to Republic of Cuba-based entities, including Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO’s), faith-based organizations, schools, and healthcare facilities.   

	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2004-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	January 2004
	US$30,280,169.00
	29th (of 202)

	February 2004
	US$27,621,918.00
	36th (of 214)

	March  2004
	US$60,459,205.00
	17th (of 218)

	April 2004
	US$55,232,424.00
	19th (of 222)

	May 2004
	US$33,202,590.00
	24th (of 223)

	June 2004
	US$39,874,688.00
	18th (of 225)

	July 2004
	US$30,695,375.00
	25th (of 225)

	August 2004
	US$27,101,085.00
	28th (of 226)

	September 2004
	US$10,242,033.00
	53rd (of 228)

	October 2004
	US$19,402,481.00
	41st (of 228)

	November 2004
	US$28,616,955.00
	35th (of 228)

	December 2004
	US$29,261,459.00
	30th (of 228)


	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2004-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	     Total 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$791,845,543.00
	


The U.S. Dollar values used in the statistical reports are generally defined as the U.S. Dollar price actually paid (or payable) for merchandise when sold for exportation, excluding import duties (if any), transportation, insurance, and other costs.    

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	December 2004
	2004

	0102100030
	Bovines, purebred breeding, male, live, exc dairy
	Miami, FL**
	US$17,400.00
	US$17,400.00

	0102100050
	Bovines, purebred breeding, female, live, exc dairy
	Miami, FL**
	US$26,000.00
	US$26,000.00

	0202303550
	Meat of bovines, boneless, processed, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	US$208,653.00
	US$208,653.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$57,507.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Savannah, GA
	US$30,429.00
	US$260,398.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Tampa, FL
	US$124,360.00
	US$380,153.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$298,092.00

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$418,258.00

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$59,208.00

	0207120040
	Chickens, whole, frozen, except young
	Tampa, FL
	US$158,600.00
	US$760,172.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$423,666.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$613,528.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	US$414,503.00
	US$6,506,443.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	US$3,306,144.00
	US$38,060,183.00

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Savannah, GA
	US$16,120.00
	US$393,445.00

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Tampa, FL
	US$462,999.00
	US$1,071,349.00

	0207140050
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, offal
	Mobile, AL*
	US$2,897,381.00
	US$9,219,435.00

	0207140090
	Meat of chickens, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$112,320.00

	0207270090
	Trky cuts/edbl offl (incl lvrs) frzn, other
	Tampa, FL
	US$216,000.00
	US$1,417,887.00

	0209000000
	Pig & poultry fat frsh chld frzn salted dried smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$22,409.00

	0210011000
	Hams, shoulders &cuts, bone in , salted, drd, smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$33,711.00

	0303390060
	Flat fish excl fillets/livers/roes; frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$12,855.00

	0306230000
	Shrimps/prawns inc shell fr/ch/drd/salted/in brine
	Miami, FL**
	US$36,000.00
	US$36,000.00

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$10,262,280.00

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$15,429,682.00

	0404100500
	Whey protein concentrates whether or not sweetened
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$298,752.00

	0404100850
	Modified whey, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$14,300.00

	0404104000
	Whey, whether or nt concentratd or sweetend, drid
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$218,044.00

	0406300000
	Cheese, processed, not grated or powdered
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$33,600.00

	0406901000
	Cheese, cheddar, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$44,961.00

	0407000020
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, for hatching
	Tampa, FL
	US$47,520.00
	US$47,520.00

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Tampa, FL
	US$114,195.00
	US$445,215.00

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Miami, FL**
	US$35,640.00
	US$414,710.00

	0511995050
	Animal products nesoi, dead animals ch 1, inedible
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$22,792.00

	0702000050
	Tomatoes, fresh or chilled, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$6,516.00

	0703105000
	Onions and shallots, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$13,750.00

	0709905000
	Vegetables, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Tampa, FL
	US$18,175.00
	US$18,175.00

	0709905000
	Vegetables, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,682.00

	0712202000
	Onion powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$22,810.00

	0712904020
	Garlic powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$24,912.00

	0713101000
	Peas, seeds of a kind used for sowing drd, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$348,490.00

	0713104040
	Yellow peas, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$2,400,787.00

	0713104080
	Peas, nesoi (ex seed) dried, shelled w/n skin/split
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,016,500.00

	0713202000
	Chickpeas (garbanzos), except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$814,662.00

	0713333000
	Navy or pea beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$15,531.00

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$1,434,000.00

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Houston, TX
	
	US$1,365,000.00

	0806100000
	Grapes, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	US$54,912.00
	US$130,509.00

	0806200000
	Grapes, dried (including raisins)
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$116,121.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Tampa, FL
	US$98,441.00
	US$469,457.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Mobile, AL
	US$15,856.00
	US$55,194.00

	0808200000
	Pears and quinces, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	US$24,502.00
	US$33,567.00

	0904120000
	Pepper of the genus piper, crushed or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$20,663.00

	0906200000
	Cinnamon & cinnamon- tree flowers, crushd or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$3.578.00

	0909300000
	Seeds of cumin
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$11,232.00

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$44,329.00
	US$389,335.00

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$53,336.00

	1001100090
	Durum wheat, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,204,482.00

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed, nesoi
	New Orleans, LA
	US$1,039,500.00
	US$15,771,860.00

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed
	Houston, TX
	US$4,271,521.00
	US$39,539,529.00

	1005902020
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 1, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$10,681,926.00

	1005902030
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 2 except seed 
	New Orleans, LA
	US$3,718,676.00
	US$39,024,947.00

	1005902035
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U. S. No. 3 except seed
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$7,784,810.00

	1005904041
	Popcorn unpopped, put up in microwaveable packages
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$8,820.00

	1006204020
	Rice, long grain, husked (brown)
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,279,187.00

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$14,792.00

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,155,051.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	US$23,298.00
	US$110,830.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$26,761,145.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Houston-Galveston, TX
	
	US$9,981,882.00

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$2,713,211.00

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	Houston, TX
	
	US$20,026,170.00

	1106300000
	Flour, meal & powder of the products of chapter 8
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$10,341.00

	1107100000
	Malt, not roasted
	Houston, TX
	
	US$511,996.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$5,086,125.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$3,978,502.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$2,660,000.00
	US$18,867,904.00

	1208100000
	Flours and meals of soybeans
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$17,844,682.00

	1501000020
	Lard
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$106,996.00

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$1,983,986.00

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	New Orleans, LA
	US$985,741.00
	US$2,629,841.00

	1507904020
	Soybean oil, once-refined not chemically modified
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$5,639,228.00
	US$15,024,300.00

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$3,676,000.00

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$8,638.00

	1509102000
	Olive oil, virgin, n/chem modifd, in cont lt 18 kg
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$9,080.00

	1517903040
	Bakn/fryn fats wholly Vegtlb oils edbl artfl Mxtrs
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$326,614.00

	1602492000
	Swine meat nesoi boned/cooked cnd no cereal or veg
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$109,652.00

	1604206000
	Fish, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$22,311.00

	1605201025
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared, frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$118,728.00

	1605201050
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$6,400.00

	1702110000
	Lactose & lactose syrup cont 99% more lactse by wt
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$28,000.00

	1702190000
	Lactose in solid form and lactose syrup, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$14,000.00

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$41,904.00

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$8,818.00

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$80,177.00

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	Miami, FL**
	US$30,206.00
	US$203,057.00

	1806310040
	Choc/cocoa prep confectnry blk/bar notov2kg filled
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$132,580.00

	1806323550
	Choc/cocoa prep bar etc ntov2kg exc filld/cnfctnry
	Tampa, FL
	US$47,493.00
	US$47,493.00

	1806900063
	Confectionary, cocoa food preps, nesoi, for retail
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$69,467.00

	1901909085
	Food preps, nesoi, wheat-flour-soya blends
	Tampa, FL
	US$1,283,693.00
	US$1,283,693.00

	1901909085
	Food preps, nesoi, wheat-flour-soya blends
	Houston, TX
	
	US$5,326,777.00

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	US$12,415.00
	US$226,138.00

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$284,368.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Mobile, AL*
	US$72,463.00
	US$87,261.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	US$74,005.00
	US$353,809.00

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$20,040.00

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	US$11,256.00
	US$22,613.00

	2005800000
	Sweet corn, prepared/preserved nesoi, not frozen
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,643.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$253,206.00

	208111000
	Peanut butter
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$6,493.00

	2009904000
	Mixtures of fruit juices, unfermented
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$36,900.00

	2101200020
	Soluble/instant tea/mate cont no sugar/cereal/etc
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$36,015.00

	2103202000
	Tomato ketchup
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$5,877.00

	2103909020
	Mayonnaise
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$58,721.00

	2103909070
	Mixed condiments and mixed seasonings
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$54,709.00

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$209,843.00

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$4,240.00

	2104100020
	Soups, broths and preparations thereof, dried
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$80,061.00

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	New York, NY***
	
	US$361,931.00

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$1,009,661.00

	2106906575
	Coffee Whiteners, Non-Dairy
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$128,924.00

	2106906592
	Food preparations, nesoi, canned
	Tampa, FL
	US$53,979.00
	US$193,163.00

	2106907090
	Edible preps, not canned/frzn, n/cont sugar, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$20,388.00

	2202100020
	Carbonated soft drinks, contng aspartame/saccharin
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$5,996.00

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$9,120.00

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$30,816.00

	2202903600
	Single fruit/veg juice forti w/vitmin n/concentrd
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$32,736.00

	2202909090
	Beverages nonalcoholic nesoi excl fruit/vegt juice
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$47,076.00

	2204214000
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol cntrs 2l or less
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$69,349.00

	2204290020
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol contrs ov 2 liters
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$16,450.00

	2304000000
	Soybean oilcake & oth solid residue, wh/not ground
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$15,212,287.00

	2306900000
	Vegetable oilcake & solid residue nesoi w/nt grnd
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$3,023,900.00

	2309901010
	Pet food put up for retail sale ex dog & cat food
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$12,994.00

	2835250000
	Calcium hydrogenorthophosphate (dicalc phosphate)
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$2,081,856.00

	3004909176
	Cough and cold preparations, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$15,348.00 (1)

	3006500000
	First-aid boxes and kits
	Baltimore, MD
	US$24,000.00
	US$24,000.00

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$121,920.00

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$1,080,750.00

	3504001000
	Protein solids
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$182,942.00

	3505100040
	Modified starches derived from corn (maize) starch
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$11,780.00

	4403200010
	Poles, piles, posts rough, not treated, coniferous
	Mobile, AL*
	US$101,355.00
	US$101,355.00

	4403200020
	Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$532,259.00

	4407100046
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-joint
	Mobile, AL*
	US$257,916.00
	US$351,298.00

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$112,403.00

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Mobile, AL*
	US$105,122.00
	US$348,899.00

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$47,954.00

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Mobile, AL*
	US$155,468.00
	US$1,516,043.00

	4407990045
	Yellow poplar wood, lumber, rough
	Mobile, AL*
	US$120,022.00
	US$1,202,071.00

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$150,394.00

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Mobile, AL*
	US$64,118.00
	US$128,236.00

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$75,327.00

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$44,310.00

	4703210040
	Chem wdpulp sulfate ex disslvng gr conif, bleached
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$53,627.00

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$4,661,182.00

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$11,479.00

	4802575055
	Ppr/pbrd unctd nov 10% mech nesoi 40-150g/m2 sheet
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$479,000.00

	4811592000
	Prnting paper, not blechd wt <15x36x15cm
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$25,309.00

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$166,555.00

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Mobile, AL*
	US$165,425.00
	US$2,755,452.00

	6305330000
	Sack & bag for pkg good mmade mat polyethylene
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$36,720.00

	7319100000
	Sewing, darning or embroidery needles, iron or stl
	New York, NY***
	
	US$19,035.00

	8517505000
	Telephon app, carr-current line or digital line sys
	New York, NY***
	
	US$7,740.00

	8703230060
	Vehicles, nesoi, new, eng exc (1500-3000cc)(4-6cyl)
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$16,130.00

	8703230090
	Used vehicles, engine (1500-3000cc), nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$20,297.00
	US$138,396.00

	8703240010
	Ambulances, hearses & prison vans >3,000 cc
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$8,500.00

	8704900000
	Trucks, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$5,500.00

	9018199550
	Electro-diagnostic apparatus, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$347,775.00 (1)

	9018199560
	Parts&Accessories for electro-diagnostic apparatus
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$14,378.00 (1)

	9018390030
	Bougies, catheters, drains & sondes & pts & access
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$29,767.00 (1)

	9018390050
	Cannulae and the like and part and accessories
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$2,650.00 (1)

	9018907080
	Electro-medical inst & appliances & parts, nesoi
	Maimi, FL**
	
	US$3,410.00 (1)

	901920000
	Ozone, oxygen, etc therapy, respiration apparatus, pt
	Los Angeles, CA
	
	US$4,443.00 (1)

	9022902000
	High tension generators, desks, chair, etc
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$30,000.00

	9209920000
	Pts & accessories for musical inst of heading 9202
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,270.00

	9402900020
	Medical surgical dental/veterinary furniture, nesoi
	Los Angeles,

CA
	
	US$66,062.00 (1)

	9406008090
	Prefabricated buildings, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$400,000.00

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$965,273.00

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	US$38,058.00
	US$680,264.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Buffalo, NY*****
	
	US$130,411.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$404,732.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$65,968.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Detroit, MI****
	
	US$25,000.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$36,585.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Miami, FL**
	US$69,092.00
	US$416,954.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Houston, TX
	
	US$202,527.00

	9802300000
	All wearing apparel, donated for relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,143.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	New York, NY***
	
	US$36,408.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$272,950.00
	US$1,429,320.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	US$86,334.00
	US$257,921.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$20,000.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	US$36,263.00
	US$2,645,548.00

	9809005000
	Shipments under $20,001, not identified by kind
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$20,840.00

	Total US$
	
	
	US$29,808,453.00
	US$400,467,680.00


	*While the reporting district is Mobile, Alabama, the shipping ports include Mobile, Alabama; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Gulfport, Mississippi.   **While the reporting district is Miami, Florida, the shipping port does not include Miami, Florida, but does include Jacksonville, Florida, and Port Manatee, Florida; and can include airline charter/airline cargo from Miami International Airport.  ***The New York reporting district includes ports in New Jersey; and can include John F. Kennedy International Airport (charter flights).  **** The Detroit, Michigan reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  *****The Buffalo, New York, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (1) Exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992, which re-authorized the direct export of healthcare products to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis, cash only, with end-use restrictions.


Export values do not necessarily include informational materials (books, magazines, music, entertainment programs, etc.) and “humanitarian packages” sent from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, which are generally not required to be licensed by the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce or the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury.

	2004 United States Imports From The Republic Of Cuba

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	2004

	9701100000
	Paintings, drawing and pastels exc of heading 4906
	Miami, FL
	US$33,329.00

	9704000000
	Postage or revenue stamps, first day covers
	Boston, MA
	US$2,562.00

	9801001065
	Goods in heading 8703 returned after being exported
	Tampa, FL
	US$4,000.00

	Total US$
	
	
	US$39,891.00


TEN LARGEST AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT EXPORTS TO CUBA IN DECEMBER 2004- The following are the ten largest (U.S. Dollar value) agricultural product exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in December 2004 under provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.

	2004 December
Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of December 2004 TSRA Exports
To Cuba

	1
	Chicken (frozen)
	US$7,255,747.00
	24.79%

	2
	Soybean Oil
	US$6,624,969.00
	22.64%

	3
	Wheat
	US$5,311,021.00
	18.15%

	4
	Corn
	US$3,718,676.00
	12.70%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$2,660,000.00
	9.09%

	6
	Wheat-Flour-Soya Blends
	US$1,283,693.00
	4.38%

	7
	Wood (pitch pine, pine, yellow poplar, poles)
	US$739,883.00
	2.52%

	8
	Turkey (frozen)
	US$216,000.00
	.738%

	9
	Bovine (frozen)
	US$208,653.00
	.713%

	10
	Cotton
	US$165,425.00
	.565%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest TSRA Exports to Cuba
	US$28,184,067.00
	96.39%


10 LARGEST TSRA EXPORTS TO CUBA ACCOUNT FOR 89.48% OF TOTAL IN 2004- The following are the ten largest (U.S. Dollar value) agricultural product exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in 2004 under provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.

	2004 Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of Total U.S. Exports To Cuba

	1
	Rice
	US$64,042,268.00
	16.33%

	2
	Corn
	US$57,491,683.00
	14.66%

	3
	Chicken
	US$57,160,541.00
	14.58%

	4
	Wheat
	US$55,311,389.00
	14.11%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$27,932,531.00
	7.12%

	6
	Powdered Milk
	US$25,691,962.00
	6.55%

	7
	Soybean Oil
	US$23,322,765.00
	5.94%

	8
	Soybean Flour 
	US$17,844,682.00
	4.55%

	9
	Soybean Oil Cake
	US$15,212,287.00
	3.88%

	10
	Wheat-Flour-Soya Blends
	US$6,610,470.00
	1.68%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest Exports To Cuba
	US$350,620,578.00
	

	
	Total U.S. Exports To Cuba In 2004
	US$391,990,382.00
	

	
	10 Largest As % Of 2004 Exports To Cuba
	89.48%
	


	2003 Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of Total U.S. Exports To Cuba

	1
	Soybean Oil
	US$50,824,529.00
	19.78%

	2
	Poultry
	US$37,205,568.00
	14.48%

	3
	Wheat
	US$36,675,608.00
	14.27%

	4
	Corn
	US$35,571,041.00
	13.84%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$34,475,209.00
	13.41%

	6
	Soybean Oil Cake
	US$21,473,027.00
	8.35%

	7
	Rice
	US$10,778,311.00
	4.19%

	8
	Wheat Flour Soy Blends
	US$8,982,871.00
	3.49%

	9
	Newsprint
	US$4,440,255.00
	1.78%

	10
	Soybean Flour
	US$3,808,375.00
	1.48%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest Exports To Cuba
	US$244,234,794.00
	95.37%

	
	Total U.S. Exports To Cuba In 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	

	
	10 Largest As % Of 2003 Exports To Cuba
	95.37%
	


	2002 Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of Total U.S. Exports To Cuba

	1
	Wheat
	US$22,788,519.00
	16.43%

	2
	Corn
	US$22,738,930.00
	16.40%

	3
	Poultry
	US$21,632,287.00
	15.60%

	4
	Soybean Oil
	US$21,438,199.00
	15.46%

	5
	Soybeans
	US$20,922,283.00
	15.09%

	6
	Soybean Oil Cake
	US$19,281,467.00
	13.90%

	7
	Rice
	US$6,266,281.00
	4.51%

	8
	Calcium Hydrogenorthophosphate
	US$1,000,725.00
	.721%

	9
	Eggs
	US$766,559.00
	.552%

	10
	Lard
	US$428,000.00
	.308%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest Exports To Cuba
	US$137,263,250.00
	99.11%

	
	Total U.S. Exports To Cuba In 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	

	
	10 Largest As % Of 2002 Exports To Cuba
	99.11%
	


	2001 Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of Total U.S. Exports To Cuba

	1
	Corn
	US$2,327,201.00
	53.88%

	2
	Poultry
	US$1,703,610.00
	39.44%

	
	Total U.S. Exports To Cuba In 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 
	100%


USDA REPORTS 1.4 MILLION MT OF PRODUCTS TO CUBA IN 2004; 24% INCREASE FROM 2003- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that 1,414,198.5 metric tons of agricultural products were exported to the Republic of Cuba in 2004, compared to 1,139,368.5 metric tons of agricultural products were exported to the Republic of Cuba in 2003, compared to 768,865.4 metric tons of agricultural products in 2002, and 28,865.4 metric tons of agricultural products in 2001, under provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000 was reported in December 2001.  The TSRA re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  Note: The FAS data only includes agricultural products and not all products exported to the Republic of Cuba in 2004.

	Product
	Code
	Measure
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004

	BIRDS EGGS, IN SHELL
	0407
	DOZ
	0.0
	1,527,690.0
	1,511,460.0
	2,259,000.0

	MAIZE (CORN)
	1005
	MT
	25,198.0
	225,246.0
	329,580.0
	484,067.3

	WHEAT AND MESLIN
	1001
	MT
	0.0
	175,675.0
	245,069.0
	351,638.0

	SOYA BEANS
	1201
	MT
	0.0
	109,520.0
	134,270.0
	84,573.0

	SOYA-BEAN RESIDUE
	2304
	MT
	0.0
	101,653.3
	114,082.9
	44,793.9

	SOYA-BEAN OIL
	1507
	MT
	0.0
	46,117.1
	90,630.8
	39,860.0

	RICE
	1006
	MT
	0.0
	55,214.4
	87,658.5
	176,620.6

	MEAT, POULTRY
	0207
	MT
	2,997.0
	53,099.0
	70,117.7
	62,762.4

	MALT EXTRACT, FLOUR
	1901
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	31,600.7
	24,907.1

	MILK NOT CONCENTRATE
	0401
	LITER
	0.0
	0.0
	17,740.0
	0.0

	FLOUR, MEAL OF OLEAG
	1208
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	16,978.2
	58,692.9

	NEWSPRINT
	4801
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	7,197.0
	12,750.0

	LIQUEUR, SPIRITS
	2208
	LITPF
	0.0
	1,600.0
	4,512.0
	0.0

	OIL-CAKE
	2306
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	3,762.1
	17,445.5

	VEGETABLES, DRIED
	0713
	MT
	0.0
	122.5
	2,613.4
	30,299.9

	APPLES, PEARS
	0808
	MT
	0.0
	452.4
	1,551.6
	731.5

	FOOD PREPS, NESOI
	2106
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	1,199.8
	2,243.9

	WOOD SAWN, CHIPPED
	4407
	M3
	0.0
	42.0
	1,026.0
	14,443.0

	MARGARINE
	1517
	MT
	0.0
	171.2
	717.8
	398.7

	COTTON, NOT CARDED
	5201
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	471.9
	2,105.4

	WATERS, NON-ALCOHOL
	2202
	KL
	0.0
	23.8
	426.8
	118.4

	LIVE BOVINE ANIMALS
	0102
	NO
	0.0
	3.0
	410.0
	22.0

	SAUCE, MUSTARD, ETC
	2103
	MT
	0.0
	203.5
	335.8
	113.4

	TOMATOES PREPARED
	2002
	MT
	0.0
	23.8
	230.3
	546.3

	OTHER SPICES
	0910
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	226.3
	241.5

	PASTA, COUSCOUS, ETC
	1902
	MT
	0.0
	16.8
	211.9
	1,122.5

	CEREAL GROATS, MEAL
	1103
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	201.2
	0.0

	FIXED VEG FAT, OIL
	1515
	MT
	0.0
	10.6
	168.2
	0.0

	WHEY, NATURAL MILK
	0404
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	100.0
	996.7

	GRAPES
	0806
	MT
	0.0
	10.8
	88.0
	145.5

	ICE CREAM
	2105
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	81.5
	0.0

	SUGARS NES, LACTOSE
	1702
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	77.1
	170.7

	GRAPE WINES
	2204
	KL
	0.0
	2.1
	44.2
	25.8

	COCONUTS, BRAZIL NUT
	0801
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	25.4
	0.0

	SUGAR CONFECTIONERY
	1704
	MT
	0.0
	19.2
	24.5
	64.8

	SAUSAGES
	1601
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	22.7
	0.0

	PEPTONES, PROTEINS
	3504
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	19.8
	60.4

	VEGETABLES NES, PREP
	2005
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	18.8
	4.9

	SOUPS, BROTHS
	2104
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	17.2
	18.4

	TRACTORS
	8701
	NO
	0.0
	0.0
	10.0
	0.0

	BUTTER, FATS, MILK
	0405
	MT
	0.0
	17.6
	7.0
	0.0

	MOLLUSCS
	0307
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	5.5
	0.0

	FISH FILLETS, MEAT
	0304
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	2.9
	0.0

	FRUIT, NUT, PREP
	2008
	MT
	0.0
	23.3
	2.8
	3.1

	CRUSTACEANS
	0306
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.2
	1.0

	MEAT BOVINE FROZEN
	0202
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	160.5

	MEAT OF SWINE
	0203
	MT
	0.0
	90.2
	0.0
	1,261.9

	EDIBLE OFFAL
	0206
	MT
	0.0
	300.4
	0.0
	0.0

	PIG/POULTRY FAT
	0209
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	88.3

	MEAT SALT/DRY/SMOKE
	0210
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	152.9

	FISH, FROZEN, WHOLE
	0303
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	6.9

	MILK CONCENTRATED
	0402
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	12,898.4

	BUTTERMILK
	0403
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	CHEESE AND CURD
	0406
	MT
	0.0
	1.0
	0.0
	41.2

	ANIMAL PRODUCTS NES
	0511
	NO
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	TOMATOES, FRESH
	0702
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	7.4

	ONIONS, SHALLOTS
	0703
	MT
	0.0
	75.8
	0.0
	24.9

	VEGETABLES NES, FR
	0709
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	18.8

	VEGETABLES, DRIED
	0712
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	8.6

	NUTS EXCEPT COCONUT,
	0802
	MT
	0.0
	2.3
	0.0
	0.0

	DATES FIGS PINEAPPLE
	0804
	MT
	0.0
	2.7
	0.0
	0.0

	PEPPER (PIPER)
	0904
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	2.1

	CINNAMON
	0906
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.7

	SEED SPICES
	0909
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1.6

	FLOUR, MEAL, LEGUMES
	1106
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	16.7

	MALT
	1107
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	1,650.1

	VEGETABLE SAPS, ETC
	1302
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	LARD, PIG, POULTRY
	1501
	MT
	0.0
	718.5
	0.0
	133.0

	OLIVE OIL
	1509
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	2.2

	PREPARED MEAT
	1602
	MT
	0.0
	0.4
	0.0
	38.3

	FISH, PREPARED
	1604
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	12.8

	CRUSTACEANS, PREP
	1605
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	10.0

	CHOCOLATE
	1806
	MT
	0.0
	8.7
	0.0
	56.1

	CEREAL FOOD
	1904
	MT
	0.0
	20.3
	0.0
	0.0

	BAKED BREAD, PASTRY
	1905
	MT
	0.0
	21.8
	0.0
	0.0

	VEGIE, FRUIT, VINGAR
	2001
	MT
	0.0
	6.5
	0.0
	0.0

	VEGETABLES NES, PREP
	2004
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	58.2

	JAMS, JELLIES
	2007
	MT
	0.0
	0.3
	0.0
	0.0

	FRUIT, VEGIE, JUICES
	2009
	KL
	0.0
	0.2
	0.0
	13.3

	COFFEE, TEA, EXTRACT
	2101
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	22.3

	ANIMAL FEED PREPS
	2309
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	42.2

	FERTILIZER MATERIALS
	3100
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	ACTIVE AGENTS, SURFA
	3402
	MT
	0.0
	0.5
	0.0
	0.0

	GELATIN & DERIVATIVE
	3503
	MT
	0.0
	7.9
	0.0
	0.0

	DEXTRINS
	3505
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	20.0

	WOOD IN THE ROUGH
	4403
	NO
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	HOOPWOOD, SPLIT POLE
	4404
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	WOODEN CASKS
	4416
	NO
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	12,903.0

	BUILDERS JOINERY
	4418
	M2
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	ARTICLES OF WOOD
	4421
	NO
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	CHEMICAL WOOD PULP
	4703
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	83.0

	CARPETS, WOVEN
	5702
	MT
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	ARTICLES OF PLASTER
	6809
	MT
	0.0
	11.6
	0.0
	0.0

	DONATED ARTICLES
	9802
	NONE
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0
	0.0

	 
	
	MT
	28,195.0
	768,865.4
	1,139,368.5
	1,414,198.5


U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 2004 PRODUCT EXPORT DATA FOR CUBA- The Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., reported the following products (sold and donated) were exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in 2004.  Unlike the data from the Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., the Bureau of the Census does not provide a year total, as the measurements for various products are different (kilograms, dozens, tons, liters, etc.).  

	However, the data from the Bureau of the Census includes ALL products exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in 2004; the USDA data only includes agricultural commodities- meaning that some agricultural products and food products authorized by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000 may not be included in the USDA data.  The TSRA re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  


The Bureau of the Census data includes 1) products exported under provisions of 2) products exported under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba  3) products exported under specific license from the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce, including materials for use by the U.S. Interests Section located in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, of the United States Department of States and 4) donations authorized by the BIS.  Note: To convert kilograms to metric tons, divide the kilogram quantity by 1,000.

	U.S. Exports To Cuba By 10-Digit HS Code (2001-2004)

	HS Code and Description
	2004
	2003
	2002
	2001

	0102100010 Bovines, Purebred Breeding, Dairy, Male, Live (no)
	0
	2
	0
	0

	0102100020 Bovines, Purebred Breeding, Dairy, Female, Live (no)
	0
	394
	3
	0

	0102100030 Bovines, Purebred Breeding, Male, Live, Exc Dairy (no)
	6
	3
	0
	0

	0102100050 Bovines, Purebred Breeding Female, Live, Exc Dairy (no)
	16
	11
	0
	0

	0202303550 Meat Of Bovines, Boneless, Processed, Frozen (kg)
	160,496
	0
	0
	0

	0203221000 Hams Shoulders & Cuts Swine W/ Bone Processed Frzn (kg)
	895,349
	0
	0
	0

	0203292000 Meat Of Swine, Processed, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	321,048
	0
	90,184
	0

	0203294000 Meat Of Swine, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	45,519
	0
	0
	0

	0206220000 Livers Of Bovines, Edible, Frozen (kg)
	0
	0
	300,416
	0

	0207120040 Chickens, Whole, Frozen, Except Young (kg)
	567,197
	0
	192,655
	0

	0207140010 Leg Quarters Of Chickens, Frozen (kg)
	44,382,662
	51,266,402
	48,569,910
	2,997,025

	0207140025 Legs Of Chickens, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	2,429,448
	1,867,844
	240,225
	0

	0207140045 Feet (paws) Of Chickens, Frozen (kg)
	0
	1,111,746
	0
	0

	0207140050 Offal Of Chickens, Edible, Frozen (kg)
	12,717,547
	12,319,424
	1,015,970
	0

	0207140090 Meat Of Chickens, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	188,696
	1,946,761
	2,832,360
	0

	0207270010 Legs Of Turkeys, With Bone, Frozen (kg)
	0
	445,282
	572,977
	0

	0207270050 Offal Of Turkeys, Edible, Frozen (kg)
	0
	1,230
	0
	0

	0207270090 Meat Of Turkeys, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	2,476,810
	1,206,150
	0
	0

	0209000000 Fat, Pig/poultry Fr/ch Frzn Saltd Brine Dried Smkd (kg)
	88,316
	0
	0
	0

	0210110000 Hams Shldrs Cuts Swine W/bone Sltd Brin Dried Smkd (kg)
	152,913
	0
	0
	0

	0303390060 Flat Fish Excl Fillets/livers/ Roes; Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	6,860
	0
	0
	0

	0304205005 Halibut Fillets, Frozen (kg)
	0
	408
	0
	0

	0304208600 Fish Fillets, Nesoi, Frozen (kg)
	0
	2,531
	0
	0

	0306144010 King Crabs, Nesoi, Frozen (kg)
	0
	200
	0
	0

	0306230000 Shrimps/prawns Inc Shell Fr/ch/drd/salted/in Brine (kg)
	1,034
	0
	0
	0

	0307490010 Squid Fillets, Frozen (kg)
	0
	3,700
	0
	0

	0307590000 Octopus, Frozen, Dried, Salted Or In Brine (kg)
	0
	1,755
	0
	0

	0401300000 Milk & Cream, Not Concntrd/swtn, Fat Content Ov 6% (l)
	0
	17,740
	0
	0

	0402100000 Mlk & Crm Cntd W/n Swt Powdr Gran/slds Nov1.5% Fat (kg)
	12,898,375
	0
	0
	0

	0403900000 Buttermilk/kephir/curdled Fermntd Acidfd Mlk & Crm (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	0404100500 Whey Protein Concentrates Whether Of Not Sweetened (kg)
	597,501
	100,000
	0
	0

	0404100850 Modified Whey, Nesoi (kg)
	20,000
	0
	0
	0

	0404104000 Whey, Whether Or Nt Concentratd Or Sweetend, Dried (kg)
	379,208
	0
	0
	0

	0405100000 Butter (kg)
	0
	0
	17,636
	0

	0405900000 Fats And Oils Derived From Milk, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	7,002
	0
	0

	0406300000 Cheese, Processed, Not Grated Or Powdered (kg)
	20,321
	0
	0
	0

	0406901000 Cheese, Cheddar, Nesoi (kg)
	20,833
	0
	0
	0

	0406909550 Cheese, Including Mixtures, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	974
	0

	0407000020 Birds' Eggs, In Shell, For Hatching (doz)
	108,000
	0
	0
	0

	0407000040 Birds' Eggs, In Shell, Fresh, Preserved Or Cooked (doz)
	2,151,000
	1,511,460
	1,527,690
	0

	0511995050 Animal Products Nesoi, Dead Animals Ch 1, Inedible (kg)
	19,299
	0
	0
	0

	0702000050 Tomatoes, Fresh Or Chilled, Nesoi (kg)
	7,362
	0
	0
	0

	0703102000 Onion Sets, Fresh Or Chilled (kg)
	0
	0
	75,772
	0

	0703105000 Onions And Shallots, Nesoi, Fresh Or Chilled (kg)
	24,948
	0
	0
	0

	0709905000 Vegetables, Nesoi, Fresh Or Chilled (kg)
	18,810
	0
	0
	0

	0712202000 Onion Powder Or Flour (kg)
	4,166
	0
	0
	0

	0712904020 Garlic Powder Or Flour (kg)
	4,437
	0
	0
	0

	0713101000 Peas, Seeds Of A Kind Used For Sowing Drd, Shelled (kg)
	1,991,373
	0
	0
	0

	0713104040 Yellow Peas, Except Seed, Dried, Shelled (kg)
	10,226,432
	0
	0
	0

	0713104080 Peas Nesoi (ex Seed) Dried, Shelled W/n Skin/split (kg)
	10,000,000
	0
	0
	0

	0713202000 Chickpeas (garbanzos), Except Seed, Dried, Shelled (kg)
	2,031,575
	0
	0
	0

	0713322000 Small Red (adzuki) Beans, Except Seed Drd, Shelled (kg)
	0
	162,468
	34,019
	0

	0713333000 Navy Or Pea Beans, Except Seed, Dried, Shelled (kg)
	24,746
	282,720
	0
	0

	0713395010 Black Beans, Except Seed, Dried, Shelled (kg)
	0
	168,223
	68,039
	0

	0713395050 Pinto Beans, Except Seed, Dried, Shelled (kg)
	6,025,760
	2,000,000
	20,412
	0

	0801110000 Coconuts, Desiccated (kg)
	0
	25,401
	0
	0

	0802120000 Almonds, Fresh Or Dried, Shelled (kg)
	0
	0
	359
	0

	0802220000 Hazelnuts Or Filberts, Fresh Or Dried, Shelled (kg)
	0
	0
	1,535
	0

	0802320000 Walnuts, Fresh Or Dried, Shelled (kg)
	0
	0
	359
	0

	0804100000 Dates, Fresh Or Dried (kg)
	0
	0
	1,568
	0

	0804200000 Figs, Fresh Or Dried (kg)
	0
	0
	1,127
	0

	0806100000 Grapes, Fresh (kg)
	64,078
	53,747
	0
	0

	0806200000 Grapes, Dried (including Raisins) (kg)
	81,402
	34,292
	10,829
	0

	0808100000 Apples, Fresh (kg)
	689,644
	1,507,351
	442,189
	0

	0808200000 Pears And Quinces, Fresh (kg)
	41,847
	44,296
	42,475
	0

	0904120000 Pepper Of The Genus Piper, Crushed Or Ground (kg)
	2,712
	0
	0
	0

	0906200000 Cinnamon & Cinnamon-tree Flowers, Crushd Or Ground (kg)
	743
	0
	0
	0

	0909300000 Seeds Of Cumin (kg)
	1,576
	0
	0
	0

	0910990000 Spices, Nesoi (kg)
	263,775
	242,276
	0
	0

	1001100090 Durum Wheat, Except Seed (t)
	10,359
	0
	0
	0

	1001902055 Wheat And Meslin, Except Seed, Nesoi (t)
	341,279
	245,069
	175,675
	0

	1005902020 Yellow Dent Corn (maize), U. S. No. 1, Except Seed (t)
	91,393
	0
	0
	0

	1005902030 Yellow Dent Corn (maize), U. S. No. 2 Except Seed (t)
	320,975
	46,198
	64,820
	4,199

	1005902035 Yellow Dent Corn (maize), U. S. No. 3 Except Seed (t)
	71,683
	283,382
	160,426
	20,999

	1005904041 Popcorn Unpopped, Put Up In Microwaveable Packages (kg)
	16,330
	0
	0
	0

	1006100000 Rice In The Husk (paddy Or Rough) (kg)
	0
	56,006,813
	37,578,135
	0

	1006204020 Rice, Long Grain, Husked (brown) (kg)
	10,241,599
	14,742
	0
	0

	1006301020 Rice, Semi Or Wholly Milled, Parboiled, Long Grain (kg)
	6,125,517
	0
	0
	0

	1006309010 Rice, Semi/wholly Milled, Nesoi, Long Grain (kg)
	115,131,695
	26,386,989
	17,636,315
	0

	1006309020 Rice, Semi/wholly Milled, Nesoi, Medium Grain (kg)
	45,121,792
	5,250,000
	0
	0

	1103110020 Groats And Meal Of Wheat, Semolina (kg)
	0
	201,171
	0
	0

	1106300000 Flour, Meal & Powder Of The Products Of Chapter 8 (kg)
	16,740
	0
	0
	0

	1107100000 Malt, Not Roasted (kg)
	1,650,058
	0
	0
	0

	1201000040 Soybeans, Whether Or Not Broken, Ex Seed For Sowng (t)
	84,573
	134,270
	109,520
	0

	1208100000 Flours And Meals Of Soybeans (kg)
	58,692,910
	16,978,187
	0
	0

	1209300080 Seeds Herb Plants Prncply Flowers,for Sowng,nesoi (kg)
	0
	2,913
	0
	0

	1501000020 Lard (kg)
	133,000
	0
	718,452
	0

	1507100000 Soybean Oil & Fractions, Crude, Wheth/not Degummed (kg)
	12,148,658
	40,998,732
	23,997,518
	0

	1507904020 Soybean Oil, Once-refined Not Chemically Modified (kg)
	22,699,759
	20,027,482
	0
	0

	1507904050 Soybean Oil, Fully Refined, Nt Chemically Modified (kg)
	5,011,621
	29,604,568
	22,119,596
	0

	1509102000 Olive Oil, Virgin, N/chem Modifd, In Cont Lt 18 Kg (kg)
	2,213
	0
	0
	0

	1515290040 Corn (maize) Oil, Fully Refined, Nt Chem Modified (kg)
	0
	168,174
	10,622
	0

	1517100000 Margarine, Excluding Liquid Margarine (kg)
	0
	0
	16,411
	0

	1517903020 Salad & Cooking Oils, Edbl Artfl Mxtrs (1501-1515) (kg)
	0
	0
	99,335
	0

	1517903040 Bakn/fryn Fats Wholly Vegtlb Oils Edbl Artfl Mxtrs (kg)
	398,726
	717,827
	55,492
	0

	1601000090 Sausages & Similar Prdts, Other Than Poultry, Othr (kg)
	0
	22,680
	0
	0

	1602310020 Prepared Meals Of Turkey (kg)
	0
	0
	431
	0

	1602492000 Swine Meat Nesoi Boned/cooked Cnd No Cereal Or Veg (kg)
	38,336
	0
	0
	0

	1604206000 Fish, Prepared Or Preserved, Nesoi (kg)
	12,832
	0
	0
	0

	1605201025 Shrimps And Prawns, Prepared, Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	10,015
	0
	0
	0

	1605201050 Shrimps And Prawns, Prepared Or Preserved, Nesoi (kg)
	17
	0
	0
	0

	1702110000 Lactose & Lactose Syrup Cont 99% More Lactse By Wt (kg)
	40,000
	0
	0
	0

	1702190000 Lactose In Solid Form And Lactose Syrup, Nesoi (kg)
	20,000
	58,556
	0
	0

	1702905000 Sug/syrup Nt Flav/colr Nesoi; Artfl Honey; Caraml (kg)
	110,720
	18,554
	0
	0

	1704100000 Chewing Gum, Whether Or Not Sugar Coated (kg)
	64,756
	24,469
	19,183
	0

	1806310040 Choc/cocoa Prep Confectnry Blk/bar Notov2kg Filled (kg)
	28,545
	0
	0
	0

	1806321000 Choc/cocoa Prep Confctnry Blk/bar Ntov2kg Nt Filld (kg)
	0
	0
	8,654
	0

	1806323550 Choc/cocoa Prep Bar Etc Ntov2kg Exc Filld/cnfctnry (kg)
	10,460
	0
	0
	0

	1806900063 Confectionery, Cocoa Food Preps, Nesoi, For Retail (kg)
	17,091
	0
	0
	0

	1901909085 Food Preps, Nesoi, Wheat-flour-soya Blends (kg)
	24,907,112
	31,600,701
	0
	0

	1902192000 Pasta No Egg Uncooked Not Stuffed Or Othrwise Prep (kg)
	1,122,530
	211,931
	0
	0

	1902200060 Pasta Stuffed Whether Cooked/otherwise Prep, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	16,793
	0

	1904100040 Swelling/roasting Cereal/cereal Product Cont Sugar (kg)
	0
	0
	18,813
	0

	1904100080 Swelling/roasting Cereal/cereal Product, No Sugar (kg)
	0
	0
	1,489
	0

	1905310000 Cookies (sweet Biscuits) (kg)
	0
	0
	11,285
	0

	1905400000 Rusks, Toasted Bread And Similar Toasted Products (kg)
	0
	0
	9,369
	0

	1905901049 Bread/biscuit Etc, W/nt Contain Choc Etc Frozen (kg)
	0
	0
	1,167
	0

	1905909030 Corn Chips And Similar Crisp Savory Snack Foods (kg)
	0
	6,568
	5,416
	0

	2001906500 Vegt/fruit/nuts Etc Nesoi Prep/pres By Vinegar Etc (kg)
	0
	0
	6,479
	0

	2002900060 Tomato Paste (kg)
	546,286
	1,204,231
	128,594
	0

	2002900080 Tomatoes Nesoi Prep/pres Ex By Vinegar/acetic Acid (kg)
	0
	0
	4,743
	0

	2004108020 Potatoes, French Fried, Frozen (kg)
	58,153
	0
	0
	0

	2005400000 Peas (pisum Sativum) Prep/pres Nesoi, Not Frozen (kg)
	0
	4,112
	0
	0

	2005590000 Beans, Not Shelled, Prep/pres Nesoi, Not Frozen (kg)
	0
	3,374
	0
	0

	2005800000 Sweet Corn, Prepared/preserved Nesoi, Not Frozen (kg)
	4,925
	4,827
	0
	0

	2005906550 Prepared/preserved Vetetables, Not Frozen, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	6,514
	0
	0

	2007100000 Homogenized Preparatns Of Fruit (subheadng Note 2) (kg)
	0
	0
	300
	0

	2008111000 Peanut Butter (kg)
	3,150
	0
	0
	0

	2008924000 Mix Of Fruit, Nuts, Etc Nesoi Otherwise Prep/pres (kg)
	0
	2,819
	0
	0

	2008997550 Fruit/edbl Plant Prts Nesoi Othwse Prep/pres Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	23,266
	0

	2009790000 Apple Juice, Nesoi, No Vitamins, Unfermented (l)
	0
	0
	160
	0

	2009904000 Mixtures Of Fruit Juices, Unfermented (l)
	13,304
	0
	0
	0

	2101200020 Soluble/instant Tea/mate Cont No Sugar/cereal/etc (kg)
	22,309
	0
	0
	0

	2103202000 Tomato Ketchup (kg)
	7,044
	6,790
	0
	0

	2103204000 Tomato Sauces, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	16,003
	34,895
	0

	2103909020 Mayonnaise (kg)
	58,270
	312,968
	154,931
	0

	2103909040 Salad Dressings, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	13,085
	0

	2103909070 Mixed Condiments And Mixed Seasonings (kg)
	10,399
	0
	0
	0

	2103909090 Sauces And Preparations Therefor, Nesoi (kg)
	37,707
	0
	613
	0

	2104100020 Soups, Broths And Preparations Thereof, Dried (kg)
	18,356
	11,947
	0
	0

	2104100040 Soups/broths/preps Of, Based On Fish/seafd, Nt Drd (kg)
	0
	5,207
	0
	0

	2105000010 Ice Cream, Whether Or Not Containing Cocoa (kg)
	0
	81,455
	0
	0

	2106100000 Protein Concentrates & Textured Protein Substances (kg)
	2,243,907
	1,199,815
	0
	0

	2106906575 Coffee Whiteners, Non-dairy (kg)
	69,410
	67,234
	0
	0

	2106906592 Food Preparations, Nesoi, Canned (kg)
	145,846
	68,356
	48,778
	0

	2106906595 Food Preparations, Nesoi, Frozen (kg)
	0
	0
	192,655
	0

	2106907090 Edible Preps, Not Canned/frzn, N/cont Sugar, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	253,770
	0

	2202100020 Carbonated Soft Drinks, Contng Aspartame/saccharin (l)
	1,613
	211,697
	0
	0

	2202100040 Carbonated Soft Drinks, Nesoi (l)
	62,257
	215,056
	23,803
	0

	2202100060 Waters Incl Mineral & Aerated, Swtnd/flavord Nesoi (l)
	0
	6,814
	0
	0

	2202903600 Single Fruit/veg Juice Forti W/vit/min N/concentrd (l)
	40,920
	0
	0
	0

	2202909090 Beverages Nonalcoholic Nesoi Excl Fruit/vegt Juice (l)
	13,627
	0
	0
	0

	2204100000 Sparkling Wine Of Fresh Grapes (l)
	0
	792
	0
	0

	2204214000 Grape Wine Nesoi Nov 14% Alcohol Cntrs 2l Or Less (l)
	16,663
	6,975
	1,836
	0

	2204217000 Grape Wine Nesoi Over 14% Alcohol Cntrs 2l Or Less (l)
	0
	0
	270
	0

	2204290020 Grape Wine Nesoi Nov 14% Alcohol Cntrs Ov 2 Liters (l)
	9,152
	36,392
	0
	0

	2208200000 Grape Brandy (pfl)
	0
	528
	0
	0

	2208306020 Whiskies, Bourbon, Containers Not Over 4 Liters Ea (pfl)
	0
	3,984
	0
	0

	2208400030 Rum And Tafia, Containers Not Over 4 Liters Each (pfl)
	0
	0
	1,600
	0

	2208600000 Vodka (pfl)
	0
	3,283
	0
	0

	2304000000 Soybean Oilcake & Oth Solid Residue, Wh/not Ground (kg)
	44,793,950
	114,082,878
	101,653,328
	0

	2306900000 Vegetable Oilcake & Solid Residue Nesoi W/nt Grnd (kg)
	17,445,505
	3,762,144
	0
	0

	2309901010 Pet Food Put Up For Retail Sale Ex Dog & Cat Food (kg)
	42,170
	0
	0
	0

	2505900000 Sands, Natural, Nesoi (t)
	0
	0
	58
	0

	2710111800 Motor Fuel Blending Stock (light Oils And Preps) (bbl)
	0
	0
	10
	0

	2710193020 Automtve, Diesel Or Marine Engne Lub Oils (bbl)
	0
	0
	408
	0

	2807000000 Sulfuric Acid And Oleum (t)
	0
	0
	20
	0

	2835250000 Calcium Hydrogenorthophosphate (dicalc Phosphate) (kg)
	2,879,516
	7,403,998
	4,350,980
	0

	2839190000 Silicate Of Sodium, Exc Sodium Metasilicate, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	5,885
	0

	2917122000 Salt And Ester Plasticizers Of Adipic Acid (kg)
	0
	0
	3,216
	0

	3004200060 Medicaments Contain Other Antibiotics, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	36
	0
	0

	3004909176 Cough And Cold Preparations, Nesoi (kg)
	954
	0
	0
	0

	3004909190 Medicaments In Meas Doses For Retail Sale, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	392
	0

	3006500000 First-aid Boxes And Kits (kg)
	2,152
	0
	0
	0

	3100000000 Fertilizers & Fert Materials (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	3208100000 Paints & Varnishes,in Nonaqueous Medium,polyesters (l)
	0
	0
	6,059
	0

	3402205100 Surface-active Preparations For Retail Sale, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	6,985
	0

	3402905010 Washing Preparations (kg)
	0
	0
	454
	0

	3503006000 Gelatin; Glue Animal Origin, Exc Caesin Glue,nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	7,892
	0

	3504001000 Protein Isolates (kg)
	60,390
	19,800
	0
	0

	3505100040 Modified Starches Derived From Corn (maize) Starch (kg)
	20,000
	0
	0
	0

	3808900000 Rodenticides And Similar Products, For Retail Sale (kg)
	0
	0
	597
	0

	3909506000 Polyurethanes, Except Elastomeric (kg)
	0
	0
	238,138
	0

	3917210000 Tubes,pipes & Hoses,rigid,of Polymrs Of Ethylene (kg)
	0
	0
	12,687
	0

	3920630000 Plate,etc,noncell,nt Rein, Unsaturated Polyesters (kg)
	0
	0
	91
	0

	3923290000 Sacks & Bags(including Cones) Of Other Plastics (kg)
	0
	0
	2,131
	0

	3926100000 Office Or School Supplies Of Plastics (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4011101000 Radial Tires Of A Kind Used On Motor Cars (no)
	0
	0
	245
	0

	4015900000 Article Of Apparel, Exc Glove, Vulcanize Rub,nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4403200010 Poles, Piles, Posts Rough, Not Treated, Coniferous (no)
	450
	0
	0
	0

	4403200020 Southern Yellow/pitch Etc Pine Log/tmbr Nt Trt, Rg (m3)
	2,129
	652
	0
	0

	4403200065 Wood In The Rough, Coniferous, Not Treated, Nesoi (m3)
	0
	2,092
	0
	0

	4404100095 Hoopwood/split Pole/chipwood/wd Stck Etc Coniferus (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4407100046 Pitch Pine Etc Lumber,n/trtd Rough,ex Finger-joint (m3)
	1,450
	1,026
	0
	0

	4407100047 Pitch Pine Etc Lumber,n/ Trtd Nesoi,ex Finger-join (m3)
	1,375
	0
	0
	0

	4407100053 Pine,nesoi,lumber,not Trtd/rough,ex Finger-jointed (m3)
	4,916
	0
	0
	0

	4407260000 Wht Lauan/meranti/seraya,yellow Meranti Etc Lumber (m3)
	0
	0
	42
	0

	4407990045 Yellow Poplar Wood, Lumber, Rough (m3)
	6,702
	0
	0
	0

	4416003020 Casks, Barrels, Hogsheads, Used, Assembled, Wood (no)
	12,903
	0
	0
	0

	4416009040 Vats, Tubs/coopers Prdcts/parts, Wood, Used, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4418200060 Doors And Their Frames, Thresholds, Of Wood, Nesoi (no)
	0
	8
	0
	0

	4418400000 Formwork (shuttering) For Concrete Constructn Wood (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4421904500 Wood Blinds, Shutters, Screens And Shades (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	4703210040 Chem Wdpulp Sulfate Ex Disslvng Gr Conif, Bleached (ctn)
	83
	0
	0
	0

	4801000002 Newsprint, In Rolls Or Sheets (t)
	12,750
	12,075
	0
	0

	4802575055 PPr/pbrd Unctd Nov 10% Mech Nesoi 40-150g/m2 Sheet (kg)
	2,657
	0
	0
	0

	4811592000 Prnting Paper,not Blechd Wt<150g/m2, Wd>15x36x15cm (kg)
	2,360
	600
	0
	0

	4818200020 Towels Of Paper Pulp/paper/cellulose Wadding/webs (kg)
	0
	0
	453
	0

	4818900000 Bed Sheets & Simlr Househld/hospital Art ppr Nesoi (kg)
	0
	10,741
	0
	0

	4901990040 Bibles/testaments/prayer Books Oth Religious Books (no)
	0
	0
	0
	86

	4901990050 Technical, Scientific And Professional Books (no)
	0
	163
	0
	0

	4901990092 Printed Matter Nesoi 5-48 Pages Each Excl Covers (no)
	0
	0
	214
	0

	4902100000 Newspapers, Journals, Periodicals, 4 Times A Week (kg)
	0
	0
	0
	271

	4902905000 Journals/periodicals Nesoi, Incl Singl Issues Tied (no)
	0
	0
	459
	0

	4911100090 Trade Advertising Material, Printed, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	492
	0

	4911910040 Pictures, Designs And Photographs, Printed, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	1,175
	0

	5201001090 Cotton,not Carded/combd,staple Lngth 25.4-28.575mm (kg)
	2,105,363
	471,909
	0
	0

	5702590000 Carpets,etc Othr Tex Mat,wov,not Pile/made-up/tuft (m2)
	0
	24
	0
	0

	6305330000 Sack & Bag For Pkg Good mmade Mat Polyethylene (kg)
	12,625
	0
	0
	0

	6809110000 Plstr Brds Etc Nt Orna, Fcd W ppr O pprbrd Only (kg)
	0
	0
	11,639
	0

	6910100050 Sanitary Fixtures Of Porcelain Or China, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	126,163
	0

	7301100000 Sheet Piling Of Iron Or Steel (kg)
	0
	0
	3,396
	0

	7306606500 Oth Ps Tb Hp Wld Noncrc Cs Alloy Steel (kg)
	0
	0
	4,762
	0

	7308300000 Drs, Wndws A Frms A Thrshlds Fr Drs, Iron Or Steel (kg)
	0
	27,216
	0
	0

	7308909030 Sheet-metal Roofng Siding Flring Etc, Iron Or Stel (kg)
	0
	0
	1,815
	0

	7308909090 Structures And Parts Etc Nesoi Iron Or Steel (kg)
	0
	188
	0
	0

	7312103500 Stranded Wire Of Iron Or Steel, Nesoi (kg)
	0
	0
	725
	0

	7319100000 Sewing, Darning Or Embroidery Needles, Iron Or Stl (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8205599000 Handtool Incl Glass Cutter & Parts Basemetal Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8310000000 Sgn Plts Nos A Smbls Et Bm Excpt Of Hdg 9405 (kg)
	0
	0
	96
	0

	8402900010 Heat Exchangers (t)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8408205000 Diesel Eng For Vehicles Of Chapter 87, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8409914000 Parts F Spark Ign Eng F Rd Tr, Bus, Auto Or Trucks (kg)
	0
	0
	906
	0

	8412809000 Engines And Motors, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8412909015 Prts Of Hydrlc Engs & Mtrs, Excpt Linear Acting (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8413500080 Hydraulic Fluid Power Pumps, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	2
	0

	8413702004 Submersible Pumps, Centrifugal (no)
	0
	0
	3
	0

	8414304000 Compressors, Refrig And Air-cond, Not Exc 1/4 Hp (no)
	0
	0
	4
	0

	8414809000 Air Or Vacuum Pumps, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	17
	0

	8415820135 Centrl Station Air Handlrs Used With Water Chiller (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8421290040 Hydraulic Fluid Power Filters,rated Gt/= 1000 Kpa (no)
	0
	0
	8
	0

	8421990040 Parts Of Filtering Or Purifying Apparatus (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8426990000 Lifting Machinery, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	2
	0

	8431491010 Pts Of Ovhead Travl,transpt,gatry,brdge,jib Cranes (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8471606790 Printers, Other, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8481805060 Bath, Shower, Sink & Lavatory Faucets, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	3
	0

	8502130040 Generating Sets, Elc, Diesel, Gt 1000 Kva (no)
	0
	0
	0
	1

	8504312000 Transformers, Lt=1 Kva, Unrated, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	13
	0

	8504900080 Static Converter &  Inductor Parts, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8511906020 Distributor Contact (breaker Point) Sets (parts) (no)
	0
	0
	6
	0

	8516100040 Electric Storage Water Heaters (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8517505000 Telephon App,carr-current Line Or Digital Line Sys (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8524390000 Discs For Laser Reading Systems, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8525203055 Radio Transceivers, Gt 400 Mhz, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8528210000 Video Monitors, Color (no)
	0
	0
	5
	0

	8529102090 Television Antenna Reflectors & Parts (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8529106000 Antennas & Parts, For Head 8525-8528, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8535210000 Automatic Circuit Breakers, Gt 1000v But Lt 72.5kv (no)
	0
	0
	3
	0

	8542900000 Electronic Ic & Microassembly Parts (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8543909500 Electrical Machines & Apparatus Parts, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	8544700000 Insulated Optical Fiber Cables With Indvuly Sh Fbr (fbm)
	0
	0
	13
	0

	8701901035 Trcts, Agri Use, New, Pto (44.8 - 59.7 Kw), Nesoi (no)
	0
	10
	0
	0

	8703230020 Vehicles,nesoi,new,eng (1500 - 3000 cc) Le 4cyl (no)
	0
	1
	0
	0

	8703230060 Vehicles,nesoi,new,eng Exc (1500-3000cc)(4-6cyl) (no)
	1
	0
	0
	0

	8703230090 Used Vehicles, Engine (1500-3000 cc), Nesoi (no)
	8
	0
	3
	0

	8703240010 Ambulances, Hearses & Prison Vans > 3,000 cc (no)
	1
	0
	1
	0

	8703240075 Pass Veh,spark Ign,nesoi,new,gt 3000cc & Gt 6 Cyl (no)
	0
	0
	0
	1

	8704320010 Mot Veh For Trnsprt Of Goods, (5-9) Metric Tons (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8704900000 Trucks, Nesoi (no)
	1
	0
	0
	0

	8706001520 Chassis Fitted W/ Eng, For Passenger Automobiles (no)
	0
	0
	27
	0

	8716400000 Trailers And Semi-trailers, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	8903992000 Outboard Motorboats (no)
	0
	0
	1
	0

	9018199550 Electro-diagnostic Apparatus, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9018199560 Parts&accessories For Electro-diagnostic Apparatus (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9018390030 Bougies, Catheters, Drains & Sondes & Pts & Access (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9018390050 Cannulae And The Like And Part And Accessories (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9018907080 Electro-medical Inst & Appliances & Parts, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9019200000 Ozone,oxygen,etc Therapy, Respiration Apparatus,pt (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9022120000 Computed Tomography Apparatus (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9022902000 High Tension Generators,desks,chair,etc (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9026800000 Inst Measure/checking Variable Of Liq/gases, Nesoi (no)
	0
	0
	16,106
	0

	9028200000 Liquid Meters (no)
	0
	0
	9
	0

	9201100000 Upright Pianos (no)
	0
	14
	0
	0

	9209920000 Pts & Accessories For Musical Inst Of Heading 9202 (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9402900020 Medical Surgical Dental/veternary Furniture, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9405990000 Parts For Lamps And Lighting Fittings, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9406008090 Prefabricated Buildings, Nesoi (no)
	128
	0
	0
	0

	9506910000 Gymanasium, Or Oth Exercise Articles & Equip& Pts (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9802100000 Commingled Food Products, Donated, Relief/charity (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9802200000 Medicinal & Pharmaceutical Products, Donated (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9802300000 All Wearing Apparel, Donated For Relief/charity (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9802400000 Articles Donated For Relief Or Charity, Nesoi (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0

	9809005000 Shipments Under $20,001, Not Identified By Kind (x)
	0
	0
	0
	0


STATE-BY-STATE RANKINGS AMONGST TSRA TRANSPORTATION POINTS IN 2004- Port facilities in the State of Louisiana exported 49% of all food products and agricultural products to the Republic of Cuba in 2004 permitted by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., reported the values of United States exports (defined as products exiting the borders of the United States whether sold or donated) to the Republic of Cuba.  The state-by-state district ranking (which may include other states) for TSRA product exports in 2004: 1) Louisiana 2) Alabama 3) Texas 4) Florida 5) Georgia 6) and Virginia; for non-TSRA products rankings include 1-6 and extend to 7) New York 8) Puerto Rico 9) California 10) Michigan and 11) Maryland.  NOTE: The following data is for all products exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, whether sold or donated.    

	Reporting District (notes)
	2004
	2003
	2002
	2001*

	Baltimore, Maryland
	US$24,000.00
	
	
	

	Buffalo, New York (5)
	US$130,411.00
	US$3,200.00
	
	

	Detroit, Michigan (4)
	US$25,000.00
	
	
	US$711,684.00

	Houston, Texas
	US$76,953,881.00
	US$31,610,944.00
	US$22,813,612.00
	US$72,030.00

	Los Angeles, California (6)
	US$70,505.00
	
	
	US$23,000.00

	Miami, Florida (2)
	US$5,494,487.00
	US$4,345,395.00
	US$1,612,398.00
	US$1,224,653.00

	Mobile, Alabama (1)
	US$77,434,865.00
	US$35,809,912.00
	US$20,156,693.00
	US$1,990,021.00 (TSRA)*

	New Orleans, Louisiana
	US$193,787,442.00
	US$156,547,350.00
	US$93,163,656.00
	US$2,327,201.00 (TSRA)*

	New York, New York (3)
	US$406,079.00
	US$122,248.00
	US$29,535.00
	

	Norfolk, Virginia
	US$3,699,666.00
	US$1,350,654.00
	
	

	Ogdensburg, New York (7)
	
	US$60,000.00
	US$335,031.00
	US$150,148.00

	Pembina, North Dakota (8)
	
	US$60,325.00
	
	

	Port Arthur, Texas
	
	US$7,533,190.00
	
	

	Saint Albans, Vermont (9)
	
	
	
	US$18,000.00

	San Juan, Puerto Rico
	US$152,110.00
	US$53,571.00
	US$447,968.00
	US$264,000.00

	Savannah, Georgia
	US$6,940,194.00
	US$1,541,432.00
	
	US$18,069.00

	Tampa, Florida
	US$35,349,040.00
	US$21,775,468.00
	US$5,837,218.00
	US$59,854.00


	*In December 2001, the first exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the TSRA commenced with corn transported through the Port of New Orleans, Louisiana, and poultry transported through the Port of Pascagoula, Mississippi.

	NOTES: (1) While the reporting district is Mobile, Alabama, the shipping ports include Mobile, Alabama; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Gulfport, Mississippi.  (2) While the reporting district is Miami, Florida, the shipping port does not include Miami, Florida, but does include Jacksonville, Florida, and Port Manatee, Florida; and can include airline charter/airline cargo from Miami International Airport.  (3) The New York reporting district includes ports in New Jersey; and can include John F. Kennedy International Airport (charter flights).  (4) The Detroit, Michigan reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (5) The Buffalo, New York, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (6) The Los Angeles, California, reporting district means that the products were transported through Los Angeles International Airport (charter flights).  (7) The Ogdensburg, New York, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (8) The Pembina, North Dakota, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (9) The Saint Albans, Vermont, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  


Ports in the State of Louisiana have, combined, processed approximately 56% of all TSRA exports during the period 2001 through 2004.  The percentage of total exports (corn, peas, beans, wheat, rice, and soybean products) transported through port facilities in Louisiana to the Republic of Cuba was approximately 53% in 2001, 67% in 2002, 61% in 2003, and 49% in 2004.  Louisiana-origin products represent a very small percentage of total exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.  Primarily due to the activities of Decatur, Illinois-based Archer Daniels Midland Company (2004 revenues approximately US$26 billion), port facilities in Louisiana have transported the majority of agricultural commodities from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.  In December 2001, the Port of New Orleans, Louisiana, was the first transportation point for exports under TSRA, with 30,000 metric tons of corn sold by Archer Daniels Midland Company to Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX).
	Year
	TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana Ports
	Total TSRA Exports
	% Of TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana

	2004
	US$193,787,442.00
	US$391,990,382.00
	49%

	2003
	US$156,371,340.00
	US$256,901,471.00
	61%

	2002
	US$93,163,656.00
	US$138,634,784.00
	67%

	2001
	US$2,327,201.00
	US$4,318,906.00
	53%

	TOTAL
	US$445,649,639.00
	US$791,845,543.00
	56%


	The Honorable Kathleen Blanco (D), Governor of the State of Louisiana, has confirmed a visit to the Republic of Cuba for 8 March 2005 to 11 March 2005.  Governor Blanco is expected to be accompanied by representatives of the Baton Rouge, Louisiana-based Louisiana Department of Economic Development and representatives of Louisiana-based companies.  Governor Blanco will visit Cancun, Mexico, on 7 March 2005.  

	The Honorable Jesse Ventura (I), then governor of the State of Minnesota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; The Honorable John Hoeven (R), governor of the State of North Dakota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; and The Honorable George Ryan (R), then governor of the State of Illinois, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002 and in 1999.

	In April 2003, The Honorable Thomas Vilsack (D), governor of the State of Iowa, postponed a visit to the Republic of Cuba at the invitation of Alimport.  According to Governor Vilsack, “I’m not going today, tomorrow, or until things improve dramatically for the people of Cuba.” 

	Two governors (not including Governor Blanco) are considering visits to the Republic of Cuba in 2005, one of whom previously postponed consideration of a visit to the Republic of Cuba.


The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., restricts representatives of port facilities to one (1) licensed visit during a twelve (12) month period.
CUBA RANKS 25th OF 228 U.S. AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT EXPORT MARKETS IN 2004- The Republic of Cuba ranked 25th of 228 agricultural product export markets in 2004 according to the Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., compared to 35th of 219 in 2003, 50th of 226 in 2002, 144th of 226 in 2001, and 226th of 226 in 2000.  The first direct commercial export of agricultural products under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000 was reported in December 2001.  The TSRA re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The U.S. Dollar values used in the statistical reports are generally defined as the U.S. Dollar price actually paid (or payable) for merchandise when sold for exportation, excluding import duties (if any), transportation, insurance, and other costs. 

	Rank
	Country
	2004

	1. 
	Mexico
	US$8,493,218,474

	2. 
	Canada
	9,669,474,244

	3. 
	Japan
	8,148,023,443

	4. 
	China
	5,541,759,482

	5. 
	Taiwan
	2,062,776,457

	6. 
	Federal Republic of Germany
	1,156,127,647

	7. 
	Korea, South
	2,488,858,336

	8. 
	Spain
	780,910,984

	9. 
	Indonesia
	924,954,951

	10. 
	United Kingdom
	1,164,138,904

	11. 
	Netherlands
	1,098,382,418

	12. 
	Thailand
	685,104,357

	13. 
	Hong Kong
	911,758,456

	14. 
	Turkey
	945,197,411

	15. 
	Russia
	801,750,109

	16. 
	Philippines
	690,211,012

	17. 
	Belgium
	540,871,503

	18. 
	Israel
	482,363,604

	19. 
	Egypt
	937,555,803

	20. 
	Dominican Republic
	456,763,458

	21. 
	France
	414,886,905

	22. 
	Colombia
	592,540,967

	23. 
	Guatemala
	377,149,113

	24. 
	Australia
	405,142,805

	25. 
	Italy
	525,283,672

	26. 
	United Arab Emirates
	335,560,423

	27. 
	Ireland
	263,605,105

	28. 
	Algeria
	288,119,130

	29. 
	Saudi Arabia
	361,973,067

	30. 
	Nigeria
	435,847,634

	31. 
	Cuba (actual 25th)
	378,550,780 (actual US$391,990,382.00)

	32. 
	Malaysia
	377,232,940

	33. 
	India
	255,972,701

	34. 
	Singapore
	256,716,344

	35. 
	Peru
	301,204,024

	36. 
	Pakistan
	298,336,246

	37. 
	El Salvador
	240,910,901

	38. 
	Unidentified Countries
	223,205,184

	39. 
	Venezuela
	378,037,617

	40. 
	Republic of Yemen
	135,313,341

	41. 
	Vietnam
	159,269,917

	42. 
	Greece
	106,692,944

	43. 
	Morocco
	169,305,974

	44. 
	Ecuador
	130,385,544

	45. 
	Jamaica
	198,986,269

	46. 
	Honduras
	220,165,012

	47. 
	Portugal
	152,588,113

	48. 
	Brazil
	278,496,349

	49. 
	Panama
	161,842,192

	50. 
	Bahamas
	146,325,068

	51. 
	Haiti
	201,840,744

	52. 
	Costa Rica
	282,017,694

	53. 
	South Africa
	167,656,413

	54. 
	Trinidad and Tobago
	150,147,467

	55. 
	Denmark
	155,934,020

	56. 
	Switzerland
	151,375,705

	57. 
	Sudan
	61,377,295

	58. 
	Ukraine
	121,321,490

	59. 
	New Zealand
	113,170,279

	60. 
	Lithuania
	58,663,495

	61. 
	Nicaragua
	108,138,619

	62. 
	Sweden
	89,874,603

	63. 
	Syria
	133,830,051

	64. 
	Poland
	78,861,290

	65. 
	Chile
	115,397,866

	66. 
	Argentina
	67,169,839

	67. 
	Tunisia
	158,682,642

	68. 
	Ghana
	76,684,146

	69. 
	Romania
	151,794,226

	70. 
	Kenya
	36,033,712

	71. 
	Netherlands Antilles
	62,270,245

	72. 
	Austria
	31,980,507

	73. 
	Ethiopia
	115,035,160

	74. 
	Moldova
	29,321,878

	75. 
	Kuwait
	75,907,537

	76. 
	Georgia
	76,220,442

	77. 
	Uganda
	32,291,995

	78. 
	Finland
	55,230,338

	79. 
	Norway
	60,555,075

	80. 
	Bermuda
	53,097,301

	81. 
	Iraq
	67,416,378

	82. 
	Bangladesh
	106,432,926

	83. 
	Eritrea
	43,581,692

	84. 
	Cyprus
	18,667,939

	85. 
	Cameroon
	7,605,691

	86. 
	Seychelles
	3,496,580

	87. 
	Hungary
	25,181,313

	88. 
	Angola
	58,222,429

	89. 
	Guyana
	24,432,815

	90. 
	Barbados
	42,302,508

	91. 
	Luxembourg
	9,307,866

	92. 
	Aruba
	28,984,361

	93. 
	Tajikistan
	11,570,147

	94. 
	Madagascar
	11,070,447

	95. 
	Jordan
	132,568,316

	96. 
	North Korea
	23,559,570

	97. 
	Central African Republic
	3,644,247

	98. 
	Afghanistan
	21,828,707

	99. 
	Cayman Islands
	30,451,773

	100. 
	Kazakhstan
	11,883,589

	101. 
	Lebanon
	85,706,499

	102. 
	Sri Lanka
	15,291,027

	103. 
	Cambodia
	8,482,059

	104. 
	Azerbaijan
	40,812,313

	105. 
	Latvia
	18,032,822

	106. 
	Lesotho
	3,818,378

	107. 
	Suriname
	15,604,200

	108. 
	Bulgaria
	10,745,473

	109. 
	Belize
	22,210,726

	110. 
	French Polynesia
	32,049,620

	111. 
	Estonia
	13,958,179

	112. 
	Namibia
	11,121,580

	113. 
	St Vincent and the Grenadines
	12,917,554

	114. 
	Ivory Coast
	29,292,902

	115. 
	Czech Republic
	28,318,782

	116. 
	Uruguay
	17,733,466

	117. 
	Zimbabwe
	19,668,823

	118. 
	Djibouti
	25,069,910

	119. 
	Malawi
	10,821,459

	120. 
	Oman
	20,439,183

	121. 
	Antigua and Barbuda
	14,132,927

	122. 
	Bahrain
	18,825,243

	123. 
	Qatar
	10,222,360

	124. 
	British Virgin Islands
	10,937,366

	125. 
	Grenada
	6,066,337

	126. 
	St Lucia
	11,093,218

	127. 
	Zambia
	3,927,062

	128. 
	Chad
	4,829,677

	129. 
	Iceland
	13,477,216

	130. 
	Federated States of Micronesia
	9,734,907

	131. 
	Rwanda
	7,206,885

	132. 
	Turks and Caicos Islands
	7,206,264

	133. 
	Sierra Leone
	13,009,615

	134. 
	Bolivia
	20,916,679

	135. 
	Liberia
	13,992,556

	136. 
	Marshall Islands
	5,846,194

	137. 
	Western Samoa
	5,047,952

	138. 
	Yugoslavia
	4,356,210

	139. 
	Mozambique
	50,101,713

	140. 
	Palau
	5,625,116

	141. 
	Kyrgyzstan
	2,866,341

	142. 
	Fiji
	2,543,506

	143. 
	Libya
	12,650,035

	144. 
	Senegal
	12,469,830

	145. 
	Croatia
	3,990,795

	146. 
	St Kitts and Nevis
	5,004,930

	147. 
	Svalbard, Jan Mayen Island
	715,128

	148. 
	Slovenia
	8,674,190

	149. 
	New Caledonia
	5,084,963

	150. 
	Somalia
	6,770,275

	151. 
	Macedonia (Skopje)
	7,270,241

	152. 
	Congo (Kinshasa)
	30,806,357

	153. 
	Iran
	10,063,241

	154. 
	Congo (Brazzaville)
	8,246,042

	155. 
	Gabon
	8,519,123

	156. 
	Togo
	2,886,102

	157. 
	Armenia
	2,937,091

	158. 
	Swaziland
	2,340,735

	159. 
	Guinea
	15,288,380

	160. 
	Anguilla
	2,136,949

	161. 
	Benin
	5,847,279

	162. 
	Dominica
	5,076,958

	163. 
	Albania
	4,513,268

	164. 
	Malta
	3,552,859

	165. 
	Gambia
	5,022,296

	166. 
	Burma (Myanmar)
	1,008,139

	167. 
	Mali
	2,884,893

	168. 
	Montserrat
	514,862

	169. 
	Niger
	2,675,227

	170. 
	Guadeloupe
	1,460,274

	171. 
	Papua New Guinea
	2,489,821

	172. 
	Slovakia
	2,115,618

	173. 
	Equatorial Guinea
	534,185

	174. 
	Martinique
	1,357,886

	175. 
	Tonga
	2,108,545

	176. 
	Laos
	519,747

	177. 
	Greenland
	586,999

	178. 
	Norfolk Island
	234,980

	179. 
	San Marino
	1,086,624

	180. 
	Vanuatu
	593,483

	181. 
	Paraguay
	2,857,908

	182. 
	Brunei
	1,200,468

	183. 
	Macao
	1,973,050

	184. 
	Tanzania
	9,348,775

	185. 
	Faroe Islands
	169,100

	186. 
	Wallis and Futuna
	51,589

	187. 
	Monaco
	213,833

	188. 
	Niue
	87,143

	189. 
	Vatican City
	31,960

	190. 
	Botswana
	69,462

	191. 
	Cook Islands
	173,648

	192. 
	Maldives
	92,905

	193. 
	Mongolia
	12,191,772

	194. 
	E TIMOR
	455,028

	195. 
	Belarus
	404,491

	196. 
	Reunion
	382,587

	197. 
	Nepal
	2,599,240

	198. 
	French Southern and Antarctic
	6,765

	199. 
	Comoros
	18,434

	200. 
	French Guiana
	577,789

	201. 
	St Pierre and Miquelon
	0

	202. 
	Mauritius
	1,255,508

	203. 
	British Indian Ocean Terr
	104,050

	204. 
	Andorra
	1,219,820

	205. 
	Pitcairn Island
	510,805

	206. 
	West Bank Administered by Israel
	40,900

	207. 
	Bosnia-Hercegovina
	7,462,625

	208. 
	Bhutan
	572,057

	209. 
	Gibraltar
	17,000

	210. 
	Uzbekistan
	10,278,675

	211. 
	Turkmenistan
	954,627

	212. 
	Cocos (Keeling) Island
	146,080

	213. 
	Christmas Island
	4,497

	214. 
	Heard and McDonald Islands
	0

	215. 
	Tokelau
	4,531,305

	216. 
	Solomon Islands
	48,198

	217. 
	Burundi
	9,231,026

	218. 
	Kiribati
	194,081

	219. 
	Tuvalu
	22,344

	220. 
	Nauru
	0

	221. 
	Liechtenstein
	237,133

	222. 
	Mauritania
	4,906,115

	223. 
	Falkland Islands
	0

	224. 
	St Helena
	197,175

	225. 
	Burkina
	5,384,994

	226. 
	Guinea-Bissau
	81,585

	227. 
	Cape Verde
	1,942,959

	228. 
	Sao Tome and Principe
	61,743

	
	** TOTAL **
	US$ 61,260,348,600


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 27 January 2005 to 3 February 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

27 January 2005 To 3 February 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	190,400

metric tons
	200,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	227,100

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	220,000
metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	207,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	25,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	41,800

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,100

metric tons
	
	10,100

metric tons
	36,300

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,000

running bales
	300

running bales
	3,800

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	523,500 metric tons;2,000 bales
	491,000 metric tons;300 bales
	603,500 metric tons;3,800 bales
	600,800  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


SENATOR CRAIG TO INTRODUCE LEGISLATION TO REVAMP TSRA- On 9 February 2005, The Honorable Larry Craig (R- Idaho), a member of the United States Senate, will introduce legislation designed to remove transactional impediments within the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  The legislation, which is a corrective technical measure, will be introduced with bipartisan support in the United States Senate.  Identical legislation will be introduced in the United States House of Representatives so as to limit potential changes in the legislation during the potential conference committee process.  Generally, legislation passed by each chamber of the United States Congress is more immune to change if the legislation is identical (including punctuation).   
	Senator Craig is a member of the Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural Development and Related Agencies of the Committee on Appropriations of the United States Senate.  

	Senator Craig and The Honorable C.L. Otter (R- Idaho, 1st District), a member of the United States House of Representatives, visited the Republic of Cuba in February 2004 with representatives from fifteen Idaho-based agricultural associations and Idaho-based companies, during which they signed a US$10 million “advocacy agreement” with Alimport.


The legislation will 1) Create a general license (Cuban Assets Control Regulations administered by the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.) category for marketing-related travel to the Republic of Cuba by individuals subject to United States law who are engaged in the export of food products and agricultural products.  The general license will include travel relating to the organization of and participation in trade exhibitions.  2) Request that the United States Department of State issue visas to Republic of Cuba nationals who demonstrate a full itinerary of inspection or purchasing activities while visiting the United States.  3) Authorize United States-based exporters to receive payment for food products and agricultural products when the title (release of control) is transferred.  4) Authorize direct correspondent banking between financial institutions located in the Republic of Cuba and financial institutions located in the United States.  5) Authorize under a general license (Cuban Assets Control Regulations administered by the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.) the a) transfer b) receipt and c) filing and prosecution of opposition and infringement proceedings, of any trademark or trade name subject to United States law in which a designated national has an interest.  
	Sponsors of the legislation to be introduced by Senator Craig include: The Honorable Pat Roberts (R- Kansas); The Honorable Michael Crapo (R- Indiana); The Honorable James Talent (R- Missouri); The Honorable John Thune (R- South Dakota); The Honorable Richard Lugar (R- Indiana); The Honorable Michael Enzi (R- Wyoming); The Honorable Chuck Hagel (R- Nebraska); The Honorable Lincoln Chafee (R- Rhode Island); The Honorable Kay Hutchison (R- Texas); The Honorable Max Baucus (D-Montana); The Honorable Blanche Lincoln (D- Arkansas); The Honorable Mark Pryor (D- Arkansas); The Honorable Byron Dorgan (D. North Dakota): The Honorable Patty Murray (D- Washington); The Honorable Jeff Bingaman (D- New Mexico); The Honorable Mary Landrieu (D- Louisiana); The Honorable Ben Nelson (D- Nebraska); The Honorable Thomas Harkin (D- Iowa); and The Honorable Tim Johnson (D- South Dakota).

	“For members of the United States Senate positioning themselves for the 2008 presidential nomination of their respective parties, doubtful they will want to oppose a technical alteration of the TSRA and then appear on a dais at an event in Des Moines, Iowa (the location of the first presidential nomination caucuses), to defend a vote against Senator Craig’s legislation when the State of Iowa is a source of agricultural commodities exported to the Republic of Cuba.” 


PRESIDENT BUSH REFERENCES COMMENTS MADE BY SECRETARY OF STATE DESIGNATE RICE- On 20 January 2005, The Honorable George W. Bush, President of the United States, referenced the word “tyranny” in his inaugural address.  On 18 January 2005, the word “tyranny” was referenced by The Honorable Dr. Condoleezza Rice, Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, referring to the Republic of Cuba as an “outpost of tyranny” in a statement prepared for her confirmation hearing before the Committee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate.  Dr. Rice had been nominated by The Honorable George W. Bush, President of the United States for the position as Secretary of State of the United States.  The United States Senate has since confirmed Dr. Rice.
	President Bush: “Today, America speaks anew to the peoples of the world: All who live in tyranny and hopelessness can know: the United States will not ignore your oppression or excuse your oppressors.”


SECRETARY OF STATE DESIGNATE RICE MENTIONS CUBA IN CONFIRMATION HEARING- On 18 January 2005, The Honorable Dr. Condoleezza Rice, then Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, referred to the Republic of Cuba as an “outpost of tyranny” in a statement prepared for her confirmation hearing before the Committee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate.  Dr. Rice had been nominated by The Honorable George W. Bush, President of the United States for the position as Secretary of State of the United States.  The United States Senate has since confirmed Dr. Rice.
	“….Our third great task is to spread democracy and freedom throughout the world. I spoke earlier of the grave setbacks to democracy in the first half of the 20th century. The second half of the century saw an advance of democracy that was far more dramatic. In the last quarter of that century, the number of democracies in the world tripled. And in the last six months of this new century alone, we have witnessed the peaceful, democratic transfer of power in Malaysia – a majority Muslim nation – and in Indonesia – the country with the world’s largest Muslim population. We have seen men and women wait in line for hours to vote in Afghanistan’s first ever free and fair presidential election. We – and I know you Mr. Chairman -- were heartened by the refusal of the people of Ukraine to accept a flawed election, and their insistence that their democratic will be honored. We have watched as the people of the Palestinian Territories turned out to vote in an orderly and fair election. And soon the people of Iraq will exercise their right to choose their leaders, and set the course of their nation’s future. No less than were the last decades of the 20th century, the first decades of this new century can be an era of liberty. And we in America must do everything we can to make it so.”

	“To be sure, in our world there remain outposts of tyranny – and America stands with oppressed people on every continent ... in Cuba, and Burma, and North Korea, and Iran, and Belarus, and Zimbabwe. The world should apply what Natan Sharansky calls the “town square test”: if a person cannot walk into the middle of the town square and express his or her views without fear of arrest, imprisonment, or physical harm, then that person is living in a fear society, not a free society. We cannot rest until every person living in a “fear society” has finally won their freedom.”


PRESIDENT CASTRO DESCRIBES PRESIDENT BUSH AS “CRAZED” AND “DERANGED”- On 1 February 2005, H.E. Dr. Fidel Castro Ruz, President of the Republic of Cuba, said that, having viewed the 20 January 2005 inaugural address of The Honorable George W. Bush, President of the United States, he “saw the face of a crazed man” and mentioned that President Bush “has the face of a deranged person.”

	President Castro also said that the Republic of Cuba “doesn’t need the United States, it doesn’t need Europe” and the Republic of Cuba “doesn’t need any assistance- it’s learned to live without it.”

	The Republic of Cuba is the recipient of substantial assistance from various countries, primarily from the government of Venezuela (preferential oil prices without requirement to maintain repayment schedules) and the government of the People’s Republic of China (preferential commercial arrangements, loans, and grants).  In addition, the government of the Republic of Cuba does not regularly service.  


DAIRYAMERICA OF CALIFORNIA TO EXPORT POWDERED MILK VALUED AT US$22 MILLION- On 3 February 2005, Fresno, California-based DairyAmerica, a “federated marketing cooperative association organized for the purposes of marketing dairy products,” reported that the cooperative had signed an agreement with Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), for the delivery of 10,000 metric tons of powdered milk 1.5% fat) valued at approximately US$22 million for delivery (through Gulfport, Mississippi) throughout 2005 and first quarter of 2006.  

	Alimport commenced the purchase of powdered milk in 2004 under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  


	Milk Exports To The Republic Of Cuba (1 January 2004 Through 30 November 2004)

	Product Description
	District
	Year-To-Date

	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Tampa, FL
	US$10,262,280.00

	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Mobile, AL*
	US$15,429,682.00

	Total
	
	US$25,691,962.00

	*While the reporting district is Mobile, Alabama, the shipping ports include Mobile, Alabama; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Gulfport, Mississippi.   


The members of DairyAmerica are: Lawrence, Massachusetts-based Agri-Mark, Inc.; Artesia, California-based California Dairies Inc.; St. Paul, Minnesota-based Land O'Lakes, Inc.; Reston, Virginia-based Maryland & Virginia Milk Producers Association; Batavia, New York-based O-AT-KA Milk Producers, Inc.; Tempe, Arizona-based United Dairymen of Arizona; and Kansas City, Missouri-based Dairy Farmers of America.
	California Dairies Inc., is the largest shareholder in DairyAmerica, which “handles about 2/3 of all milk powder produced in the United States and has exported milk powder to over 40 countries worldwide.”


GOVERNOR OF LOUISIANA TO VISIT CUBA IN MARCH 2005 AS PORT ACTIVITY DECREASES- The Honorable Kathleen Blanco (D), Governor of the State of Louisiana, has confirmed a visit to the Republic of Cuba for 8 March 2005 to 11 March 2005.  Governor Blanco is expected to be accompanied by representatives of the Baton Rouge, Louisiana-based Louisiana Department of Economic Development and representatives of Louisiana-based companies.  Governor Blanco will visit Cancun, Mexico, on 7 March 2005.  

	The percentage of total exports (corn, peas, beans, wheat, rice, and soybean products) transported through port facilities in Louisiana to the Republic of Cuba was 53.88% in 2001, 67.20% in 2002, 60.86% in 2003, and 42.17% in 2004 (January through November).


Louisiana-origin products represent a very small percentage of total exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.  

	The Honorable Jesse Ventura (I), then governor of the State of Minnesota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; The Honorable John Hoeven (R), governor of the State of North Dakota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; and The Honorable George Ryan (R), then governor of the State of Illinois, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002 and in 1999.

	In April 2003, The Honorable Thomas Vilsack (D), governor of the State of Iowa, postponed a visit to the Republic of Cuba at the invitation of Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba (MINCEX).  According to Governor Vilsack, “I’m not going today, tomorrow, or until things improve dramatically for the people of Cuba.” 

	Two governors (not including Governor Blanco) are considering visits to the Republic of Cuba in 2005, one of which previously postponed consideration of a visit to the Republic of Cuba.


Primarily due to the activities of Decatur, Illinois-based Archer Daniels Midland Company (2004 revenues approximately US$26 billion), port facilities in Louisiana have transported the majority of agricultural commodities from the United States to the Republic of Cuba permitted by the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  In December 2001, the Port of New Orleans, Louisiana, was the first transportation point for exports under TSRA, with 30,000 metric tons of corn sold by Archer Daniels Midland Company to Alimport.

	Year
	TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana Ports
	Total TSRA Exports
	Percentage Of TSRA Exports Transported Through Louisiana Ports

	2004
	US$152,983,152.00
	US$362,728,923.00

(1 January 2004 through 30 November 2004)
	42.17%

(1 January 2004 through 30 November 2004)

	2003
	US$156,371,340.00
	US$256,901,471.00
	60.86%

	2002
	US$93,163,656.00
	US$138,634,784.00
	67.20%

	2001
	US$2,327,201.00
	US$4,318,906.00
	53.88%

	TOTAL
	US$404,845,349.00
	US$762,584,084.00
	53.08%


CUBA EXPECTS 2.5 MILLION VISITORS IN 2005- The Ministry of Tourism of the Republic of Cuba (MINTUR) reported that visitor arrivals in 2005 are expected to be 2.5 million, compared to 2,048,578 in 2004.  According to MINTUR, approximately 450,000 of the Republic of Cuba’s total reported workforce of approximately 4.5 million are in tourism-related entities.  There are differences between tourist arrivals reported by MINTUR; Madrid, Spain-based World Tourism Organization (WTO), of which the government of the Republic of Cuba is a member; and by the St. Michael, Barbados-based Caribbean Tourism Organization (CTO), of which the Republic of Cuba is a member.  Before 1959, 85% of tourists visiting the Republic of Cuba were United States citizens.  

	Year
	Visitor Arrivals (Reported By Cuba)
	Visitor Arrivals (CTO)
	Visitor Arrivals (WTO)

	2005
	2,500,000 (projected)
	
	

	2004
	2,048,578
	
	

	2003
	1,900,000
	1,894,746
	

	2002
	1,683,716
	1,686,162
	

	2001
	1,774,541
	1,774,500
	

	2000
	1,773,986
	1,774,000
	1,772,488

	1999
	1,602,781
	1,602,800
	1,561,000

	1998
	1,415,832
	1,415,800
	1,390,000

	1997
	1,170,083
	1,170,100
	1,153,000

	1996
	1,004,336
	1,004,300
	999,000

	1995
	745,495
	762,700
	742,000

	1994
	619,218
	617,300
	617,000

	1993
	546,023
	544,100
	544,000

	1992
	460,610
	460,600
	455,000

	1991
	424,041
	424,000
	418,000

	1990
	340,329
	
	327,000

	1985
	250,000
	
	240,500


CUBA COMMENCES NEW SMOKING REGULATIONS- On 7 February 2005, the government of the Republic of Cuba commenced the enforcement of new smoking regulations.  Smoking will be prohibited in retail stores and in theaters, on buses and in taxis, within areas of restaurants cafeterias, hospitals, and educational facilities.  According to the Ministry of Public Health of the Republic of Cuba (MINSAP), approximately 4,480,000 of the Republic of Cuba’s total population of approximately 11.2 million are smoke cigarettes and/or cigars.
	In May 2000, MINSAP, in conjunction with the Geneva, Switzerland-based World Health Organization (WHO), which is under the auspices of the New York City, New York-based United Nations, sponsored the fourth annual “Quit and Win” anti-smoking campaign throughout the Republic of Cuba.  According to information then provided by MINSAP, Republic of Cuba nationals interested in participating the in the program are have been requested to contact their primary care physician to provide personal information, times and amounts they smoke daily (cigarettes, cigars or pipe), if they tried to give it up in the past, years have smoked, and present a witness that certify he/she is eligible to give up smoking for four weeks beginning May 1 2000.  According to a 1995 survey by the Republic of Cuba government-operated Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology of the Republic of Cuba and by the Republic of Cuba government-operated  National  Statistics  Office  of  the  Republic  of  Cuba, 36.8 per cent of the Republic of Cuba’s 11 million citizens are categorized as smoking on a regular basis.  Among male Republic of Cuba nationals, one of every two smokes.  Among female Republic of Cuba nationals, one of every four smokes.  Of these groups, reportedly 50% are prepared to cease smoking if they are provided with assistance.  Those who want to reach that objective will get rewards on municipal, provincial, national, continental and world level, one of US$10,000.00 that will be awarded, in Cuba's case, to support the National Program for Cigar Prevention and Control sponsored by the Ministry of Public Health of the Republic of Cuba.  In addition to the ex heavy smoker's word and the witness' statement, when the award ceremony is being carried out, they could make biochemical and urine tests to prove the winner's veracity in the contest in which everyone will win, active and passive smokers.   


VIETNAM REPORTS SUBSTANTIAL RICE EXPORTS TO CUBA IN 2004- The government of Vietnam reported that rice exports to the Republic of Cuba in 2004 were 449,224 metric tons of 25% broken rice, in increase of approximately 50% compared with 2003.  The government of Vietnam provides the government of the Republic of Cuba with payment terms of approximately 720 days.  Alimport purchases 25% broken rice for distribution to Republic of Cuba nationals through the national ration system (six pounds of rice per month for .25 Centavos (approximately US$.01) per pound.

	Year
	Vietnam Rice Exports To Cuba
	China Rice Exports To Cuba

	2004
	449,224 metric tons
	not reported

	2003
	300,056 metric tons
	not reported

	2002
	275,627 metric tons
	216,282 metric Tons

	2001
	286,928 metric Tons
	195,922 metric Tons

	2000
	166,774 metric Tons
	225,510 metric Tons

	1999
	150,000 metric Tons
	226,933 metric Tons


Rice is the favored staple of Republic of Cuba nationals and consumption is estimated at a minimum 700,000 metric tons annually.  The government of the Republic of Cuba reported total rice production and imports were as follows, in metric tons:
	Year
	2002 (estimate)
	2001
	2000
	1999
	1998
	1997
	1996
	1995

	Imports
	588,809*
	482,850
	392,549
	448,787
	310,060
	290,564
	338,021
	335,938

	Production
	320,000
	325,539
	305,897
	368,633
	280,412
	418,848
	368,616
	222,846

	Total
	908,809
	777,086
	698,446
	817,420
	590,472
	709,412
	706,637
	558,784

	*Includes imports from Vietnam, People’s Republic of China, and 96,900

metric tons of rice reported as purchased from United States-based companies


UNIVERSITY OF MIAMI PUBLISHES CUBA FOREIGN DEBT STATISTICS- The Coral Gables, Florida-based Cuba Transition Project within the Institute For Cuban & Cuban-American Studies at the University of Miami has published, in Cuba Facts (Issue 8- February 2005) data on the foreign debt of the Republic of Cuba.  According to the Cuba Transition Project, “Cuba Facts is an ongoing series of succinct fact sheets on various topics, including, but not limited to, political structure, health, economy, education, nutrition, labor, business, foreign investment, and demographics, published and updated on a regular basis by the Cuba Transition Project staff.”

	I. CUBA: CONVERTIBLE CURRENCY DEBT* (Dec. 2004)

*On the basis of Nov. 2004 exchange rates and rounded to the nearest million.

	Creditors By Country
	Debt (in US$)

	Japan (1)
	US$2.331 billion

	Argentina (2)
	US$1.967 billion

	Spain (3)
	US$1.765 billion

	France (4)
	US$1.316 billion

	Venezuela (5)
	US$992 million

	China (6)
	US$682 million

	Mexico (7)
	US$480 million

	Italy (8)
	US$447 million

	United Kingdom (9)
	US$371 million

	Germany (10)
	US$317 million

	Netherlands (11)
	US$295 million

	Russia [post-U.S.S.R. era debts] (12)
	US$235 million

	Czech Republic (13)
	US$226 million

	Belgium (14)
	US$221 million

	Panama (15)
	US$200 million

	Canada (16)
	US$90 million

	Austria (17)
	US$79 million

	Brazil (18)
	US$40 million

	Trinidad & Tobago (19)
	US$30 million

	Uruguay (20)
	US$30 million

	Sweden (21)
	US$22 million

	Undisclosed Foreign Financing (22)
	US$258 million

	Other Historic Debt (23)
	US$893 million (estimate)

	Total
	US$13.288 million (estimate)


	II. CUBA: NON-CONVERTIBLE DEBT (2004 Est.)

	Creditor Governments
	Debt (in Transferable Rubles)

	Russia [U.S.S.R.-era debt] (24)
	20.848 billion

	Romania (25)
	951 million

	Hungary (26)
	200 million

	Poland (27)
	70 million

	Total
	22.069 billion


	III. CUBA: PER CAPITA FOREIGN DEBT

	Cuba [hard currency only]: US$1,176.00 (2004 est.)

Cuba [including ruble debt]: US$3,100.00 (2004 est.) [28]


	IV. CUBA: PRE-CASTRO FOREIGN DEBT [29]

	Foreign Debt in 1958: US$48 million [~US$315 million in 2004 dollars]

Per Capita Foreign Debt in 1958: US$7.38 [~US$49.00 in 2004 dollars]


	Notes

	1. Cuba’s long-term debt to Japan is composed of approximately 245.86 billion yen in banking, commercial, and government-to-government debt dating from the 1970s. In 1998, and again in 2002 in order to avoid default, Cuba refinanced 100 billion yen in commercial debt with 182 Japanese suppliers. (Cf. Dalia Acosta, “Cuba-Japan: Brilliant Coup Behind Paris Club’s Back,” Inter Press Service, Havana, 26 March 1998, citing official Japanese sources and Cuba’s Central Bank president Francisco Soberón.) A separate accord, signed in 1999, allowed Havana to reschedule its short-term debt of 12 billion yen (some US$109 million) to the Japanese government. According to an anonymous Japanese diplomat cited by the foreign press in Cuba, in 2004 the Cuban government has reportedly made a first payment of US$50 million toward the principal of its aforementioned short-term debt with Tokyo. (Cf. Kyodo/Associated Press, “Japan accepts terms for deferring Cuba’s debt repayment,” Havana, 24 November 1999; Marc Frank, “Cuba repays some official debt as economy picks up,” Reuters, Havana, 26 April 2004.) In addition, the Basel, Switzerland-based Bank for International Settlements reported US$51 million (as of June 2004) in short-term financing to Cuba by Japanese banks. (Cf. Bank for International Settlements, BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004 [http://www.bis.org/publ/r_hy0410.htm], hereinafter BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004).

	2. See Reuters, “Cuba, Argentina restore full ties, discuss debt,” Havana, 13 October 2003. The Cuban government has requested 75% forgiveness, as well as partial repayment in kind on the remainder, of its bilateral debt with Buenos Aires dating from the 1970s and early 1980s. (See Natasha Niebieskikwiat, “Cuba busca una quita del 75%de su deuda con la Argentina,” Clarín, Buenos Aires, 14 October 2003.)

	3. Figure includes 780-million euros in direct government-to-government debt as well as 417 million euros in unpaid trade credits from 1971 to 2001 claimed by Spain’s state-backed export financing agency, CESCE. However, the historic (pre-1990) long-term portion of the debt has not been disclosed and is thus not included. (Cf. I. J. Domingo, “Cuba busca elevar su capacidad financiera con canje de deuda por inversión española,” Expansión, Madrid, 18 November 2002.) In addition, Spanish banks reported US$294 million in short-term financing to Cuba as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	4. Long-term Cuban debt claimed by the government of France stands at approximately 490 million euros. (Cf. French Senate report, “Principales créances de la France sur les Etats étrangers au 31 décembre 2002,” in Bienvenue au Sénat, “Project de loi de finances pour 2004,” online at [http://www.senat.fr/rap/l03-073-302/l03-073-30274.html]. The total figure also encompasses a separate short-term debt some 150 million euros, or about US$185 million (Cf. National Assembly of France, “Politique de la France vers Cuba,” 20 Jan. 2004, [http://www.ump.assemblee-nationale.fr/article.php3?id_article=2189]. Lastly, the total known debt also includes US$529 million in short-term financing provided by French banks as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	5. The debt represents less than three years' worth (2001-2003) of unpaid oil deliveries from Venezuela. Includes US$752 million in unpaid or deferred short-term debt as of January 2004 and US$240 million in long-term debt that came due in December 2003. (Cf. Alexei Barrionuevo and José de Córdoba, “For Aging Castro, Chavez Emerges as a Vital Crutch,” The Wall Street Journal, 2 February 2004; Marianna Párraga, "Cuba acumula deuda de US$891 millones con Venezuela," Caracas, El Universal, 14 January 2004.) For a detailed analysis of Venezuelan subsidies to Cuba see "Castro's Venezuelan Bonanza," Cuba Focus, April 20, 2004, [http://ctp.iccas.miami.edu/FOCUS_Web/Issue54.htm]. 

	6. Cf. Mark Frank, “China’s Cuba business takes big leap forward,” Havana, Reuters, 11 April 2001 (which cites a US$210 loan granted in 2000); BBC News, “China to lend Cuba $400m,” Havana, 13 April 2001; “China Offer 400 Million Dollars in Loans to Cuba,” Beijing, People’s Daily, 14 April 2001. In addition, the Bank of Shanghai provided a loan in 2002 to a state-owned Sino-Cuban joint venture for construction of hotels in Havana and Shanghai. Cf. Feliberto Carrié, “El Banco de Shanghai concede a Cuba un crédito por 72 millones de dólares para la construcción de un hotel,” Europa Press, Havana, 4 October 2002.

	7. Cf. Notimex, “Presenta Cuba propuesta a México para saldar deuda con Bancomext,” New York, 25 September 2004, citing a recent Mexico-Cuba inter-parliamentary gathering held in Havana in late September 2004.

	8. Italian claims consist of approximately 240.9 million euros owed by Cuba to SACE (Italy’s government-backed trade financing agency), as disclosed by the Public Debt Management Division of Italy’s Department of the Treasury. Separately, the Banca d’Italia, Italy’s central bank, has reported an additional 22 million euros in Cuban obligations to the Italian government. Italy-based banks have also provided US$124 million in current short-term loans to Cuba as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	9. Cuba’s obligations to creditors in the United Kingdom include a 100-million pound medium-term debt to the government-backed Export Credit Guarantee Department (ECGD) and 90 million pounds to Britain's private sector. (Cf. Reuters, “UK to reopen Cuba credit cover after debt deal,” London, 23 September 1999.) UK-based lending institutions also reported US$27 million in current short-term financing to Cuba as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	10. In May 2000, Cuba and Germany signed a debt restructuring agreement, including both formerly East as well as West German claims, for repayment of 230 million German marks (valued at US$115 million). Cf. EFE, “Berlín y La Habana firman acuerdo renegociación de deuda,” Berlin, 26 May 2000. Also see the German Embassy in Havana website: http://www.deutschebotschaft-havanna.cu/spr_2/home/index.html. In addition, the figure includes US$202 million in short-term financing to Cuba by German banks as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	11. The debt represents short-term financing provided to Cuba by Netherlands-based banking institutions as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004.)

	12. Figure includes a US$150-million debt in hard currency due to unpaid trade credits for the import of Russian goods from 1994 through 2003, as part of a Russo-Cuban intergovernmental agreement. (Cf. Interfax, “Russia, Cuba to discuss debt in Dec.,” Moscow, 2 December 2003). In addition, Moscow has granted the Cuban government a US$85-million loan, repayable over nine years, in order to finance the sale of two Il-96-300 executive aircraft for use by Fidel Castro and the senior Cuban leadership. (Cf. MosNews, “Cuba to buy VIP Russian jets for $100M,” Moscow, 13 July 2004.)

	13. Cuba’s debt to the former Czechoslovakia, and now claimed by the Czech Republic, has been reported at 5.8 billion Czech korunas. (Cf. Pablo Alfonso, “Crisis checa puede estar cerca del fin,” El Nuevo Herald, 31 January 2001.)

	14. The Cuban and Belgian governments negotiated a restructuring accord in 2000 on the short-term portion (17.35 million euros) of Havana’s 171-million euro debt to Brussels. (Cf. EFE, “Bruselas y La Habana renegocian deuda bilateral,” Brussels, 30 March 2000.) In addition, Belgian lenders held US$11 million in short-term Cuban debt as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Quarterly Review, October 2004).

	15. In 2003, Panamanian trading companies based in the Colon Free Zone exported more than US$208 million in primarily third-country goods to Cuba. Suppliers and banks have reported that Cuban state-owned enterprises owe over US$200 million in financed purchases. (Cf. Dustin Guerra, “Cubanos adeudan 200 millones de dólares a ZLC,” Panama, La Prensa, 25 August 2004.)

	16. Cuba’s official commercial debt in arrears to the Canadian government’s export financing agency, Export Development Canada (EDC), stood at C$114 million as of September 2003. Cf. Canadian govt.’s Cuba Fact Sheet, July 2004, [http://www.infoexport.gc.ca/ie-en/DisplayDocument.jsp?did=213&gid=193]. BIS statistics reveal no current short-term financing to Cuba by Canada-based banks as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004)

	17. The debt represents current short-term financing provided by Austria-based institutions as of June 2004. (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004)

	18. Cf. Mireya Castañeda, “Cuba-Brazil cooperation diversifies,” Havana, Granma Internacional, 29 Sept. 2003, [http://www.granma.cu/ingles/2003/septiembre03/lun29/lula3.html].

	19. Trinidad-based Republic Bank Ltd. has disclosed that it is currently extending about US$30 million a year to Cuban state-owned enterprises. Cf. Larry Luxner, “Trinidad & Tobago seeks to expand links with Cuba,” CubaNews, October 2003, p. 10.

	20. Cuba has a longstanding commercial debt of US$30 million with Uruguay. Cf. “Cuba desafía a Uruguay a romper relaciones diplomáticas,” Notimex, Havana, 23 April 2002.

	21. Figure represents current short-term financing to Cuba by Sweden-based banks as of June 2004 (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004).

	22. Figure represents current short-term financing to Cuba by banks of non-disclosed nationality as of June 2004 (Cf. BIS Consolidated Banking Statistics, October 2004).

	23. As of the late 1990s, when the Cuban government last provided an account of its obligations by creditor nation and currencies, debt denominated in Swiss francs comprised 8.5 percent (approximately US$893 million) of a then total foreign debt of US$10.5 billion.

	24. Figure represents debt owed in transferable rubles to the former USSR and assumed by Russia. No repayment accords have been reached with Russia. In response to Moscow’s insistence on transferable-ruble debt negotiations with Havana in the context of the island’s hard-currency debts to other Paris Club creditors, the Cuban government has refused to countenance any multilateral arrangements and presented counter claims for damages due to the demise of the Soviet Union. Cf. “The Infamous Paragraph,” [editorial by the Cuban government on disputes, including the bilateral debt, with the Russian government], Havana, Granma Internacional, 27 Oct. 2001, http://www.granma.cu/documento/ingles01/041-i.html.) Cuba’s total Soviet-era transferable ruble debts to Russia and Eastern European states have been estimated at US$26.7 billion. Cf. Carmelo Mesa-Lago, Market, Socialist and Mixed Economies: Comparative Policy and Performance: Chile, Cuba and Costa Rica (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2000), pp. 380-381. See also Oscar Espinosa Chepe, “Crece la deuda externa cubana,” Cubanet, Havana, 6 February 2003, [http://pscuba.org/articulos/crece.htm].

	25. As of the end of 2001, Cuba’s Soviet-era obligations to Romania stood at 951 million transferable rubles, making the island one of Romania’s top debtors. Cf. National Bank of Romania, Balance of Payments 2001 report, [http://www.bnro.ro/def_en.htm.]

	26. Cf. Hungarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Hungary Seeks Closer Ties with Latin America,” Budapest, 8 May 1997, [http://www.undp.org/missions/hungary/0509hula.htm.]

	27. Debt figure provided by the Polish government. According to Warsaw, the Castro regime has refused to discuss the Soviet-era transferable ruble debt owed to Poland.

	28. Cuba's total estimated population in 2004 surpassed 11.3 million inhabitants. A total foreign debt of about US$35 billion assumes 22.069 billion transferable rubles at parity (1:1) with the U.S. dollar. For an analysis of the transferable ruble debts to Russia by former Soviet client states, see Sam Vaknin, "Russia as a creditor," UPI, March 27, 2002, [http://www.upi.com/view.cfm?StoryID=27032002-014135-2690r].

	29. Cf. Jose R. Alvarez Diaz, et al., Un estudio sobre Cuba (Coral Gables, FL: University of Miami Press, 1963), p. 1368. In 1958 Cuba had a total population of approximately 6.5 million inhabitants (Alvarez Diaz et al., p. 1524). With respect to the value of 1958 dollars in equivalent 2004 dollars, the Cuban government uses a factor of 6.57 to convert (multiply) 1958 dollars in terms of current purchasing power. Cf. Maria Julia Mayoral, "Cuba recupera la soberania monetaria," Granma, 9 November 2004 [http://www.granma.cubaweb.cu/secciones/mesa/mesa402.htm].


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 20 January 2005 to 27 January 2005; 13 January 2005 to 20 January 2005; and 6 January 2005 to 13 January 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

20 January 2005 To 27 January 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	190,400

metric tons
	225,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	227,100

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Wheat Products
	
	
	9,900

metric tons
	20,000

metric tons
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	220,000
metric tons
	195,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	185,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	27,600

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	38,600

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	15,100

metric tons
	
	10,100

metric tons
	36,300

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,000

running bales
	300

running bales
	3,800

running bales
	2,000

running bales
	

	Totals
	516,100 metric tons;2,000 bales
	536,000 metric tons;300 bales
	600,300 metric tons;3,800 bales
	578,800  metric tons;2,000 bales
	


	

13 January 2005 To 20 January 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	190,400

metric tons
	220,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	227,100

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	220,000
metric tons
	195,000

metric tons
	179,600

metric tons
	185,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	27,600

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	38,600

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	10,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	19,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	15,100

metric tons
	6,000

metric tons
	10,100

metric tons
	30,100

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,000

running bales
	700

running bales
	3,800

running bales
	1,700

running bales
	

	Totals
	516,100 metric tons;2,000 bales
	531,000 metric tons;700 bales
	600,300 metric tons;3,800 bales
	572,600  metric tons;1,700 bales
	


	

6 January 2005 To 13 January 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	215,400

metric tons
	200,000

metric tons
	325,500

metric tons
	227,100

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	260,400
metric tons
	175,000

metric tons
	135,700

metric tons
	185,300

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	35,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	31,200

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	13,900

metric tons
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	15,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	14,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	15,100

metric tons
	6,000

metric tons
	10,100

metric tons
	30,100

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,000

running bales
	700

running bales
	3,800

running bales
	1,700

running bales
	

	Totals
	588,500 metric tons;2,000 bales
	491,000 metric tons;700 bales
	549,000 metric tons;3,800 bales
	567,600  metric tons;1,700 bales
	


GOVERNOR OF LOUISIANA PLANNING TO VISIT CUBA- On 12 January 2005, The Honorable Kathleen Blanco (D), Governor of the State of Louisiana, reported an intention to visit the Republic of Cuba in February 2005 or March 2005.  Governor Blanco is expected to be accompanied by representatives of the Baton Rouge, Louisiana-based Louisiana Department of Economic Development and representatives of Louisiana-based companies.  Governor Blanco may also visit Mexico either prior to or subsequent to the visit to the Republic of Cuba.

	The Honorable Jesse Ventura (I), then governor of the State of Minnesota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; The Honorable John Hoeven (R), governor of the State of North Dakota, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002; and The Honorable George Ryan (R), then governor of the State of Illinois, visited the Republic of Cuba in 2002 and in 1999.

	In April 2003, The Honorable Thomas Vilsack (D), governor of the State of Iowa, postponed a visit to the Republic of Cuba at the invitation of Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba (MINCEX).  According to Governor Vilsack, “I’m not going today, tomorrow, or until things improve dramatically for the people of Cuba.”

	Two governors are considering visits to the Republic of Cuba in 2005, one of which previously postponed consideration of a visit to the Republic of Cuba.


US$28.6 MILLION IN NOVEMBER 2004 TSRA EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Trade Division of the United States Bureau of the Census of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., reported that the value of United States exports (defined as products exiting the borders of the United States whether sold or donated) to the Republic of Cuba during the month of November 2004 was US$29,408,558.00, of which US$28,616,955.00 consisted of agricultural products and food products authorized under the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  
	In June 2002, Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX), projected that agricultural product and food product purchases from United States-based companies in 2002 would be approximately US$165 million (actual US$138,634,784.00); and in 2003 would be approximately US$230 million (actual US$256,901,471.00).  In 2003, Alimport projected that TSRA purchases in 2004 would be approximately US$320 million; however, in August 2004, representatives of Alimport increased the projection to US$440 million.


The government of the Republic of Cuba imported (not including transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees) from throughout the world, including from the United States, approximately US$709,979,366.00 in agricultural products and food products in 2003; US$608,548,665.00 in 2002; US$532,010,554.00 in 2001; and US$497,964,471.00 in 2000.  NOTE: Inclusion of transportation, insurance, and currency transaction fees, and continually presenting multi-year cumulative values and expected purchases in data is misleading, as the actual cost of goods sold, on a year-by-year basis, remains the meaningful value to be disseminated.  Transportation costs, when detailed, are important when considering the overall economic impact of exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, but should not be added to the value of products, as the result is an inflated value for products.  

	NOTE: The United States Department of Commerce does not define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate); Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, among other products as “agricultural products.”   

	The United States Department of Agriculture does define Calcium Hydrogen Orthophosphate (Dicalc Phosphate), Soups/Broths/Preps Of, Based On Fish/Seafd, Nt Drd; Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg; and Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts, wood, used; Newsprint, in Rolls or Sheets, as agricultural products.   

	The United States Department of Commerce does not define “Cannulae and the like and part and accessories” as an agricultural product; a cannulae is a small tube that can be inserted into a narrow duct in the body or even something as small as a vessel.  This item, exported to the Republic of Cuba in April 2004, was licensed under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992.  In May 2004, “Medical Surgical Dental/Veterinary Furniture, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA, not the TSRA.  In June 2004, “Cough and Cold Preparations, NESOI” was reported as exported to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis.  This product was authorized under the CDA, not the TSRA.

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council includes all food products and all agricultural products in calculating TSRA-authorized exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba.


	U.S. Department of Commerce Reported Data

	Monthly Values
	Year-To-Date Values

	Month


	2003
	2004
	% Change
	2003
	2004
	% Change

	January
	US$16,839,261.00
	US$29,131,411.00
	+273%
	US$16,839,261.00
	US$29,131,411.00
	+273%

	February
	US$9,036,856.00
	US$28,025,200.00
	+210.12%
	US$25,876,117.00
	US$57,156,611.00
	+120.89%

	March
	US$17,463,552.00
	US$59,098,113.00
	+238.41%
	US$43,339,669.00
	US$116,254,724.00
	+168.24%

	April
	US$24,574,122.00
	US$55,303,148.00
	+125.05%
	US$67,913,791.00
	US$171,557,872.00
	+152.61%

	May
	US$21,260,422.00
	US$32,753,883.00
	+54.06%
	US$89,174,213.00
	US$204,311,755.00
	+129.12%

	June
	US$12,915,745.00
	US$38,735,589.00
	+199.91%
	US$102,089,958.00
	US$243,047,344.00
	+138.07%

	July
	US$22,384,035.00
	US$29,981,917.00
	+33.94%
	US$124,473,993.00
	US$273,029,261.00
	+119.35%

	August
	US$12,802,131.00
	US$24,567,780.00
	+91.90%
	US$137,276,124.00
	US$297,597,041.00
	+116.79%

	September
	US$18,928,430.00
	US$8,223,910.00
	-56.55%
	US$156,204,554.00
	US$305,820,951.00
	+95.78%

	October
	US$23,721,360.00
	US$17,868,113.00
	-24.68%
	US$179,925,914.00
	US$322,110,501.00
	+79.02%

	November
	US$35,816,182.00
	US$28,076,021.00
	-21.61%
	US$215,742,096.00
	US$351,794,925.00
	+63.06%

	December
	
	
	
	
	
	


The first direct commercial export of agricultural products under the TSRA was reported in December 2001.  NOTE:  Some of the non-consumable products exported to the Republic of Cuba are for use by the United States Interests Section in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, or donated to Republic of Cuba-based entities, including Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO’s), faith-based organizations, schools, and healthcare facilities.   

	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2004-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	January 2004
	US$30,280,169.00
	29th (of 202)

	February 2004
	US$27,621,918.00
	36th (of 214)

	March  2004
	US$60,459,205.00
	17th (of 218)

	April 2004
	US$55,232,424.00
	19th (of 222)

	May 2004
	US$33,202,590.00
	24th (of 223)

	June 2004
	US$39,874,688.00
	18th (of 225)

	July 2004
	US$30,695,375.00
	25th (of 225)

	August 2004
	US$27,101,085.00
	28th (of 226)

	September 2004
	US$10,242,033.00
	53rd (of 228)

	October 2004
	US$19,402,481.00
	41st (of 228)

	November 2004
	US$28,616,955.00
	35th (of 228)

	December 2004
	
	


	Reporting Period
	U.S. Dollar Value Of TSRA-Authorized Exports

To Cuba (2004-2001)
	Ranking Based On

Export Markets

	      Sub-Total 2004
	US$362,728,923.00

(1 January 2004 through 30 November 2004)
	25th (of 228)

	     Total 2003
	US$256,901,471.00
	35th  (of 219)

	     Total 2002
	US$138,634,784.00
	50th (of 226) 

	     Total 2001
	US$4,318,906.00 (December)
	144th (of 226)

	Total TSRA Sales
	US$762,584,084.00
	


The U.S. Dollar values used in the statistical reports are generally defined as the U.S. Dollar price actually paid (or payable) for merchandise when sold for exportation, excluding import duties (if any), transportation, insurance, and other costs.    

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	November 2004
	Year-To-Date

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$57,507.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$229,969.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$255,793.00

	0203221000
	Hams shoulders & cuts swine w/bone processed frzn
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$298,092.00

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$418,258.00

	0203292000
	Meat of swine, processed, frozen, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$59,208.00

	0207120040
	Chickens, whole, frozen, except young
	Tampa, FL
	US$190,320.00
	US$601,572.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$423,666.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$613,528.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	US$70,300.00
	US$6,091,940.00

	0207140010
	Leg quarters of chickens, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	US$2,445,334.00
	US$34,754,039.00

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Savannah, GA
	US$97,611.00
	US$377,325.00

	0207140025
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, legs ex qrtrs
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$608,350.00

	0207140050
	Chkn cuts/edbl offl (inc livers), frzn, offal
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$6,322,054.00

	0207140090
	Meat of chickens, frozen, nesoi
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$112,320.00

	0207270090
	Trky cuts/edbl offl (incl lvrs) frzn, other
	Tampa, FL
	US$84,000.00
	US$1,201,887.00

	0209000000
	Pig & poultry fat frsh chld frzn salted dried smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$22,409.00

	0210011000
	Hams, shoulders &cuts, bone in , salted, drd, smkd
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$33,711.00

	0303390060
	Flat fish excl fillets/livers/roes; frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$12,855.00

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$10,262,280.00

	0402100000
	Mlk & crm cntd w/n swt powdr gran/slds nov1.5% fat
	Mobile, AL
	US$2,993,083.00
	US$15,429,682.00

	0404100500
	Whey protein concentrates whether or not sweetened
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$298,752.00

	0404100850
	Modified whey, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$14,300.00

	0404104000
	Whey, whether or nt concentratd or sweetend, drid
	Mobile, AL*
	US$218,044.00
	US$218,044.00

	0406300000
	Cheese, processed, not grated or powdered
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$33,600.00

	0406901000
	Cheese, cheddar, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$44,961.00

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$331,020.00

	0407000040
	Birds’ eggs, in shell, fresh, preserved or cooked
	Miami, FL**
	US$100,980.00
	US$379,070.00

	0511995050
	Animal products nesoi, dead animals ch 1, inedible
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$22,792.00

	0702000050
	Tomatoes, fresh or chilled, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$6,516.00

	0703105000
	Onions and shallots, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$13,750.00

	0709905000
	Vegetables, nesoi, fresh or chilled
	Miami, FL**
	US$3,682.00
	US$3,682.00

	0712202000
	Onion powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$22,810.00

	0712904020
	Garlic powder or flour
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$24,912.00

	0713101000
	Peas, seeds of a kind used for sowing drd, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$348,490.00

	0713104040
	Yellow peas, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$2,400,787.00

	0713104080
	Peas, nesoi (ex seed) dried, shelled w/n skin/split
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$2,016,500.00
	US$2,016,500.00

	0713202000
	Chickpeas (garbanzos), except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$814,662.00

	0713333000
	Navy or pea beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$15,531.00

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$1,434,000.00

	0713395050
	Pinto beans, except seed, dried, shelled
	Houston, TX
	
	US$1,365,000.00

	0806100000
	Grapes, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	US$13,025.00
	US$75,597.00

	0806200000
	Grapes, dried (including raisins)
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$116,121.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Tampa, FL
	US$205,984.00
	US$371,016.00

	0808100000
	Apples, fresh
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$39,338.00

	0808200000
	Pears and quinces, fresh
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$9,065.00

	0904120000
	Pepper of the genus piper, crushed or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$20,663.00

	0906200000
	Cinnamon & cinnamon- tree flowers, crushd or ground
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$3.578.00

	0909300000
	Seeds of cumin
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$11,232.00

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$345,006.00

	0910990000
	Spices, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$53,336.00

	1001100090
	Durum wheat, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,204,482.00

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed, nesoi
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$14,732,360.00

	1001902055
	Wheat and meslin, except seed
	Houston, TX
	US$8,165,260.00
	US$35,268,008.00

	1005902020
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 1, except seed
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$10,681,926.00

	1005902030
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U.S. no. 2 except seed 
	New Orleans, LA
	US$6,302,918.00
	US$35,306,271.00

	1005902035
	Yellow dent corn (maize), U. S. No. 3 except seed
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$7,784,810.00

	1005904041
	Popcorn unpopped, put up in microwaveable packages
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$8,820.00

	1006204020
	Rice, long grain, husked (brown)
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,279,187.00

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$14,792.00

	1006301020
	Rice, semi or wholly milled, parboiled, long grain
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$2,155,051.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$87,532.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$26,761,145.00

	1006309010
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, long grain
	Houston-Galveston, TX
	
	US$9,981,882.00

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$2,713,211.00

	1006309020
	Rice, semi/wholly milled, nesoi, medium grain
	Houston, TX
	
	US$20,026,170.00

	1106300000
	Flour, meal & powder of the products of chapter 8
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$10,341.00

	1107100000
	Malt, not roasted
	Houston, TX
	
	US$511,996.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Savannah, GA
	
	US$5,086,125.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	Mobile, AL*
	US$3,978,502.00
	US$3,978,502.00

	1201000040
	Soybeans, whether or not broken, ex seed for sowing
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$16,207,904.00

	1208100000
	Flours and meals of soybeans
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$17,844,682.00

	1501000020
	Lard
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$106,996.00

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$1,983,986.00

	1507100000
	Soybean oil & fractions, crude, wheth/not degummed
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$1,644,100.00

	1507904020
	Soybean oil, once-refined not chemically modified
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$9,385,072.00

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$3,676,000.00

	1507904050
	Soybean oil, fully refined, nt chemically modified
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$8,638.00

	1509102000
	Olive oil, virgin, n/chem modifd, in cont lt 18 kg
	Miami, FL**
	US$9,080.00
	US$9,080.00

	1517903040
	Bakn/fryn fats wholly Vegtlb oils edbl artfl Mxtrs
	Miami, FL**
	US$93,714.00
	US$326,614.00

	1602492000
	Swine meat nesoi boned/cooked cnd no cereal or veg
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$109,652.00

	1604206000
	Fish, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$22,311.00

	1605201025
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared, frozen, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$118,728.00

	1605201050
	Shrimps and prawns, prepared or preserved, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$6,400.00

	1702110000
	Lactose & lactose syrup cont 99% more lactse by wt
	Mobile, AL*
	US$13,900.00
	US$28,000.00

	1702190000
	Lactose in solid form and lactose syrup, nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$14,000.00

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$41,904.00

	1702905000
	Sug/syrup nt flav/colr nesoi; artfl honey; caraml
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$8,818.00

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$80,177.00

	1704100000
	Chewing gum, whether or not sugar coated
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$172,851.00

	1806310040
	Choc/cocoa prep confectnry blk/bar notov2kg filled
	Tampa, FL
	US$132,580.00
	US$132,580.00

	1806900063
	Confectionary, cocoa food preps, nesoi, for retail
	Tampa, FL
	US$69,467.00
	US$69,467.00

	1901909085
	Food preps, nesoi, wheat-flour-soya blends
	Houston, TX
	
	US$5,326,777.00

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	US$33,120.00
	US$233,723.00

	1902192000
	Pasta no egg uncooked or not stuffed or othrwise prep
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$284,368.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$14,798.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$279,804.00

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Tampa, FL
	US$20,040.00
	US$20,040.00

	2004108020
	Potatoes, French fried, frozen
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$11,357.00

	2005800000
	Sweet corn, prepared/preserved nesoi, not frozen
	Miami, FL**
	US$3,643.00
	US$3,643.00

	2002900060
	Tomato paste
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$253,206.00

	208111000
	Peanut butter
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$6,493.00

	2009904000
	Mixtures of fruit juices, unfermented
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$36,900.00

	2101200020
	Soluble/instant tea/mate cont no sugar/cereal/etc
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$36,015.00

	2103202000
	Tomato ketchup
	Miami, FL**
	US$5,877.00
	US$5,877.00

	2103909020
	Mayonnaise
	Miami, FL**
	US$10,320.00
	US$58,721.00

	2103909070
	Mixed condiments and mixed seasonings
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$54,709.00

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$209,843.00

	2103909090
	Sauces and preparations therefore, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$4,240.00

	2104100020
	Soups, broths and preparations thereof, dried
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$80,061.00

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	New York, NY***
	
	US$361,931.00

	2106100000
	Protein concentrates & textured protein substances
	Norfolk, VA
	US$116,470.00
	US$1,009,661.00

	2106906575
	Coffee Whiteners, Non-Dairy
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$128,924.00

	2106906592
	Food preparations, nesoi, canned
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$139,184.00

	2106907090
	Edible preps, not canned/frzn, n/cont sugar, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$20,388.00

	2202100020
	Carbonated soft drinks, contng aspartame/saccharin
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$5,996.00

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$9,120.00

	2202100040
	Carbonated soft drinks, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$30,816.00

	2202903600
	Single fruit/veg juice forti w/vitmin n/concentrd
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$32,736.00

	2202909090
	Beverages nonalcoholic nesoi excl fruit/vegt juice
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$47,076.00

	2204214000
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol cntrs 2l or less
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$69,349.00

	2204290020
	Grape wine nesoi nov 14% alcohol contrs ov 2 liters
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$16,450.00

	2304000000
	Soybean oilcake & oth solid residue, wh/not ground
	New Orleans, LA
	
	US$15,212,287.00

	2306900000
	Vegetable oilcake & solid residue nesoi w/nt grnd
	New Orleans,

LA
	US$557,952.00
	US$3,023,900.00

	2309901010
	Pet food put up for retail sale ex dog & cat food
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$12,994.00

	2835250000
	Calcium hydrogenorthophosphate (dicalc phosphate)
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$2,081,856.00

	3004909176
	Cough and cold preparations, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$15,348.00 (1)

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$121,920.00

	3100000000
	Fertilizers a fert materials
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$1,080,750.00

	3504001000
	Protein solids
	Norfolk, VA
	
	US$182,942.00

	3505100040
	Modified starches derived from corn (maize) starch
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$11,780.00

	4403200020
	Southern Yellowpitch etc pine log/tmbr nt trt, rg
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$532,259.00

	4407100046
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-joint
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$93,382.00

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$112,403.00

	4407100047
	Pitch pine etc lumber, n/trtd rough, ex finger-join
	Mobile, AL*
	US$119,100.00
	US$243,777.00

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Tampa, FL
	US$47,954.00
	US$47,954.00

	4407100053
	Pine, nesoi,lumber,not trtd/rough,ex finger-jointed
	Mobile, AL*
	US$334,663.00
	US$1,360,575.00

	4407990045
	Yellow poplar wood, lumber, rough
	Mobile, AL*
	US$86,513.00
	US$1,082,049.00

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$150,394.00

	4416003020
	Casks, barrels, hogsheads, used, assembled, wood
	Mobile, AL*
	US$9,904.00
	US$64,118.00

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$75,327.00

	4416009040
	Vats, tubs/coopers prdcts/parts,wood,used,nesoi
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$44,310.00

	4703210040
	Chem wdpulp sulfate ex disslvng gr conif, bleached
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$53,627.00

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$4,661,182.00

	4801000002
	Newsprint, in rolls or sheets
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$11,479.00

	4802575055
	Ppr/pbrd unctd nov 10% mech nesoi 40-150g/m2 sheet
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$479,000.00

	4811592000
	Prnting paper, not blechd wt <15x36x15cm
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$25,309.00

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$166,555.00

	5201001090
	Cotton, not carded/combd, staple lngth 25.4-28.575mm
	Mobile, AL*
	US$67,115.00
	US$2,590,027.00

	6305330000
	Sack & bag for pkg good mmade mat polyethylene
	New Orleans,

LA
	
	US$36,720.00

	7319100000
	Sewing, darning or embroidery needles, iron or stl
	New York, NY***
	US$19,035.00
	US$19,035.00

	8517505000
	Telephon app, carr-current line or digital line sys
	New York, NY***
	
	US$7,740.00

	8703230060
	Vehicles, nesoi, new, eng exc (1500-3000cc)(4-6cyl)
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$16,130.00

	8703230090
	Used vehicles, engine (1500-3000cc), nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$118,099.00

	8703240010
	Ambulances, hearses & prison vans >3,000 cc
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$8,500.00

	8704900000
	Trucks, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	US$5,500.00
	US$5,500.00

	9018199550
	Electro-diagnostic apparatus, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	US$347,775.00
	US$347,775.00 (1)

	9018199560
	Parts&Accessories for electro-diagnostic apparatus
	Tampa, FL
	US$14,378.00
	US$14,378.00 (1)

	9018390030
	Bougies, catheters, drains & sondes & pts & access
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$29,767.00 (1)

	9018390050
	Cannulae and the like and part and accessories
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$2,650.00 (1)

	9018907080
	Electro-medical inst & appliances & parts, nesoi
	Maimi, FL**
	
	US$3,410.00 (1)

	901920000
	Ozone, oxygen, etc therapy, respiration apparatus, pt
	Los Angeles, CA
	
	US$4,443.00 (1)

	9022902000
	High tension generators, desks, chair, etc
	Miami, FL**
	US$30,000.00
	US$30,000.00

	9209920000
	Pts & accessories for musical inst of heading 9202
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,270.00

	9402900020
	Medical surgical dental/veterinary furniture, nesoi
	Los Angeles,

CA
	
	US$66,062.00 (1)

	9406008090
	Prefabricated buildings, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$400,000.00

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Mobile, AL
	
	US$965,273.00

	9802100000
	Commingled food products, donated relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	US$57,200.00
	US$642,206.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Buffalo, NY*****
	
	US$130,411.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$404,732.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$65,968.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Detroit, MI****
	
	US$25,000.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	San Juan, PR
	US$10,000.00
	US$36,585.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Miami, FL**
	US$100,774.00
	US$347,862.00

	9802200000
	Medicinal & pharmaceutical products, donated
	Houston, TX
	
	US$202,527.00

	9802300000
	All wearing apparel, donated for relief/charity
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$3,143.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	New York, NY***
	
	US$36,408.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Tampa, FL
	
	US$1,156,370.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Mobile, AL*
	
	US$171,587.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	San Juan, PR
	
	US$20,000.00

	9802400000
	Articles donated for relief or charity, nesoi
	Miami, FL**
	US$206,941.00
	US$2,609,285.00

	9809005000
	Shipments under $20,001, not identified by kind
	Miami, FL**
	
	US$20,840.00

	Total US$
	
	
	US$29,408,558.00
	US$370,659,227.00


	*While the reporting district is Mobile, Alabama, the shipping ports include Mobile, Alabama; Pascagoula, Mississippi; and Gulfport, Mississippi.   **While the reporting district is Miami, Florida, the shipping port does not include Miami, Florida, but does include Jacksonville, Florida; and can include airline charter/airline cargo from Miami International Airport.  ***The New York reporting district includes ports in New Jersey; and can include John F. Kennedy International Airport (charter flights).  **** The Detroit, Michigan reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  *****The Buffalo, New York, reporting district means that the products were transported by ground to Canada and then to the Republic of Cuba.  (1) Exported from the United States to the Republic of Cuba under provisions of the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992, which re-authorized the direct export of healthcare products to the Republic of Cuba on a commercial basis, cash only, with end-use restrictions.


Export values do not necessarily include informational materials (books, magazines, music, entertainment programs, etc.) and “humanitarian packages” sent from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, which are generally not required to be licensed by the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce or the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury.

	2004 United States Imports From The Republic Of Cuba

	HS Code
	Product Description
	District
	2004

	9701100000
	Paintings, drawing and pastels exc of heading 4906
	Miami, FL
	US$33,329.00

	9704000000
	Postage or revenue stamps, first day covers
	Boston, MA
	US$2,562.00

	9801001065
	Goods in heading 8703 returned after being exported
	Tampa, FL
	US$4,000.00

	Total US$
	
	
	US$39,891.00


TEN LARGEST AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT EXPORTS TO CUBA IN NOVEMBER 2004- The following are the ten largest (U.S. Dollar value) agricultural product exports from the United States to the Republic of Cuba in November 2004 under provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.

	2004 November
Ranking
	Product
	U.S. Dollar Value
	% Of November 2004 TSRA Exports
To Cuba

	1
	Wheat
	US$8,165,260.00
	28.53%

	2
	Corn
	US$6,302,918.00
	22.02%

	3
	Soybeans
	US$3,978,502.00
	13.90%

	4
	Powdered Milk
	US$2,993,083.00
	10.45%

	5
	Poultry (chicken)
	US$2,803,565.00
	9.79%

	6
	Peas
	US$2,016,500.00
	7.04%

	7
	Wood (pitch pine, pine, yellow poplar)
	US$588,230.00
	2.05%

	8
	Vegetable Oil Cake
	US$557,952.00
	1.94%

	9
	Whey
	US$218,044.00
	.76%

	10
	Apples
	US$205,984.00
	.71%

	
	Total Value Of 10 Largest TSRA Exports to Cuba
	US$27,830,038.00
	97.19%


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 30 December 2004 to 6 January 2005, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

30 December 2004 To 6 January 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	220,400

metric tons
	223,000

metric tons
	298,000

metric tons
	204,600

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	270,400
metric tons
	200,000

metric tons
	125,000

metric tons
	159,700

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	35,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	31,200

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	
	51,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	15,000

metric tons
	11,700

metric tons
	14,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,000

metric tons
	6,000

metric tons
	100

metric tons
	30,100

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,000

running bales
	700

running bales
	3,800

running bales
	1,700

running bales
	

	Totals
	613,800 metric tons;2,000 bales
	539,000 metric tons;700 bales
	486,900 metric tons;3,800 bales
	519,500  metric tons;1,700 bales
	


VISITORS FROM JAPAN REPORTEDLY INCREASE 10% IN 2004- The government of the Republic of Cuba reported that approximately 6,000 residents of Japan visited the Republic of Cuba in 2004, compared with approximately 5,400 residents of Japan visiting the Republic of Cuba in 2003.  Approximately 7,000 residents of Japan are projected to visit the Republic of Cuba in 2005.
ORGANIZATION SELLING BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEMBERSHIP- On 12 January 2005, a Washington, D.C.-based consultant issued a second memorandum (the first was issued on 3 January 2005) to promote the formation of a national business organization, to be located (on a paid basis) in the office of the consultant, because, according to the 3 January 2004 memorandum, “there is no association or organization aimed specifically at business with Cuba.”  This statement is false.  According to the 3 January 2005 memorandum, “There have been efforts in the past to start such an organization which have not been successful because of apparent lack of interest and therefore adequate funding.”  This statement is not accurate. According to the 12 January 2005 memorandum, the consultant is a) selling board of director memberships b) has appointed himself as interim president of the “new” organization c) appointed an individual with whom the consultant has engaged in commercial activities as a member of the interim board of directors and d) appointed a chairman of the board of directors.  

	According to the 12 January 2005 memorandum from the consultant, membership to the board of directors of the organization is for sale- a violation of good corporate governance.  Members of a board of directors for a not-for-profit business organization should be elected on the basis of qualifications, not whether there is a payment.  By definition, a membership-based not-for-profit organization is responsible to its membership and, thus, all members “have a voice.” 

	According to the consultant’s memorandum: “Special Board Membership:  For an annual  fee of $4,500, the member will be invited to sit on the USCTA Board of Directors and/or Advisors and  have a voice in the management and direction of the U.S.-Cuba Trade Association.”  [NOTE: appearance of text has not been changed from what was published in the consultant’s memorandum.] 

	Also of grave concern: On the Internet site of the USCTA, “Special Consulting: Agreement with [consultant’s company] to provide specialized consulting services at special fees for the Association and its members.   Members with specific consulting service requirements can contract with [consultant’s company] for such services as assistance with U.S. Government travel and export licenses, assistance with trips to Cuba, and other services of an individual company nature.”

	According to the Washington, D.C.-based Internal Revenue Service (IRS) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., “Section 501(c)(3) provides that the assets of an organization cannot inure to the benefit of private shareholders or individuals.”  Clearly, the consultant expects that a) serving as president of a not-for-profit organization b) having individuals with whom the consultant has or has had a commercial relationship with serve on the board of directors of the not-for-profit organization and c) having individuals representing organizations from whose membership the consultant expects to obtain clients for the consultant’s consulting company serve on the board of directors of the not-for-profit organization, will provide financial benefit to the consultant.

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not believe it is appropriate for a director, officer, employee, or advisor of a not-for-profit organization to seek, provide, or direct revenue producing activity to an entity controlled or affiliated with a director, officer, employee, or advisor of the organization.  Relevant agencies of the United States government believe such activities (private benefits) inconsistent with not-for-profit purposes. The presidency of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council is a non-compensated position and the current president neither provides Republic of Cuba-related consulting services nor has financial relationships with Republic of Cuba-related service providers.]  


In the opinion of the current president of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, it is unethical for a consultant focusing upon one country to at the same time be the primary officer/director of a not-for-profit organization focusing upon the same country.  Information and access available to the president/officers/directors of a national business organization is often proprietary, competitive, and far more valuable than information provided to individual consultants.  There is an inherent conflict of interest.  There is a debasing of the legitimacy of the organization.  
	“No other not-for-profit organization within the United States has provided more information, without compensation, about the Republic of Cuba than has the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council.  The organization has an educational mandate which is taken seriously.” 


When a member of a not-for-profit business organization seeks guidance from the president of the organization, the member need not fear whether 1) information provided to the president will be used by the president for personal gain and/or 2) information provided to the member will be used by the president for personal gain.  Why would anyone want to place an organization in such a position?  The not-for-profit statute is not intended a) to mask the provision of private benefits to officers and directors of the organization; b) use member-funded assets for personal gain and c) they should not be consultancies in disguise.  Individuals accepting the reins of a not-for-profit organization do so with a measure of altruism, not with an expressed purpose of expecting monetary gain for themselves and their associates.  

UPDATE ON USAGE OF CURRENCY IN CUBA- On 22 December 2004, an executive of a United States-based company made the following inquiry:  “We purchased at our local bank Canadian Dollars for use during our visit to Cuba.  We received an exchange rate of 86%.  When we arrived in Cuba, the Republic of Cuba government-operated Hotel Nacional de Cuba returned 78%.  Needless to say, this seemed a substantial commission.  We thought, incorrectly it seems, that if we exchanged U.S. Dollars for Canadian Dollars we would not have to endure the 8% exchange differential.”  In response, the following information was received from an individual residing in the Republic of Cuba:
	“The only travelers who ‘take it on the chin’ when they get to Cuba are those that show up with USD.  They pay a ten percent commission to get CUCs (though it costs them nothing to change those CUCs back into dollars).  The Cubans make a little money when tourists change their CUCs back into Euros/Canadian dollars, but this is common practice.  FYI: Euros are currently worth about 1.36 USD and Canadian dollars about .82 USD - pretty darn close to the rate the Cubans have set for CUCs.  If this tourist traded USD for Canadian dollars at .86 in the U.S. before leaving for Cuba, they got a good deal.  That does not mean, however, that they got horribly ripped off when they traded in their Canadian dollars for CUCs at .78 in Cuba.”

	“[Government of the Republic of Cuba] Resolution 80 acknowledges that hotels won't have the same favorable exchange rates as at authorized exchange centers.  At those centers, the commission for changing Canadian dollars to CUCs should be minimal; perhaps factored into the exchange rate.”


	The following is currency conversion data (27 December 2004) from the Republic of Cuba government-operated Banco Metropolitano branch office at Línea y M, Vedado, city of Havana, Republic of Cuba.”  One Euro equals US$1.303 as of 8 January 2005.

	Euros to CUCs
	CUCs to Euros
	Profit Margin

	1.32623
	1.38068
	0.05445

	CADs to CUCs
	CUCs to CADs
	

	0.79667
	0.82960
	0.03293


	The following is currency conversion data (27 December 2004) from the Hotel Nacional de Cuba.

	Euros to CUCs
	CUCs to Euros
	Profit Margin

	1.29909
	no service
	n/a

	CADs to CUCs
	CUCs to CADs
	

	0.78092
	no service
	n/a


OFAC REPORTS THAT DENVER CENTER FOR THE PERFORMING ARTS PROGRAM NOT LICENSED- The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., has confirmed that the following program has not received a license from the OFAC:
 

	The DCPA’s Travel Program announces a unique opportunity…  A Celebration of Cuba’s People & Culture A Cultural Exchange Tour January 27-February 4, 2005

This exchange program, offered exclusively to patrons of The Denver Center for the Performing Arts, is custom-designed by Dr. Joseph Rosenberg of VIP Tours of New York, Inc. It is operated by WorldGuest, with a license from the United States Department of the Treasury, to promote people-to-people contact for humanitarian purposes of cultural understanding.   In addition to Dr. Rosenberg, guests will be accompanied throughout the tour by a licensed, English-speaking expert and by David Zupancic, DCPA Associate Director of Development.

Please Note:  This program meets all standards of the U.S. Government, under the new regulations effective July 1, 2004.  The U.S. Department of Treasury license requires that all guests attend every cultural exchange/education program event in our schedule.  Should the U.S. Government regulations in such a way necessitate the canceling of this trip, all deposits and balance payments, normally deemed non-refundable, will be returned 100%.  Visas will be arranged for our registered guests, at no additional cost.  Included in this package are Cuban medical insurance for all guests under age 80 and a Cuban Tourist Card supplied before departure (pending timely registration).  The Program:
Thursday, January 27: Arrive in Miami (on your own) and transfer to the Miami Intercontinental Hotel (on your own).  We will enjoy one-night’s stay and dinner as a group in preparation for tomorrow’s departure to Cuba.  Miami Hotel Accommodations:  Overlooking Biscayne Bay, the Intercontinental Hotel Miami is conveniently close to Miami Beach and adjacent to Bayside Marketplace with its fashionable shops and restaurants.  Following check-in (we ask that you arrive at the hotel by no later than 2:00pm), we will depart by private coach to enjoy an early, informal Cuban dinner in a private, art deco Miami home.  Joining us will be a well-established Cuban expert who will provide an introductory lecture and digital presentation.  (Our evening will be an early one, as a 5:00am check-in at the airport is required the next morning.)

Friday, January 28: As a group, we will transfer by private coach to the Miami International Airport for departure to Havana’s Jose Martin Airport.  Check-in assistance will be provided (U.S. Departure Tax and necessary Visas are included).  Upon arrival, we will be greeted by our English-speaking tour guide and Cuban expert, board a private, air-conditioned coach and have a guided orientation tour of Modern and Colonial Havana (as we will be asked to drink bottled water or soft drinks while in Cuba, our coach will be well-stocked with complimentary bottled water each morning.).  Lunch follows at Palador, a private home (which has been given special permission by the Cuban government to serve meals to foreign visitors).  We will then transfer to the Golden Tulip Parque Central Hotel for check-in.  Following an afternoon at leisure, we will enjoy “welcome” cocktails along side the hotel roof garden’s swimming pool, with a dramatic vista of the Capitol Dome and the City of Havana.  Dinner follows at the hotel’s restaurant, El Paseo.

Havana Hotel Accommodations:  The Golden Tulip Parque Central Hotel is Havana’s newest, centrally located, five-star, full service hotel,  located in Old Havana (declared World Heritage by UNESCO) on the Havana’s historic tree-lined promenade (Prado), across the street from Havana’s Central Park.  Nearby is the renowned Malecón Boulevard facing the ocean with its monuments, museums, shops, night-time entertainment, cabaret clubs and cafés.  Adding to the panorama are thousands of colorful Cubans milling around Parque Central, Cuba’s capitol building and the Gran Teatro. The fully air-conditioned hotel has a fitness room, business center, open-air rooftop swimming pool, Jacuzzi, and cocktail lounge – with a sweeping view of Havana and the Caribbean.  Please note: a very substantial breakfast buffet will be served daily.

 

Saturday, January 29:  We will be joined by Isabel Rigol, prize-winning professor of architecture at Havana University, for a discussion of architecture and historic preservation protocol in revolutionary Cuba and then visit aboard private coach some of the sites, including the Palacio de los Capitanes Generales, the four plazas of Old Havana, and as time permits, the Capitol Building, Central Train Station, Havana University, the former Residence of the Pre-Revolutionary Republic, the Bacardi Building, the Hotel Nacionale de Cuba (and gardens), the Astoria Theatre (now the Cuban Museum of Fine Arts), the 1928 Theatre of Music and Art, and the Moderno and Fargo theatres.  We will continue with a horse and carriage ride through the Old Quarter followed by a serenaded lunch in the courtyard of Al Median.  We will then visit the Gran Teatro de la Habana, home of the acclaimed Ballet Nacional de Cuba and the National Opera of Cuba.  Following dinner at El Morro, we will see either a ballet or opera performance depending on the theatre’s schedule.

Sunday, January 30:  We will be joined by Eduardo Luis Rodriguez who will speak to us about the history and development of the theatres of Havana from the Colonial period to the present.  We will then visit a Catholic church and a synagogue.  The afternoon and evening are at leisure.

Monday, January 31:  We will get a first-hand taste of rural Cuba by exploring the town of Boyeros, where will visit the beautiful Art Deco/Mayan Temple, the former Paramount movie palace, now abandoned, but untouched in 60 years, presently called the Teatro Sierra Maestra, where we will enjoy private meetings with the restoration promoters and a local artist whose works are on display in the theatre’s lobby.  Later, we will visit the Art Deco America Theatre, built as Havana’s answer to Radio City Music Hall.  This evening we will enjoy dinner and a performance by one of Havana’s foremost theatre, dance or music companies (TBA).

Tuesday, February 1:  Following a morning at leisure, we visit the School of Dramatic Arts followed by a private visit to the world-famous Tropicana, Cuba’s legendary nightclub where we will have a meeting with one or more of the dancers who will be performing for us later this evening.  Dinner will be served outdoors at La Ferminia, in Havana’s Cubanacan section, before we return to the Tropicana for a late evening performance.

Wednesday, February 2:  Aboard the coach, we will tour rural Cuba, visiting Pinar del Rio, home and farm of a local tobacco grower, the community of Las Terrazas, and the studio of a local artist, all followed by lunch at Casa del Campesino, a typical farmer’s house.  The evening will be at leisure.

Thursday, February 3:  Following a morning at leisure, we will visit the studios of a sampling of Havana’s actors, dancers and musicians.   We will then visit the Cuban Centre of International Theatre Institute.  The evening concludes with “farewell” cocktails and dinner at the Ludwig Foundation, home to a marvelous collection of Cuban contemporary art.

Friday, February 4:  Transfer to Jose Martin International Airport for departure to Miami International Airport.  We are scheduled to arrive by 11:30am for flights (on your own) back to Denver.

Cost:  $5,225 per person based on double occupancy (single occupancy must add $825).  Price does not include airfare between Denver-Miami, but does include airfare between Miami-Havana.  A portion benefits The Denver Center for the Performing Arts.  Trip is limited to the first 20 participants.  A non-refundable deposit of $1,000 per person is due by November 1, 2004.  Balance of fees will be due by January 1, 2005.  For further information or to register, please contact David Zupancic, Associate Director of Development, at 303/446-4811 or davidz@dcpa.org.


NEW INTERNET FUNDS TRANSFER SERVICE TO CUBA- Sierre, Switzerland-based AWS Technologies SA, has commenced a funds transfer service to the Republic of Cuba.  Currently, individuals subject to United States law generally use Remittance Forwarders (RF) licensed by the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.  AWS Technologies SA reports that the company does not possess a license from the OFAC.  The two largest OFAC-licensed companies providing RF services from the United States to the Republic of Cuba are 1) Montvale, New Jersey-based Western Union Financial Services, Inc. (http://www.westernunion.com), a subsidiary of Greenwood Village, Colorado-based First Data Corporation (2004 revenues exceeded US$7 billion), and Minneapolis, Minnesota-based MoneyGram International, Inc. (http://www.moneygram.com), 2004 revenues approximately US$800 million.  Until June 2004, MoneyGram International was a subsidiary of Phoenix, Arizona-based Viad Corp (2004 revenues exceeded US$800 million).
	“Aws technologies is a service company based in Switzerland which is specialised in delivering IT solutions and services to clients all over Latin America. Our legal site as well as our IT development team is based in Switzerland. We work with partners in Cuba and give people the possibility to send money to their relatives and friends in Cuba from anywhere in the world just clicking on a single web page!”

	“The Swiss company, AWS Technologies SA, this week inaugurated its website for money transfers to Cuba. Among its many competitive advantages, it offers speed and efficiency in its service.  (PRWEB) December 25, 2004 -- The Swiss company, AWS Technologies SA, this week inaugurated its website for money transfers to Cuba. Among its many competitive advantages, it offers speed and efficiency in its service.  The internet webpage www.aws-transaction.com emphasizes a personalized service to the client and the collaboration of Cuban businesses with experience and skill in the area of remittances to Cuba.  Any user having a credit card can send money to his family or friends in Cuba. The remittances will be received in offices throughout the country where the currency can be withdrawn in U.S. dollars or in Cuban convertible currency.  The client in Cuba will be given a debit card that is rechargeable and valid in over 7000 commercial places.  According to information provided to Cubasi by Matthias Zehnder, executive director of AWS Technologies SA, the goal of the business is to facilitate this option as one of the main avenues of remittances to Cuba. These have a great deal of potential but have been limited by U.S. retrictions against Cuba that directly prejudice companies that engage in this type of service.  Transactions through www.aws-transaction.com have exclusive privacy tools available that guarantee the security of the transactions, explained Zehnder. For example, when a first time customer uses the online system, he has to send by fax a copy of his passport with a signed letter indicating that he agrees the terms and conditions of the service.  The Swiss company will operate and invoice in euros its Internet clients. They won’t take the liability for the clients resident in the United States, who use this platform to send over 300 USD every trimester to their relatives, or violate any regulation set in the US blockade laws against the Island.  AWS Technologies SA is a Swiss company specialized in developping professional IT-Solutions for Latin American countries, including Cuba.”


	AWS Technologies Funds Offices in Cuba

	CITY
	ADDRESS
	TELEPHONE NUMBER

	Isla de la Juventud
	Calle 39 e/ 30 y 32
	(046 ) 321429 / 321430

	
	Altos del Servi Cupet "El parque"
	(046) 321434 fax

	Pinar del Río
	Gerardo Medina # 633
	(082)  773003

	
	
	(082) 773004 telefax

	Ciudad de La Habana
	Calle 6  # 408 esq. 3ra.Aven,Miramar Playa
	204-4823  / 204-4824 Automáticos

	
	
	204-9252 / 204-9253 operadoras

	La Habana
	Calle 6 # 408 esq. 3ra.Aven,Miramar Playa
	204-4823  / 204-4824 Automáticos

	
	
	204-9252 / 204-9253 operadoras

	Varadero - Matanzas
	Calle 40 esq. Playa . Varadero
	(045) 66-8046 668810

	
	
	66-7306 fax

	Matanzas
	Calle Ayuntamiento E/ Medio y Río
	045-253431/253394 fax

	Villa Clara
	Carretera Central Km. 298 Banda Esperanza
	(042) 20-0972

	
	
	(042) 20-4599 telefax

	Cienfuegos
	Calle 29 # 5218 e/ 52 y 54 Edif. Cimex.
	(0432) 55-1635 / 551007

	
	
	Fax (0432)55-1138

	Sancti Spíritus
	Independencia # 171 Sur, altos
	(041) 2-8525 Telefax

	Ciego de Avila
	Libertad s/n, e/ Honorato del Castillo y Maceo
	(033)  26-6429 / 26-6176 Telefax

	Camaguey
	Gral.Gómez # 105 e/ Maceo e Independencia
	(032) 294659 Telefax

	Holguín
	Frexes # 216 e/ Maceo y Mártires
	(024) 46-8016telefax

	Holguín-Moa
	Aven. 1ro. De Mayo s/n, Moa
	(024) 67091/64328fax

	Las Tunas
	Vicente García # 28 e/ Julián Santana
	

	
	y Francisco Vega. Tienda La Nueva
	(031)46803 telefax

	Granma
	Edif. Las Novedades altos
	

	
	Aven. Frank País e/ Segunda y Aven. Figueredo
	

	
	Rpto. Jesús Menéndez, Bayamo
	(023)427347/427346 fax

	Santiago de Cuba
	FELIX PENA # 565 E/ JOSE A. SACO Y AGUILERA
	(022) 687293 / 687119/ 687120

	Guantánamo
	Crombet s/n e/ Los Maceos y Moncada
	(021)35-5284 / 35-5258 fax


	Q:Are any other charges to the recipient in Cuba? A: Recipients in Cuba will not be charged any fees for recieve remittances. 

	Q:Can I use others credit cards than Visa or Mastercard? A: No, right now we accept only VISA & MasterCard. We are in process to activate additional credit or debit cards. 

	Q:Do you have office in Cuba? A: yes, see the different offices representing aws technologies sa under the following link. http://www.aws-transaction.com/officecuba.asp 

	Q:From what countries can I send money ? A: You can send money from all over the world. The only requirement is that you act according to our terms & conditions.

	Q:How can a debit card holder check the balance of his/her card? A: Cardholders in Cuba may contact our Customer Service calling +53 7 55 4444.  

	Q:How much does it cost to have an AIS S.A. operated debit card? A: There are no additional costs involved. 

	Q:I wish to know in how many days the recipient will receive the money. A: For the first transaction we have to emit a debit card, this will take 72 hours. The card can be picked up in one of our offices (http://www.aws-transaction.com/officecuba.asp). The second transaction will be debited on the debit card within 6 hours after the transmission of the reference number to our call center +53 7 55 4444. 

	Q:In what currency are remittances paid out in Cuba? A: Remittances are loaded in US Dollars on our debit card according to the new financials cuban regulations (Resolucion BCC 80/ 2004). The receiver of the money can withdraw the amount in usd or peso convertible. We do not charge the 10% in the case you withdraw usd. 

	Q:In what currency the transaction will be billed? A: The transaction will be billed in Euros. 

	Q:Is www.aws-transaction.com safe and reliable to send money? A: Yes, aws-transaction.com is operated by a swiss company. The whole website is constructed according to the latest security technologies (Secure Socket Layer / SSL, encryption 128 bit). The status of every transaction can be traced in real time. 

	Q:What are the costs for a remittance? A: You can use our calculator to evaluate it. Otherwise our rates give you an exact overview of the costs. The fees do include all kind of costs which may happen. 

	Q:What are the fees of your service? A: The rates of our fees are stated under the follwing link: 
http://www.aws-transaction.com/rates.asp 

	Q:What are the requirements for obtaining an AIS operated debit card? A: Getting a AIS operated debit card is easy. The person must be older than 16 years. He/she has to prove this with an updated identity document or passport. 

	Q:What kind of payment ways can I use to send money to Cuba? A: Only credit cards are accepted. 

	Q:What will be stated on my credit card statement? A: aws technologies sa is in charge of this service. This name will be also stated on your credit card statement (aws-transaction.com). 

	Recipients in Cuba are never charged additional fees to withdraw money. The Euro / USD exchange rate we follow is issued by the European Central bank. Your credit card will be billed in Euro.   One Euro equals US$1.303 as of 8 January 2005.  Rates in Euro:


	From
	To
	Fees

	€ 50,00
	€ 100,00
	€ 13,00

	€ 100,01
	€ 150,00
	€ 16,00

	€ 150,01
	€ 200,00
	€ 20,00

	€ 200,01
	€ 250,00
	€ 24,00

	€ 250,01
	€ 300,00
	€ 28,00

	€ 300,01
	€ 350,00
	€ 32,00

	€ 350,01
	€ 400,00
	€ 36,00

	€ 400,01
	€ 450,00
	€ 40,00

	€ 450,01
	€ 500,00
	€ 44,00

	€ 500,01
	€ 550,00
	€ 48,00

	€ 550,01
	€ 750,00
	€ 65,00

	€ 750,01
	€ 1000,00
	€ 85,00


USDA WEEKLY AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY EXPORTS TO CUBA- The Foreign Agricultural Service (FAS) of the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) in Washington, D.C., reported that agricultural commodity exports to the Republic of Cuba for the period 23 December 2004 to 30 December 2004 and 16 December 2004 to 23 December 2004, included the following as defined by “Outstanding” (reported by exporters as not yet shipped) and “Accumulated” (total shipped during marketing year for particular agricultural commodity):

	

23 December 2004 To 30 December 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	170,400

metric tons
	198,000

metric tons
	298,000

metric tons
	204,600

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	270,400
metric tons
	205,000

metric tons
	125,000

metric tons
	135,600

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	35,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	31,200

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	65,000

metric tons
	
	31,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	12,800

metric tons
	15,000

metric tons
	6,800

metric tons
	14,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	25,000

metric tons
	16,700

metric tons
	100

metric tons
	19,300

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,700

running bales
	700

running bales
	3,100

running bales
	1,700

running bales
	

	Totals
	568,00 metric tons;2,700 bales
	549,700 metric tons;700 bales
	482,000 metric tons;3,100 bales
	464,600  metric tons;1,700 bales
	


	

16 December 2004 To 23 December 2004

	Product
	Outstanding

Sales This Week
	Outstanding

Sales Year Ago
	Accumulated

Exports This Week
	Accumulated

Exports Year Ago
	Next Marketing Year (Outstanding Sales- Second Year)

	Wheat

(Hard Red Winter)
	170,400

metric tons
	223,000

metric tons
	298,000

metric tons
	181,400

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Hard Red Spring)
	
	
	10,500

metric tons
	5,500

metric tons
	

	Wheat

(Soft Red Winter)
	
	5,000

metric tons
	
	
	

	Durum
	10,000

metric tons
	
	10,400

metric tons
	
	

	Corn

(unmilled)
	245,400
metric tons
	205,000

metric tons
	125,000

metric tons
	135,600

metric tons
	

	Soybeans
	35,000

metric tons
	45,000

metric tons
	31,200

metric tons
	53,200

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Cake and Meal
	45,000

metric tons
	65,000

metric tons
	
	31,500

metric tons
	

	Soybean

Oil
	8,000

metric tons
	15,000

metric tons
	6,800

metric tons
	14,900

metric tons
	

	Rice

Long Grain Rough
	
	
	
	
	

	Rice

Long Grain Milled
	20,000

metric tons
	16,700

metric tons
	100

metric tons
	19,300

metric tons
	

	Cotton

(1 1/16th and over) 
	2,700

running bales
	700

running bales
	3,100

running bales
	1,700

running bales
	

	Totals
	533,800 metric tons;2,700 bales
	574,700 metric tons;700 bales
	482,000 metric tons;3,100 bales
	441,400  metric tons;1,700 bales
	


CRITIQUE OF CONSULTANT MEMORANDUM- On 3 January 2005, a Washington, D.C.-based consultant issued a memorandum to promote the formation of a national business organization, to be located (on a paid basis) in the office of the consultant, because “there is no association or organization aimed specifically at business with Cuba.”  According to the memorandum, “There have been efforts in the past to start such an organization which have not been successful because of apparent lack of interest and therefore adequate funding.”  These statements are false.  First, there is an “organization aimed specifically at business with Cuba” and that organization, the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council (http://www.cubatrade.org), was established in 1994.  During the last ten years, some of the largest corporations in the world, from a variety of industry sectors, have been members of the organization.  Second, several years ago the consultant established an organization, the U.S.-Cuba Trade Association (http://www.uscuba.org).  Comparisons of the value of the information contained on the respective Internet sites are encouraged.  

	U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, Inc. Internet Site

	Established in 1994, the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council provides an efficient and sustainable educational structure in which the United States business community may access accurate, consistent, and timely information and analysis on matters and issues of interest regarding United States-Republic of Cuba commercial, economic, and political relations.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not take positions with respect to United States-Republic of Cuba political relations.  The organization is a private, not-for-profit, membership-based corporation that accepts neither United States government funding nor non-United States government funding

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council was the first and only organization within the United States to have received letters of cooperation from the Chamber of Commerce of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry for Foreign Investment and Economic Cooperation of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry of Tourism of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry of Public Health of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry of the Steel-Mechanical and Electronic Industry of the Republic of Cuba, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Cuba, and the National Assembly of the Republic of Cuba.  

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council is the source of record of the United States business community for nonpartisan commercial information and economic information relating to the Republic of Cuba.  The organization is referenced every day by media, companies, governments, academics, and individuals from throughout the world.  

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council interacts with officials of The White House, United States Department of State, United States Department of Commerce, United States Department of Agriculture, United States Department of the Treasury; and with members and staff of the United States Congress.  The organization also interfaces with representatives from other country governments.

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council has a focus on issues including United States law and United States government regulations relating to commercial activities within the Republic of Cuba by United States-based companies and travel to the Republic of Cuba by representatives of United States-based businesses.  There continue to be changes relating to the export of food products, agricultural products, healthcare products, advertising, travel, promotion, exhibitions, and the entertainment industry.


The following items represent information in the memorandum written by the consultant and information on the Internet written by the consultant and information written by the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council:  

	The following is a statement of purpose of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, a statement that has been available on the Internet site of the organization for almost ten years.  Are the word choices by the consultant coincidental?  “Established in 1994, the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council provides an efficient and sustainable educational structure in which the United States business community may access accurate, consistent, and timely information and analysis on matters and issues of interest regarding United States-Republic of Cuba commercial, economic, and political relations.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not take positions with respect to United States-Republic of Cuba political relations.  The organization is a private, not-for-profit, membership-based corporation that accepts neither United States government funding nor non-United States government funding.” 


In the consultant’s memorandum, the “goal, objectives, and strategy” for his national business organization:  “To protect the current trade between U.S. firms and Cuba and to expand and increase the potential for future business between the United States and Cuba.  Provide the U.S. business community with reliable, accurate, and timely information on all issues surrounding trade and business in and with Cuba; promote the full normalization of commercial relations between the United States and Cuba; help U.S. companies understand and know how to undertake business with Cuba.  To create a mechanism through which companies, organizations, and interested parties can be informed on a regular and timely manner about issues related to trade and business with Cuba in order for them to take whatever action is deemed appropriate in their self interest.”

	According to the consultant’s memorandum, he will “create and launch the U.S.-Cuba Trade Association (USCTA) which will serve as a focal point for private sector efforts aimed at developing and strengthening economic and commercial ties between companies in the United States and commercial entities and partners in Cuba.”  The use of the “create” in the statement is not correct.  The USCTA was in fact established several years ago, with “administrative offices” in Norcross, Georgia.  According to the Internet site, “The U.S.-Cuba Trade Association – founded to serve as a focal point for private sector efforts aimed at developing and strengthening economic and commercial ties between companies in the United States and commercial partners in Cuba.  Some of the Board of Advisors shown below will also serve on the Board of Directors as indicated by *. The Board is still in formation but includes: [the consultant]* [as] president [of the USCTA]; Alfredo Duran, former President, Cuba Committee for Democracy; Lawrence Edge*, president, World Development Federation; Alex Lopez* president, Interplanner; Phil Peters, vice president, Lexington Institute; Daniel Waltz*, partner, Patton Boggs LLP; and Lissa Weinmann*, executive director, Americans for Humanitarian Trade with Cuba.”  The consultant has engaged in commercial activities and/or has relationships with each of these individuals.

	In the consultant’s memorandum, the consultant listed the following membership categories: “Corporate Member: $1,500; Corporate Member under $1 million in annual revenues: 1,000; State  Government Agency: 750; Other Trade Associations: 500; Educational and non-profits: 500; Individuals: 100; For those willing and in a position to help in launching this effort by providing upfront fees for a two year membership, the fees would be: Corporate Member: $2,500; Corporate Member under $1 million in annual revenues: 1,500; State Government Agency: 1,250; Other Trade Associations: 750; Educational and non-profits: 750; Individuals: 150”

	On the Internet site of the USCTA, the consultant listed the following membership categories: “Corporate ($1,500/member) – private-sector firms, corporations, organizations or individuals with a commercial interest in furthering trade and commerce between Cuba and the United States.  Government Agencies ($1,000/member) – with an interest in furthering trade and commerce between Cuba and the United States.  Associate ($895/member) - individuals, organizations and companies based outside of the U.S. with a commercial interest in supporting the Association with respect to trade and commerce between Cuba and the US.  Academic/Non-profit ($500/member) – academic institutions and non-profit associations which support the mission and objectives of the Association”


	According to the consultant’s memorandum, “A preliminary estimate is that the expenses for the first year of operations will require $75,000. This is comprised of one year’s salary for a junior person to set up data base, establish e-mail alert system, monitor Congressional initiatives, and liaise with members on a regular basis; office rent [which would presumably be paid to the consultant], telephones and faxes; basic computer and other equipment purchase; start-up legal and accounting fees; and design and monthly maintenance of the web site.  A coordinator will be hired to undertake the initial steps mentioned above.  Once members join, a Board of Directors will be chosen.  [The consultant] will serve as interim USCTA President until such time as the Board elects a permanent President.  Offices will be located in Washington [in the office of the consultant].  After the US$75,000.00 is secured, the consultant ‘would then charge the association 10% of additional monies raised as compensation.’”  

	Of particular ethical concern- on the Internet site of the USCTA, “Special Consulting: Agreement with [consultant’s company] to provide specialized consulting services at special fees for the Association and its members.   Members with specific consulting service requirements can contract with [consultant’s company] for such services as assistance with U.S. Government travel and export licenses, assistance with trips to Cuba, and other services of an individual company nature.”


	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not believe it is appropriate for a director, officer, employee, or advisor of a not-for-profit organization to seek, provide, or direct revenue producing activity to an entity controlled or affiliated with a director, officer, employee, or advisor of the organization.  Relevant agencies of the United States government believe such activities (private benefits) inconsistent with not-for-profit purposes. The presidency of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council is a non-compensated position and the current president neither provides Republic of Cuba-related consulting services nor has financial relationships with Republic of Cuba-related service providers.]  


In the opinion of the current president of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, it is unethical for a consultant focusing upon one country to at the same time be the primary officer/director of a not-for-profit organization focusing upon the same country.  Information and access available to the president/officers/directors of a national business organization is often proprietary, competitive, and far more valuable than information provided to individual consultants.  There is an inherent conflict of interest.  There is a debasing of the legitimacy of the organization.  

	“No other not-for-profit organization within the United States has provided more information, without compensation, about the Republic of Cuba than has the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council.  The organization has an educational mandate which is taken seriously.” 


When a member of a not-for-profit business organization seeks guidance from the president of the organization, the member need not fear whether 1) information provided to the president will be used by the president for personal gain and/or 2) information provided to the member will be used by the president for personal gain.  Why would anyone want to place an organization in such a position?  The not-for-profit statute is not intended a) to mask the provision of private benefits to officers and directors of the organization; b) use member-funded assets for personal gain and c) they should not be consultancies in disguise.  Individuals accepting the reins of a not-for-profit organization do so with a measure of altruism, not with an expressed purpose of expecting monetary gain for themselves and their associates.  

	According to the consultant’s memorandum, the names of members of the USCTA will be made public.  “There are some organizations dealing with Cuba whose membership is a secret.  USCTA will be transparent and open and its members listed on its web site and other Association materials.”  There is transparency in what the consultant seeks to do; although what is transparent may be what the consultant believes has been camouflaged.  


The consultant’s memorandum references, but does not identify, an organization whose membership is “secret,” however the consultant’s memorandum also provides an extensive list of organizations whom the consultant expresses are involved with Republic of Cuba-related issues.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council was not included in this listing.  When the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council was established in 1994, the commercial, economic, and political environment relating to United States-Republic of Cuba commercial, economic, and political relations was quite different than 2004.  United States-based and non-United States-based companies that became members of the organization specifically requested that their names not be made public- primarily for competitive reasons, but there were also public sector considerations (including consumer boycotts).  During the last ten years, some members of the organization have publicized their membership.  The organization chose, and still chooses, to permit members to determine how they present themselves.  In addition, by not actively publicizing member names, the organization would gain members on the basis of the value of the organization, not “bootstrapping” one company against another.

	According to the consultant’s memorandum, the USCTA will “Provide to members a monthly newsletter on business and political events related to Cuba.  Arrangements have already been made with Cuba Trade and Investment News, which is currently published in Tampa, Florida to be mailed to each member as part of its membership.”


The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council deems inappropriate for an organization to rely on third-party publications as a means of informing members, as members of organizations make annual membership dues payments to access value from those directly managing the organization.  Third-party publications must be in addition to in-house publications.  The ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©, which is provided to members of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, is read by senior-level executives of United States-based companies, senior-level executives of non-United States-based companies, government officials (United States, Republic of Cuba, and other countries), organizations, and newspaper, magazine, television, and radio journalists from throughout the world.  The ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA© is the most widely-sourced publication for commercial information regarding the Republic of Cuba.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council previously provided, in addition to the ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©, the magazine Business Tips on Cuba, which was published by a Republic of Cuba government-operated entity.  The publication ceased operations several years ago.

	According to the consultant’s memorandum, “The regulations governing any and all activities related to lobbying Congress, providing information to members of Congress, and undertaking any effort to influence policy are strict and clear. Since one of the activities of USCTA will be just this, it will be necessary to satisfy any and all such regulations and register USCTA accordingly. This will offer all members, staff, directors, and officers full legal protection. Legal assistance will be required.  Similarly it is necessary for all activities of USCTA to be fully transparent with regard to all finances.  An accounting firm will be also required to guarantee all safeguards in this area.”


The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not take positions with respect to United States-Republic of Cuba political relations.  This decision was taken in 1994 as a means to provide the organization with credibility- information provided by the organization would be deemed tainted if the organization was engaged in lobbying.  In addition, if a 501(c)(6) not-for-profit business organization engages in political activity, a corresponding proportion of membership dues are not tax deductible. 

	Concerns About Previous Activities Of The Consultant And Others

As Published (2001 To 2004) In The ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA© newsletter

	NOTE: Some of the regulations and policies of the United States government referenced in issues of the ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA© during the period 2001 through 2004 may have changed, and may not be reflective of current regulations or policies of the United States government.


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 20 September 2004: On 8 October 2004, a Washington, D.C.-based consultant delivered a presentation, “Doing Business In Cuba And Lessons Learned” at an event in Tampa, Florida.  The consultant stated that Republic of Cuba government operated companies (Corporacion Cimex S.A., Cubalse S.A., Cubanacan Corporacion S.A., Grupo de Turismo Gaviota, ITH, TRD, Caribe, and Caracol) “operate as free from day-to-day Government control and oversight as any private sector firm in any country in the world.”  The consultant continued, “But they only have one shareholder; the Government of Cuba.  If they make their profit targets and operate with acceptable margins, they keep going.  If they do not, people are fired, new management is inserted, and changes are made.  What could be more capitalistic than this?” 

	The consultant delivered a similar statement on 19 September 2000 before the Washington, D.C.-based United States International Trade Commission (ITC), a portion of which follows: “CIMEX [Republic of Cuba government-operated Corporacion Cimex S.A.] and all these entities I mentioned operate as free from Government control and oversight as any private sector firm in any country in the world. They borrow on the international financial markets for their own account, they are audited by leading Western accounting firms, and they are flexible to undertake any business deal they want.” 


An individual familiar with the statements and the consultant, said, “I never understood that Cuba government-owned companies including Cimex, Cubanacan, Gaviota, Habanos, Cubana, etc., which exist in a centrally-planned economy, operate so similarly to General Electric, General Motors, Microsoft, Target, Time Warner, and other United States-based companies.  Gaviota, for example, is owned by the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Cuba.  The statements by the consultant are astonishing in their ignorance- most important, however, is the motive behind the statements… to whom was the consultant seeking to cur favor?”

	A Portion Of An Article From The Associated Press (30 December 2004)

	“HAVANA – Moving to further centralize the communist state's control over the economy, the government's Central Bank announced Thursday that individual state companies would no longer handle foreign exchange.  Beginning Saturday a single government account will be established for foreign currency and for convertible Cuban pesos, an exchangeable currency that trades 1-1 to the U.S. dollar and that is now used as the primary form of legal tender on the island.  [image: image1.png]


Under a series of steps to be introduced in the coming months, state enterprises will relinquish control over foreign exchange and convertible Cuban peso accounts. Any profits from sales or services will have to be deposited into that single government account.  The move will severely limit any remaining autonomy inside the various state enterprises. It will also effectively turn back an earlier government policy calling for state enterprises to move toward self-financing by pouring earned foreign income back into their operations.  Also, a state company that now wishes to buy any goods or services available only in foreign currency will need special approval from a new Foreign Exchange Approval Committee.  The announcement was the latest in a series of moves in recent months aimed at reasserting government control over the economy in general, and over foreign currency income in particular.” 


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 20 September 2004: On 8 October 2004, a Washington, D.C.-based consultant delivered a presentation, “Doing Business In Cuba And Lessons Learned” at an event in Tampa, Florida.  The consultant stated that the Cuban Democracy Act (CDA) of 1992, which re-authorized the direct export of healthcare products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, required United States-based companies to “provide certification to the U.S. Government of the end user- which patient is consuming which pills or being examined by which medical machine.  This condition has proven to be insurmountable.”  The statement is not correct.  The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., and the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., do not require the information espoused by the Washington, D.C.-based consultant.  

	According to the BIS: “You must describe here [Commerce Department Multipurpose Application Form BXA-748P] or in the attached letter of explanation the on-site verification/monitoring arrangements you have made to ensure that the items are routed to, and used by, those intended. This should include the name of the party doing the monitoring, the frequency of monitoring and who will retain records of monitoring. The monitoring entity options include, but are not limited to, monitoring by the applicant, religious or charitable groups, western diplomats or international nongovernmental groups. The monitor must keep records of the on-site inspections and make them available to U.S. Government authorities upon request. Records must be retained for five years from the date of export.”

	“Items requiring a license are subject to a general policy of denial, except as follows: (1) Medicines and Medical Devices.  Applications to export medicines and medical devices as defined in part 772 of the EAR will generally be approved, except: (i)  To the extent restrictions would be permitted under section 5(m) of the Export Administration Act of 1979, as amended (EAA), or section 203(b)(2) of the International Emergency Economic Powers Act; (ii)  If there is a reasonable likelihood that the item to be exported will be used for purposes of torture or other human rights abuses; (iii)  If there is a reasonable likelihood that the item to be exported will be reexported; (iv) If the item to be exported could be used in the production of any biotechnological product; or (v)  If it is determined that the United States government is unable to verify, by on-site inspection or other means, that the item to be exported will be used for the purpose for which it was intended and only for the use and benefit of the Cuban people, but this exception shall not apply to donations of medicines for humanitarian purposes to a nongovernmental organization in Cuba.”


United States-based companies have exported, under license from the BIS, substantive quantities of medical equipment, medical instruments, medical supplies, and pharmaceuticals to the Republic of Cuba since 1992.

ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 26 May 2003: The following are written statements by a Washington, D.C.-based consultant who is a sponsor of a February 2003 conference planned for two days in Cancun, Mexico, and one “fully hosted” day in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba.  The first statement is false.  The second statement fundamentally misstates the self-proclaimed socialist character of the government of the Republic of Cuba, as confirmed by the electorate in a recent referendum; and equates the commercial, economic, and political environment for companies located in the United States, Canada, Japan, and United Kingdom, among other countries, with the commercial, economic, and political environment for Republic of Cuba government-operated companies.

	“Although the U.S. law allows for the sale of agricultural and medical products, this has not happened.  Part of the reason has to do with the Cuban pharmaceutical business itself.  But as much, if not more, has to deal with the fine print of the U.S. law.  Unlike the sale of agricultural products, there is a caveat to the sale of any medical products.  In the case of the latter, the seller must provide certification to the U.S. Government of the end user - which patient is consuming which pills or being examined by which product.  This condition has proven to be insurmountable.  U.S. firms do not have the resources to undertake such verification if indeed one could devise a suitable plan to undertake such an exercise.  And the Cuban Government objects on grounds of principle.  A change in the U.S. law must be made if any such sales are ever to occur.”


Fact: United States-based companies, through non-United States-based subsidiaries, sold healthcare products to the Republic of Cuba through 1992.  The Cuban Democracy Act (CDA), signed into law in October 1992, a) prohibited the continuation of healthcare product exports to the Republic of Cuba through non-United States-based subsidiaries of United States-based companies and b) re-authorized the direct export of healthcare products from United States-based companies to the Republic of Cuba.  Neither the CDA nor the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury requires information as to “which patient is consuming which pills or being examined by which product.”  The OFAC and the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce do require that United States-based companies verify (for example, a letter from Republic of Cuba government-operated MediCuba) that the product is 1) not being re-exported 2) not being used for torture 3) not being used for biotechnological research and 4) not being used in U.S. Dollar-generating activities.  Within the provisions of the CDA, United States-based companies have sold, and continue to sell, healthcare products to the Republic of Cuba.   

	“CIMEX [Republic of Cuba government-operated Corporacion Cimex S.A.] and all these entities I mentioned operate as free from Government control and oversight as any private sector firm in any country in the world.  They borrow on the international financial markets for their own account, they are audited by leading Western accounting firms, and they are flexible to undertake any business deal they want.” 


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 2 November 2002: Members of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council have asked for guidance with respect to a February 2003 conference planned for two days in Cancun, Mexico, and one “fully hosted” day in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba.  The organizers are marketing the conference as seeking to include Members of the United States Congress, thus, the conference has a proactive political component, which seems unnecessary and, perhaps, detrimental to maintaining a commercial focus.  Of concern is the belated disclosure in October 2002 by the organizers that in August 2002 the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., had denied authorization by the organizers to use a license issued by the OFAC to a not-for-profit organization (identified as a sponsor of the conference).  Of concern is a Washington, D.C.-based law firm (which is a sponsor of the conference) permitting a letter (dated 26 June 2002) certifying that the conference was in compliance with OFAC regulations to remain in use for marketing purposes through 29 October 2002 (when a new letter was published), when the basis for the 26 June 2002 letter would seem to have been known to be inaccurate since at least August 2002.  The belated disclosure by the organizers (and the law firm) of material changes to the conference need be viewed as issues of veracity.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council, which neither requested nor has a role in the conference, wrote to the OFAC at the suggestion of members of the organization.  The letter from the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council to the OFAC and the response from the OFAC is provided for your review [see attached].  Of concern is the organizers seem to have interlocking relationships (commercial, etc.) which may compromise the provision of information to participants at the conference.  Of concern is the rationale used by the organizers to suggest the expenditure of resources by United States-based companies to travel to Mexico to meet with representatives of Republic of Cuba government-operated entities when the OFAC will issue licenses to representatives of United States-based companies to visit the Republic of Cuba to meet with representatives of Republic of Cuba government-operated entities.  Of concern is the failure of the organizers (and the law firm in its 29 October 2002 letter) to disclose in marketing materials that the OFAC has a regulatory presumption that an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis is presumed to be in violation of regulations administered by the OFAC.    

	Since 29 October 2002, the organizers of the conference are marketing the conference as two days in Cancun, Mexico, and one “fully hosted” day in Havana, Republic of Cuba.  

	The marketing of “fully hosted” gatherings to the Republic of Cuba has been subject to protracted scrutiny by the United States government, members of the United States Congress, and media.  Generally, there is no reason for a representative of a United States-based company seeking to market to Republic of Cuba-based entities products authorized by the Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C., to visit the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis, as licenses are available from the OFAC.  “Fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba is authorized by the OFAC; and a license from the OFAC is not required for a “fully hosted” visit to the Republic of Cuba.  However, the OFAC previously viewed an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis to be in compliance with regulations administered by the OFAC.  The United States Customs Service and the United States Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) have increased enforcement of existing OFAC regulations (especially with respect to “fully hosted” travelers) at entry points throughout the United States and at pre-clearance entry point operations in other countries.  

	The OFAC and the United States Customs Service confirm that “fully hosted” travelers should expect the following: 1) A letter from an individual or entity not subject to United States law (or a letter from a United States-based law firm) confirming that the individual subject to United States law was “fully hosted” will not be accepted as “proof” that a visit was “fully hosted.”  2) The individual subject to United States law will be required to produce receipts for all daily expenses within the Republic of Cuba which demonstrate that all of the expenses were paid by an individual or entity not subject to United States law.  3) At the entry point to the United States, the United States Customs Service may make a photocopy of the passport of the individual subject to United States law.  The passport number may be entered in a permanent database which could subject the individual to secondary inspection(s) at a later date upon returning to the United States from other countries. 4) The individual subject to United States law will be required to submit a signed letter confirming, under penalty of perjury, that all daily expenses incurred within the Republic of Cuba on behalf of the individual subject to United States law were paid for by an individual or entity not subject to United States law.  5) The OFAC may send a letter to the individual subject to United States law requiring additional proof that the visit to the Republic of Cuba was “fully hosted.”


During the last twelve months, there has been a proliferation of Republic of Cuba-focused consultancies, conferences, and organizations within which the directors, advisors, officers, and employees have sometimes unidentified (or unpublicized) material linkage- with a result that the focus is upon creating revenue sources for the principals, rather than providing accurate, consistent, timely, and unbiased information.  Some of these organizations formally direct members to consultancies (and, reportedly, also to law firms) controlled by directors and officers of the organization.  According to an attorney who handles Republic of Cuba-related matters for United States-based companies, “Clearly, far too many of these consultants and organization principals focus upon enriching themselves, rather than upon providing service to clients or members.  A consultant should not be managing an organization when the consultant’s livelihood can be enhanced by the activities of the organization- capitalizing on often proprietary information known only to the organization for personal financial gain.  This is, in my opinion, unethical and a conflict of interest.  Not-for-profit organizations are not intended to be personal piggybanks.  I would hope that the Cuban government feels the same way and I would suspect that the I.R.S. [Internal Revenue Service] would review the situation as well.” 

	The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not believe appropriate for a director, officer, employee, or advisor of a not-for-profit organization to seek, provide, or direct revenue producing activity to an entity controlled or affiliated with a director, officer, employee, or advisor of the organization.  Relevant agencies of the United States government believe such activities inconsistent with not-for-profit purposes.


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 19 May 2003: United States-based companies are receiving solicitations from a Washington, D.C.-based consultant for a “U.S.-Cuba Travel Conference” to be held in Cancun, Mexico, in October 2003, including a “fully hosted” visit to the Republic of Cuba.  The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., has not licensed this event; a review has been requested to determine whether the event is subject to licensing- is the organization of and/or participation in an event that may provide value (or service) to a Republic of Cuba national constitute an activity that is prohibited unless licensed by the OFAC.  The value (or service) could be defined as marketing- public relations, lobbying, etc.  Reportedly, the United States Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., is reviewing whether the organizer of the event is subject to provisions (“agent of influence”) of the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938.  The United States Department of State in Washington, D.C., is reportedly reviewing whether the event is consistent with United States policy toward the Republic of Cuba.

	The organizer of the event has contacted United States-based companies that have exported agricultural products and food products to Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora de Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of the Republic of Cuba (MINCEX), through provisions of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000, which re-authorized the direct commercial (on a cash basis) export of food products (including branded food products) and agricultural products from the United States to the Republic of Cuba, irrespective of purpose.  

	The organizer of the event has referenced Alimport to extract participation, specifically financing (sponsorship), from these companies.  One company representative reported that the tactic is “extortion, which hopefully Alimport is not a party to; this guy is seeking to line his pockets at our expense... the last event he did in Cancun was clearly a political event- with Danny Glover [an actor] to which our participation was also ‘required.’  The Cubans need to stop tying business with politics and lobbying- especially after recent events in Cuba.” 

	Representatives of United States-based companies are advised to request an opinion from the OFAC prior to acceptance of an invitation to participate in any event in a third country organized by an individual subject to United States law where the event is specifically focused upon the Republic of Cuba.  Representatives of United States-based companies are advised to request an opinion from the OFAC prior to acceptance of an invitation to visit the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis and not accept a law firm opinion in lieu of an opinion from the OFAC.


According to a Member of the United States Congress, “This is nuts.  Focusing on travel to Cuba as a constitutional issue is one thing, but promoting tourism to Cuba is another.  The timing of this event could not be worse.  The President clearly believes that revenues from U.S. tourists in Cuba will only maintain the political system in Cuba.  The word ‘tourism’ for the President and his advisors is like waving a red cape in front of a bull- especially relating to Florida, for both parties [Democrat and Republican].  These unhelpful references by some of my colleagues to ‘spring break’ and ‘wonderful beaches’ only focus attention on the fact that Cubans are not permitted to go to these ‘wonderful beaches,’ which has nothing to do with U.S. policy.  What are these people thinking?”

	In March 2003, the OFAC issued expanded regulations governing “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba by individuals subject to United States law.  The OFAC and United States Department of State confirm that the focus on “fully hosted” travel was principally a result of activities by a Washington, D.C.-based consultant (in conjunction with a Washington, D.C.-based law firm) who has provided, primarily through gatherings in Cancun, Mexico, “services in Cuba” that have not been licensed by the OFAC.  According to the OFAC, an individual subject to United States law who coordinates or participates in a “fully hosted” visit to the Republic of Cuba may be considered as providing a service to a Republic of Cuba national, a prohibited activity unless licensed by the OFAC.  

	The March 2003 expanded regulation: 5. Amend § 515.420 by revising the introductory text of paragraph (a) and adding a note to paragraph (a) to read as follows:  § 515.420 Fully-hosted travel to Cuba.  (a) A person subject to the jurisdiction of the United States will not be considered to violate the prohibition on engaging in travel-related transactions in which Cuba has an interest when all costs of, and all transactions related to, the travel of that person (the ‘‘fully-hosted’’ traveler) are covered or entered into by a person not subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, provided that:  Note to paragraph (a): The interpretation set forth in this paragraph applies only to a fully-hosted traveler’s travel-related transactions and not to other transactions in Cuba. For example, a fully-hosted traveler is still prohibited from providing services in Cuba to a third-country national.


Although “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba is authorized by the OFAC, there is a regulatory position by the OFAC that an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis is presumed to be in violation of regulations administered by the OFAC.  The presumption of violation by the OFAC has often not been disclosed in marketing materials for “fully hosted” visits to the Republic of Cuba.  

	Previously, the OFAC viewed an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis to be in compliance with OFAC regulations.


The United States Department of Homeland Security has increased enforcement of existing OFAC regulations (especially with respect to “fully hosted” travelers) at entry points throughout the United States and at pre-clearance entry point operations in other countries.  

ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 7 October 2002: Representatives of United States-based of companies have reported receiving an increasing number of solicitations from organizations, companies, consultants, and law firms to participate in conferences and for visits to the Republic of Cuba.  The receipt of these solicitations has increased since the conclusion of the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition held at the Palacio de Convenciones de la Habana (Pabexpo) in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, from 26 September 2002 through 30 September 2002.  The following is some advice for consideration:

	First. Representatives of United States-based companies are advised to avoid visiting the Republic of Cuba under the auspice of a license not issued to the United States-based company unless the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., specifically confirms that such travel is authorized.  Representatives of United States-based companies are advised not to rely on an opinion from a law firm as to whether a third-party license is valid for travel to the Republic of Cuba; rather, contact the OFAC at telephone (202) 622-2480 or facsimile (202) 622-1657 to request a written opinion.  The OFAC does issue non-company specific licenses, such as to PWN Exhibicon International LLC for the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition, but these licenses specifically define a commercial purpose, not an educational or other purpose.  The OFAC has issued licenses to United States-based companies valid for multiple visits to the Republic of Cuba during a one-year period.  Draft letters to the OFAC are available at no cost on the Internet at http://www.cubatrade.org 

	Second. When visiting the Republic of Cuba, representatives of United States-based companies and United States-based commercial organizations are advised to request a briefing (commercial, economic, and political) from representatives of the United States Interests Section in the city of Havana.  A briefing may be scheduled by contacting Mr. Kevin Whitaker, Coordinator- Office of Cuban Affairs at the United States Department of State in Washington, D.C., at telephone (202) 746-9273 or facsimile (202) 736-4476. 

	Third.  When visiting the Republic of Cuba, representatives of United States-based companies and United States-based commercial organizations are advised to maintain a meeting schedule specifically- related to purpose of the visit as authorized by the OFAC.  For example, a visit to a Republic of Cuba government-operated biotechnical facility would not be appropriate for representatives of a United States-based food product company; nor would meetings with officials of the government of the Republic of Cuba that are of a singular political nature.  A meeting schedule inconsistent with the provisions of a license from the OFAC may result in the OFAC implementing additional licensing restrictions.

	Fourth. Given the increasing scrutiny by agencies of the United States government with respect to commercial activities by United States-based companies relating to the Republic of Cuba, representatives of United States-based companies receiving solicitations (consulting, conference, event, travel services, etc.) from a United States-based company, United States-based consultant, or United States-based organization are advised to request a copy of the OFAC license upon which the solicitation is based.  If questions remain, contact the OFAC; Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C.; and Office of Cuban Affairs at the United States Department of State in Washington, D.C., to determine whether the company, consultant, or organization has been or is the subject of any United States government agency enforcement action or other interest.  

	Fifth.  There are United States-based consultants that have licenses from the OFAC to provide services to United States-based companies with respect to marketing BIS-authorized products to Republic of Cuba-based entities; United States-based companies are advised to obtain a copy of the OFAC license from the United States-based consultant.  Retaining consultants and attending conferences are not necessary to assist United States-based companies with TSRA-authorized transactions.  The government of the Republic of Cuba has a preference to engage directly with representatives of United States-based companies rather than through United States-based consultants, who, in some cases, have reportedly requested fees up to US$10,000.00 to prepare documents (often one-age in length) for submission to the OFAC or to the BIS.  The use of legal counsel may be of value in certain instances with respect to drafting of contracts and compliance with OFAC regulations and BIS regulations.  At this time, the most cost-effective means for United States-based companies to obtain ongoing marketing services within the Republic of Cuba is through the use of a Republic of Cuba-based distributor or agent with a specific knowledge base (verifiable performance record), or through the use of a non-Republic of Cuba-based distributor or agent which has a permanent presence within the Republic of Cuba.

	Sixth.  Verify that no director, officer, employee, or advisor of the organization, company, consultancy, or law firm has an affiliation with consultancies or other entities that market Republic of Cuba-related services, resulting in “packaging” or “cross-marketing of services” which may be a conflict of interest and, therefore, result in questionable objectivity, due to cooperative financial incentives amongst the parties.  The U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council does not believe appropriate for a director, officer, employee, or advisor of a not-for-profit organization to seek, provide, or direct revenue producing activity to an entity controlled or affiliated with a director, officer, or advisor of the organization.  Relevant agencies of the United States government clearly find such activities inconsistent with not-for-profit purposes. 


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 7 April 2003: The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C., has issued expanded regulations governing “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba by individuals subject to United States law.   

	5. Amend § 515.420 by revising the introductory text of paragraph (a) and adding a note to paragraph (a) to read as follows:  § 515.420 Fully-hosted travel to Cuba.  (a) A person subject to the jurisdiction of the United States will not be considered to violate the prohibition on engaging in travel-related transactions in which Cuba has an interest when all costs of, and all transactions related to, the travel of that person (the ‘‘fully-hosted’’ traveler) are covered or entered into by a person not subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, provided that:

	Note to paragraph (a): The interpretation set forth in this paragraph applies only to a fully-hosted traveler’s travel-related transactions and not to other transactions in Cuba. For example, a fully-hosted traveler is still prohibited from providing services in Cuba to a third-country national. 


The OFAC and United States Department of State in Washington, D.C., confirm that the impetus for the focus on “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba was principally a result of activities by a Washington, D.C.-based consultant (in conjunction with a Washington, D.C.-based law firm) who has provided, primarily through gatherings in Cancun, Mexico, “services in Cuba” that have not been licensed by the OFAC.  According to the OFAC, an individual subject to United States law who coordinates or participates in a “fully hosted” visit to the Republic of Cuba may not provide a service to a Republic of Cuba national, unless that service has been licensed by the OFAC.  A service may be defined as coordinating visits by individuals subject to United States law to the Republic of Cuba which incur a benefit to a Republic of Cuba national.

	Representatives of United States-based companies are advised to request an opinion from the OFAC prior to acceptance of an invitation to visit the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis and not accept a law firm opinion in lieu of an opinion from the OFAC.


Although “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba is authorized by the OFAC, there is a regulatory position by the OFAC that an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis is presumed to be in violation of regulations administered by the OFAC.  The presumption of violation by the OFAC has often not been disclosed in marketing materials for “fully hosted” visits to the Republic of Cuba.  

	Previously, the OFAC viewed an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis to be in compliance with OFAC regulations.


The United States Customs Service and the United States Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) have increased enforcement of existing OFAC regulations (especially with respect to “fully hosted” travelers) at entry points throughout the United States and at pre-clearance entry point operations in other countries.  

ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 5 February 2001: A company becoming a member of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council has reported receiving a solicitation from a consultant with respect to a) sponsorship opportunities and b) participation in a multi-day “fully hosted” business-focused gathering planned to be held in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, in June 2001.  The marketing of “fully hosted” gatherings to the Republic of Cuba has been subject to protracted scrutiny by the United States government, United States Congress, and by media organizations.  Although “fully hosted” travel to the Republic of Cuba is authorized by the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury, there is a written regulatory position by the OFAC that an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis is presumed to be in violation of regulations administered by the OFAC.  Previously, the OFAC viewed an individual subject to United States law having visited the Republic of Cuba on a “fully hosted” basis to be in compliance with regulations administered by the OFAC.  There have been occasions when the presumption of violation by the OFAC has not been disclosed in marketing materials for “fully hosted” visits to the Republic of Cuba.  The United States Customs Service and the United States Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) have reportedly increased enforcement of existing OFAC regulations (especially with respect to “fully hosted” travelers) at entry points throughout the United States and at pre-clearance entry point operations in other countries.  There are categories under which the OFAC will provide specific licenses (some valid for multiple visits during a one year period) to representatives of United States-based companies to visit the Republic of Cuba.  Extreme caution should be taken when considering a “fully hosted” visit to the Republic of Cuba. 
	The OFAC has provided licenses (in some cases issued within twenty-four hours; normal processing is 14 to 30 days) to visit the Republic of Cuba to identify commercial opportunities for agricultural products, air charter services, artwork, communications, cultural events, entertainment, exhibitions, farm supplies, food sales, informational materials, medical equipment, medical instruments, medical supplies, medicated products, medicines, money transfer services, package delivery services, pharmaceuticals, publications, telecommunications; and travel services.


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 23 September 2002: At least three individuals subject to United States law engaged in unauthorized marketing activities during the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition held at the Palacio de Convenciones de la Habana (Pabexpo) in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba, from Thursday 26 September 2002 through Monday, 30 September 2002.  These individuals were not exhibitors and each knew that such activity was not authorized.  These individuals distributed marketing materials and solicited clients, knowing that such activity was specifically prohibited by the organizer (and requested by the exhibitors) of the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition, Westport, Connecticut-based PWN Exhibicon International LLC.  
	At least one of the individuals [the consultant] continued to engage in the unauthorized marketing activity after being advised to cease the unauthorized marketing activity by both the organizer of the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition and by representatives of Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora Alimentos (Alimport), under the auspice of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of Cuba (MINCEX).  


These marketing activities were not authorized by the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.  If an exhibitor received a consulting services solicitation or other type of solicitation during the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition from an individual subject to United States law, please contact PWN Exhibicon International LLC at telephone (203) 222-8660; Facsimile (203) 222-8335; or e-mail: pwnathan@aol.com       

	Given the increasing scrutiny by agencies of the United States government with respect to commercial activities by United States-based companies relating to the Republic of Cuba, representatives of United States-based companies receiving solicitations (consulting, conference, event, travel services, etc.) from a United States-based company, consultant, or organization are advised to contact the OFAC; Bureau of Industry and Security (BIS) of the United States Department of Commerce in Washington, D.C.; and Office of Cuban Affairs at the United States Department of State in Washington, D.C., to determine whether the company, consultant, or organization has been or is the subject of any United States government agency enforcement action or other interest. 


According to many representatives of the United States-based companies that participated in the U.S. Food & Agribusiness Exhibition, a goal was to identify Republic of Cuba-based companies and non-Republic of Cuba-based (specifically non-United States-based) companies who can be retained (generally on a commission basis) as agents or distributors to market agricultural products and food products throughout the Republic of Cuba.        

	Retaining United States-based consultants and attending conferences are not necessary to assist United States-based companies with TSRA-authorized transactions.  Information is available (generally at no cost) through a variety of sources including the Cuban Interests Section in Washington, D.C., and Alimport.  The government of the Republic of Cuba has continued to reiterate a preference to engage directly with representatives of United States-based companies rather than through consultants, who, in some cases, have reportedly requested fees up to US$10,000.00 to prepare documents (often one-age in length) for submission to the OFAC.  The use of legal counsel may be of value in certain instances with respect to drafting of contracts and compliance with TSRA provisions.  The most cost-effective means for United States-based companies to obtain ongoing marketing services within the Republic of Cuba is through the use of a Republic of Cuba-based distributor or agent, or through the use of a non-Republic of Cuba-based distributor or agent which has a permanent presence within the Republic of Cuba.


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 22 April 2002: A United States-based agricultural commodity organization has reported that a Washington, D.C.-based law firm informed a state agricultural organization that without retaining the law firm for up to US$10,000.00, the organization might wait for six to eight months to obtain a travel license from the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.  

	In November 2001, an executive of a United States-based agricultural commodity company reported that a Washington, D.C.-based consultant requested US$5,000.00 to draft a travel license request to the OFAC.  The “disgusted” executive did not make the payment, but did contact the OFAC for assistance and reported the name of the consultant to the OFAC.  The OFAC assisted the company at no cost.  The company has since signed contracts with Republic of Cuba government-operated Empresa Cubana Importadora de Alimentos (Alimport) for the export of agricultural commodities to the Republic of Cuba.  Officials of the government of the Republic of Cuba reported at the time that the consultant’s actions “reflect[ed] poorly on our country, even though we are not involved.”  


Representatives of United States-based food product companies, agricultural product companies, and healthcare product companies, among others, may visit the Republic of Cuba under license from the OFAC.  A license application may consist of a one-page letter (on company letterhead) stating the purpose of the visit and information about the company; which may then be mailed (at a cost of at least US$.34) or sent by facsimile (202) 622-1657 to the OFAC.  For additional information, please contact the OFAC at telephone (202) 622-2480. 

	Members of the U.S.-Cuba Trade and Economic Council have reported receiving solicitations from a Washington, D.C.-based consultant to participate in an “educational exchange visit” to the Republic of Cuba under a license from the New York, New York-based Center for Cuban Studies which, according to the solicitation, is “authorized, under license CU-68847 to designate individuals to travel to Cuba for educational purposes.”  The OFAC, which issued the referenced license to the Center for Cuban Studies, is reportedly reviewing whether the purpose of the visit, as outlined in the solicitation, is authorized.  The purpose of the visit for “only professional executives” seems designed to market an opportunity for representatives of United States-based companies to visit the Republic of Cuba- even if the purpose of the visit would not be licensed by the OFAC if reviewed on its own merit.  Representatives of United States-based companies are advised to review the OFAC categories for authorized commerce-related travel to the Republic of Cuba and, if appropriate, apply directly to the OFAC for a license to visit the Republic of Cuba.  The OFAC has discontinued an expansive view of the regulations governing travel to the Republic of Cuba by individuals subject to United States law, and a provision contained in the Trade Sanctions Reform and Export Enhancement Act (TSRA) of 2000 reduced, and in some cases eliminated, the ability of the OFAC to interpret travel-related categories.  Any representative of a United States-based company receiving a solicitation for travel to the Republic of Cuba should directly contact the OFAC and submit the complete text of the received solicitation to the OFAC for an opinion and not rely on the opinion of third parties.     


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 15 October 2001: The Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C. may review the activities of a United States citizen who is a member of the Board of Advisors of a Canada-based publicly-held company with “interests solely in Cuba.”  Under provisions of the Trading with the Enemy Act (1963), the individual could be subject to criminal penalties ranging up to ten years in prison and US$250,000.00 in fines and/or civil penalties ranging up to US$55,000.00.  Reportedly of specific interest to the OFAC may be whether the individual has been compensated by the Canada-based company or provided services to the Canada-based company.  The individual, a United States-based consultant, was appointed on 26 June 2000 as a member of the Board of Advisors of Calgary, Canada-based Cubacan Exploration Inc.  [However, a current biography written by the individual states that he “is on the Board of Cubacan, a Canadian firm currently operating in Cuba.”  Cubacan Exploration Inc. [listed on the Canadian Venture Exchange (CDNX) with shares trading under the symbol CCX; A Warrants trading under the symbol CCX.WT.A; and B Warrants trading under the symbol CCX.WT.B] reported on 26 June 2000 that the company was a “junior oil and gas exploration company with interests solely in Cuba.”  On 10 August 2001, Cubacan Exploration Inc. reported that the company was a “junior oil and gas exploration company with interests solely in Cuba.”  On 11 September 2001, Cubacan Exploration Inc. reported that the company was a “junior oil and gas exploration company with interests in Cuba.”  Cubacan Exploration Inc. has an office in the city of Havana, Republic of Cuba.

	Unknown is whether the individual has been compensated (direct or indirect) by Cubacan Exploration Inc., or what services (direct or indirect) the individual has provided to Cubacan Exploration Inc.  The Cuban Assets Control Regulations (CRF Part 515 of the Code of Federal Regulations) state that persons subject to U.S. jurisdiction may not provide, unless licensed to do so by the OFAC, any marketing services or sales services to a non-United States-based company with respect to that company’s Republic of Cuba-related commerce.

	Cubacan Exploration Inc. is not currently listed by the OFAC as a “Specially Designated National” which would prohibit transactions with Cubacan Exploration Inc., by individuals subject to United States law.


ECONOMIC EYE ON CUBA©- 12 November 2001:  United States-based agricultural commodity company has reported that a Washington, D.C.-based consultant requested US$5,000.00 to draft a travel license request for submission to the Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) of the United States Department of the Treasury in Washington, D.C.  An executive of the company, who said that he was “disgusted,” did not make the payment, but did contact the OFAC for assistance and reported the name of the consultant to the OFAC.  The OFAC assisted the company at no cost.  Officials of the government of the Republic of Cuba report that they do not condone the consultant’s actions as “it reflects poorly on our country, even though we are not involved.”  

	United States law authorizes representatives of United States-based food product companies, agricultural product companies, and healthcare product companies, among others, to visit the Republic of Cuba under license from the OFAC for marketing-related activities.  A license application may consist of a one-page letter (on company letterhead) stating the purpose of the visit and information about the company; which may then be mailed (at a cost of US$.34) or sent by facsimile (202) 622-1657 to the OFAC.  For additional information, please contact the OFAC a telephone (202) 622-2480 or access http://www.treas.gov/ofac on the Internet. 
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