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CUBA AND THE UNITED STATES
This course is a tutorial on selected topics from the last century of Cuban political history and Cuban relations with the United States, emphasizing the revolutionary period.  

After the organizational meeting, in the first full week we meet once in a regular class format (lecture and discussion) while finalizing pairs and time slots for the semester.  For the last class of the semester we all meet again, this time for discussion, for which you write a one-page reflective paper.  In between, there are ten weeks of tutorial.  

During these weeks, each student writes five 5-to 7-page (about 1250- to 1750-word) papers, one every other week of class, and 2-page commentaries on alternate weeks.  Please be advised that a week to write a commentary is not a “week off.”  You are expected to develop a solid interpretation of all the readings, one that informs your written and oral responses.  (Final grades are calculated as follows:  the five longer papers, total 60 percent; the five commentaries, total 25 percent, the reflective paper for the last class, another 5 percent, and the quality of your participation during tutorial sessions, 10 percent.)    

Writing papers for a tutorial is a lot like writing for other courses (regular Honor Code rules apply to these and to commentaries).  In the syllabus I suggest key issues for each week of readings, on which you can focus your presentation—but please do not feel constrained by these.  If you focus on a different theme, just say so clearly at the beginning of your essay.  Your partner and I need to have the paper by noon on the day before our meeting.  Late papers can compromise or force the postponement of our meetings--so they will be marked down significantly.
What makes a good commentary?  It is in this respect that the work for a tutorial is most different from other courses.  One approach is to think of it as having four parts:  1) a brief and coherent restatement of the argument in your partner's paper; 2) what you thought was good about the paper; 3) how you thought it could be improved, given your understanding of the author's own assumptions or goals; and 4) how the paper was weakest, given your interpretation of the week's readings.  In any case, commentators should bring three copies of their work to the meeting.

This syllabus is extensively annotated to provide a guide to the literature, to introduce the main topics, and to suggest themes for your essays.


TOPICS BY WEEK
1.  (Lecture and discussion) Where did Fidel Castro come from?  Sugar, the colony, and US imperialism

2.  The Platt Amendment and after:  what’s sovereignty worth?
3.  Explaining a revolution
4.  The Revolution’s radical turn:  a result of US policy?
5.  Culture and revolution 
6.  Gender, sexuality, and the Revolution
-----Spring Break-------------------------

7.  Race and national identity under Castro

8.  Is this democracy?

9.  The exiles and the embargo
10.  The fall of the USSR and the “Special Period”
11.  Social change and uncertain reforms

12.  (Discussion) The future of Cuba and US policy

MATERIALS

BOOKS TO BUY:

Daniel Erickson, The Cuba Wars (Bloomsbury, 2009);




Samuel Farber, The Origins of the Cuban Revolution Reconsidered (U. North 





Carolina, 2006);




Marc Frank, Cuban Revelations (U. Florida, 2013);  




Thomas G. Paterson, Contesting Castro (Oxford, 1994); and



Louis Pérez, Cuba and the United States, 3rd ed. (U. Georgia, 2003)

VIDEOS (in chronological order), all now on reserve at Sawyer

Memorias del Subdesarrollo (Memories of Underdevelopment), 1968 Tomás Gutiérrez Alea, 97’  

Retrato de Teresa (Portrait of Teresa), 1979 Pastor Vega, 103’  

Fidel Castro: The Last Communist, 1992 (PBS Frontline), 58’ 

Fresa y Chocolate (Strawberry & Chocolate), 1993 Tomás Gutiérrez Alea and Juan Carlos Tabío, 108’ 

Guantanamera, 1995 Eliseo Alberto Diego and Tomás Gutiérrez Alea, 105’

Before Night Falls, 2000 Julian Schnabel [from the memoir by Reinaldo Arenas], 133’   
RECOMMENDED WEBSITES:


The Cuban government perspective:  Granma International (English) and Cubadebate (English).

Critical perspectives:   CubaNet (Spanish); The Real Cuba (English); Babalú blog (English).

Cuba- US relations and policy:  The Havana Note; Along the Malecón (Tracey Eaton); The Cuban Triangle (Philip Peters) (all English).

Observations on daily life in Havana:  Yoani Sánchez at the Huffington Post (English), or Generación Y (Spanish).
THE REST OF THE READINGS, marked with an asterisk below, are in a packet available from the Political Science Department.  The first part of the packet, covering the first two weeks, is available immediately, and the rest will be available by the middle of the second week.
SCHEDULE

(Friday) February 7:  Organizational meeting

WEEK ONE (Tuesday, February 11):  WHERE DID CASTRO COME FROM?  SUGAR, THE COLONIAL LEGACY, AND U.S. IMPERIALISM (lecture, discussion)

James G. Blight, Bruce J. Allyn, and David A. Welch, Cuba on the Brink:  Castro, the Missile Crisis, and the Soviet Collapse (Pantheon, 1993), Letter of Oct. 26 from Castro to Khrushchev (Appendix 2), first part of Chap. 4 (pp. 318 to about 335).  SKIM “The Lunas” (pp, 247-62).*


Pérez, Cuba and the US, read preface (xv-xix); skim pp. 1-77; read end of Chap. 3, Chaps. 4-5 (77-148).


Rev. J. Milton Greene, "What Americans Have Done in Cuba," Missionary Review of the World 30:8 (August 1907).*

José Martí, unfinished letter to Manuel Mercado (5/18/1895), from Philip Foner, ed., Our America.*

Fidel Castro interview with Mervyn Dymally and Jeffrey Elliot, from Nothing Can Stop the Course of History (Pathfinder, 1986), pp. 191-93.*

John M. Kirk, José Martí, Mentor of the Cuban Nation (1983), Chap. 1.* 


As a prologue to the other readings, I have assigned a few excerpts from Blight, Allyn, and Welch’s book on the 1962 Cuban Missile Crisis, an event which marks the closest the world has yet come to a nuclear exchange between major powers (and the cities of the eastern US to nuclear annihilation).  The book is a record of, and reflection upon, an unusual research project, whose basic method they reproduced on the subject of the Vietnam War and then on the Bay of Pigs.  It involved bringing academics and historical actors, from both sides of a major conflict, together in a conference to discuss their memories of that conflict.  The project was made possible by the sudden availability of so many ex-Soviet generals after 1990, but interestingly enough, it may have been more revealing about the Cuban role.  Fidel Castro hosted the conference and played the dominant role in the Cuban delegation (big surprise there).  We first read Castro’s famous “heroic” October 1962 message to Khrushchev, whose basic content Castro confirmed in a memorable exchange over “the Lunas,” (the last selection), saying that he and the Cuban people were ready for nuclear annihilation in 1962, as long as the catastrophe also included the “imperialist aggressor.”  All of this astounded Robert McNamara, Defense Secretary in 1962 and a participant in the conference.  (The Lunas were tactical missiles capable of carrying nuclear warheads; they apparently would have been used against US forces had the US invaded).  In between, we read Blight’s effort to explain and contextualize Castro and the revelations of the conference.  
For US policymakers, and for this course, Castro’s invitation to nuclear catastrophe in defense of Cuban socialism raises a central question:  how could somebody with this kind of worldview have arisen and achieved unquestioned power on an island ninety miles from the Florida keys?  
Any answer has to combine Castro’s psychology with the history of Cuba-US relations, and the latter is what will primarily occupy us here.  The Pérez book gets us started.  The next reading is a short polemic written during the second intervention (1906-07) by an American missionary who had a straightforward explanation (and remedy) for Cuba's political fractiousness.  It tells us something about the prevailing views of Cuba in the US during the early years of their special relationship.  We then read several things by and about José Martí, keying off pages 77-81 in Pérez.  First is a famous letter Martí wrote the night before he was killed in 1895; then we look at part of a 1984 interview with Castro in which he railed against US plans to aim a radio broadcast named “Radio Martí” at Cuba; and a short chapter on how Martí’s politics and legacy became so contested. Martí led an explicitly revolutionary movement for independence (he founded the Partido Revolucionario Cubano in 1892, and it led the fight in 1895-98) but although Marxism was well known in his lifetime, he was not a Marxist. 
In lecture, we consider (among other topics) the political economy of sugar, the legacy of slavery, and the orientation of ruling circles in both Cuba and the U.S. around 1900.  
 WEEK TWO (Feb. 17-21, tutorial sessions begin):  THE PLATT AMENDMENT AND AFTER:  WHAT’S SOVEREIGNTY WORTH?

Pérez, Cuba and the US, Chaps. 6-7 (pp. 149-201).

See photos in Kevin Kwak, I Was Cuba: Treasures from the Ramiro Fernández Collection (2007) R.


Reproductions of US political cartoons, 1898-1905, from Jules Benjamin, The United States and the Origins of the Cuban Revolution (1990).*


Alejandro de la Fuente, “Myths of Racial Democracy:  Cuba 1900-12,” Latin American Research Review 34:3 (1999).*

K. Lynn Stoner, "On Men Reforming the Rights of Men:  The Abrogation of the Cuban Adultery Law, 1930," Cuban Studies 21 (1991).*


Thomas Paterson, Contesting Castro, Introduction and chaps. 1-4 (pp. 3-57).

James McGuire and Laura Frankel, “Mortality Decline in Cuba, 1900-1959: Patterns, Comparisons, and Causes,” Latin American Research Review 40:2 (June 2005).*

Carlos Alberto Montaner, "The Roots of Anti-Americanism in Cuba," Caribbean Review 13:2 (Spring 1984).*

We begin with the idea of sovereignty--what it means, what it takes to obtain it, what some say it takes to earn it.  This was a pressing issue for Cubans living under the Platt Amendment, and it remained very salient thereafter, with Castro and his movement seeing themselves as the final vindication of Cuban nationhood and sovereignty against the US.  As with last week, readings on the history of the period are mixed with illustrative and interpretive works.    

Cuba and the US is again the main comprehensive reading, supplemented by the photos on reserve and the political cartoons in the packet.  De la Fuente shows how racial issues played out in a competitive political context shaped by an independence war that proclaimed racial equality as a founding principle.  In the next article, Stoner describes how the Cuban government used the sovereignty it did exercise to abolish an old law allowing husbands to kill their wives if they found them unfaithful in flagrante.   Paterson paints a picture of Cuban dependence (the story about Fidel Castro being recruited by the US major leagues is poorly sourced and only apocryphal, however), while McGuire and Frankel, dealing with a longer time period, show us a different side.  
On the political cartoons, they illustrate Benjamin’s point about how US caricatures of Cuba changed before and after independence--particularly on race, in justifications of the US protectorate.  The photos gathered by Kwak offer an engrossing exercise in nostalgia. 
Key questions.  The last reading, and the most provocative thing you will read this week, will be the article by Carlos Alberto Montaner, an exile literary scholar.  You might want to react to it, to compare his position to others in the readings, to support his position or to formulate an alternative thesis about Cuban sovereignty and the US in this period.  Is Montaner right about Cuba?  About the nature of sovereignty?  About what it takes to develop and exercise real sovereignty?  In answering this, you will find lots of resources in what de la Fuente, Stoner, and McGuire and Frankel say about how Cuban governments exercised their power of decision.  Their sphere of action was limited, of course, first constitutionally by Platt (1902-34) and later by the island’s economic relationship with the US.  
WEEK THREE (Feb. 24-28):  EXPLAINING A REVOLUTION

Pérez, Cuba and the U.S., Chap. 8 (202-37).

Paterson, Contesting Castro, Chaps. 5-8, 10-11, 13, and 16-17 (pp. 58-98, 109-38, 150-59, and 183-205).  

Farber, The Origins of the Cuban Revolution Reconsidered (2006), Chap. 2 (pp. 34-67 only).

Luis E. Aguilar, Cuba 1933: Prologue to Revolution (Norton, 1972), Chap. 17 ("Reflections").*

Javier Corrales, “Strong Societies, Weak Parties:  Regime Change in Cuba and Venezuela in the 1950s and Today,” Latin American Politics and Society 43:2 (2001).*
The period we consider here begins and ends with coups d’etat, on 10 March 1952 and 1 January 1959.  Adding detail to Pérez’s account, Paterson frames the period in terms of U.S.- Cuba relations in various spheres of life, while Farber looks at a legacy of Cuban radicalism.  Aguilar was an exile historian who taught at Georgetown; Corrales grew up in the Miami exile community and teaches at Amherst.
At some cost in nuance we might posit that these pages present three explanations for the victory of the Castro forces.  One says that Cuba was “ripe for revolution” because of its economic dependence on the U.S., with all this implied in terms of corruption and inequality.  It could note how this dependence also fostered U.S. complacency.  Another explanation centers on political culture in Cuba and how Fidel Castro reflected and boldly used it in his path to power.  A final one looks at the weak institutionalization of Cuban politics, and the de-institutionalization resulting from the Batista coup, which left the field clear for a relatively small guerrilla movement to attract mass support and thus, defeat a dictator.  Each uses explicit or implicit comparative reasoning (that is, comparing Cuba to other countries or to itself at different times) to make its point.
Key questions.  Consider the somewhat differing theses put forward by the authors about the domestic political climate in Cuba and the victory of Castro and the 26th of July Movement, and how we might decide among them (or combine them).  What were the key problems arising from a U.S.-linked economy and politics?  Where did the movement's main support come from?  What circumstances or strategies favored Fidel Castro's emergence as the unchallenged leader?  Was it a problem of weak parties?  Were domestic political institutions and ideologies somehow weakened or otherwise affected by Cuba's relationship with the US?  

WEEK FOUR (March 3-7):  THE REVOLUTION’S RADICAL TURN:  A RESULT OF U.S. POLICY?

Pérez, Cuba and the US, chap. 9, through sec. V only.


Read the rest of Chap. 4 of Blight, Allyn, and Welch, Cuba on the Brink (first packet).*

Political chronology 1959-76 (from Pérez, Cuba).*

Alan Luxenberg, "Did Eisenhower Push Castro into the Arms of the Soviets?" Journal of Interamerican Studies and World Affairs 30:1 (Spring 1988).*


Farber, The Origins of the Cuban Revolution Reconsidered, Chaps. 3 and 4 (pp. 69-136).



Thomas Paterson, Contesting Castro, Chaps. 21-22.


“The Truth Is Out There,” 1962 JCS memorandum reprinted in Harper’s July 2001.*

Here we take on the often-debated issue of whether the hostility of the United States radicalized Fidel Castro, or whether he was determined to take Cuba on a radical course and the US just reacted accordingly.  Background is provided by Pérez.  Luxenberg takes on Tad Szulc (a former NY Times reporter who wrote what was for long the authoritative Castro biography in English), K.S. Karol, and others in directly addressing the central issue for this week.  Farber considers such arguments and those (for example, from Marifeli Pérez-Stable, The Cuban Revolution) about domestic political forces pushing radicalization.  Turning to U.S. policy under Kennedy, might there also have been a “Kennedy vendetta” that hardened Castro’s position unnecessarily?  Paterson throws some light on that, while the Joint Chiefs memo shows that the U.S. military favored an invasion of Cuba in 1962 and recommended a series of provocations and pretexts to justify it.  
 Key questions.  Luxenberg (p. 60) suggests that US policy toward Cuba failed due to inattention.  Do you agree with him about the reasons for this?  What about after Castro “went Communist”?  
 WEEK FIVE (March 10-14):  CULTURE AND REVOLUTION

Louis Pérez, Cuba, pp. 358-65.*

Volker Skierka, Fidel Castro: A Biography (2004), pp. 213-25.*

Carlos Franqui, Family Portrait With Fidel (1985), skim foreword, read pp. 3-21, 111-38.*

Richard R. Fagen, The Transformation of Political Culture in Cuba (Stanford U., 1969), chaps. 1, 3, and Appendices B and C.*

VIDEO:  Memorias del Subdesarrollo.R

A central theme of the Cuban Revolution, epitomized by Ché Guevara’s idea of the “new man,” is the relationship of a self-proclaimed revolutionary state to the country’s inherited culture.  We begin with the pages from Pérez’s Oxford history, on socioeconomic change.  (The small amount of reading on this subject is not a statement about its relative importance.)  Skierka then gives a good historical overview of Castro’s relations with intellectuals.  With this in mind, we can understand a little bit about the next two readings.  The Franqui book is somewhat personal, but it is also important, given the author's position as the son of a cane-cutter, revolutionary fighter, intellectual, and disillusioned democratic socialist.  Fagen, an American academic who ended up at Stanford, analyzes the question of political culture from a sympathetic standpoint anchored in theories of modernization in which culture is viewed as a major obstacle to modernity and material progress.  At the time he wrote, the last two things were thought to have been achieved in the USSR.  Fidel Castro's speech on the literacy campaign (the first of the Fagen appendices) gives his take on what culture ought to be in Cuba; the one on the CDR's gives a glimpse of revolutionary institutions and a feeling for how he justified them.  Memorias is probably the most important film ever done in revolutionary Cuba and it remains a touchstone today.  
Key questions.  How would you describe the "new Cuban man" whom the Revolution was trying to create at this time?  Fagen argues that this cultural change was intended to make Cubans more like citizens of the developed West.  Do you agree?  Where does Memorias come down on this?        
WEEK SIX (March 17-21):  GENDER, SEXUALITY, AND THE REVOLUTION

VIDEO:  Retrato de Teresa.R 

VIDEO:  Before Night Falls.R


VIDEO:  Fresa y Chocolate.R

Julie Bunck, Fidel Castro and the Quest for Revolutionary Culture in Cuba (1994), Chap. 3.*
Franqui, Family Portrait, pp. 138-41.*

C A Montaner, "Good Sex" and "Bad Sex," from Fidel Castro and the Cuban Revolution (1989).*

Alberto Roque Guerra, “Sexual Diversity in Revolutionary Times, 1959-2009,” Cuban Studies 42: 218-26 (2011).* 
Rachel Evans,“Rainbow Cuba Timeline,” at Links:  A Journal of Socialist Renewal (2012).


Cenesex, “The Revolution against Homophobia in Cuba” (2009), video embedded in the Monthly Review page (May 2013).

Here we continue our consideration of the social and cultural milieu of Revolutionary Cuba.  The readings are light because you have to look at three long videos and one short one.  Retrato is a not an important film as film, but its conventionality might also be taken to represent the regime’s own.  Before Night Falls is based on the memoirs of Reinaldo Arenas, dictated to his closest friend while Arenas died of AIDS in exile in the late 1980’s.  From a poor rural background in Oriente, Arenas joined the Revolution at 15 only to fall out with it in the mid-1960’s during the repression of homosexuals.  Eventually imprisoned, he escaped with the Mariel exodus of 1980.  Fresa y Chocolate, a celebrated work, came out of ICAIC (the official Cuban film maker) and represents the more humane and self-critical policy on sexuality that had emerged by the 1980’s.  On gender, begin with Retrato and read Rivero y Méndez.  The Bunck chapter argues that the achievement of gender equality is a partial one.  After short excerpts trying to explain Fidel Castro’s repressive attitude toward homosexuality, Roque gives an overview of the important changes since the 1960’s (for which the Rainbow Cuba timeline is a good thumbnail guide).  Evans and the Monthly Review offer very sympathetic descriptions of current policy.  One key to this might be the fact that Raul Castro’s daughter Mariela (with a Master’s in sexology) leads the country’s institute of sexuality studies, Cenesex.  She is featured in the video at the last link. 

 Key questions.  How do gender equality and nondiscrimination toward homosexuals fit in with the main goals of the Castro regime?  Would the message of Retrato have been different if the heroine had wanted more help from her husband in pursuing, say, a painting hobby?  What do Before Night Falls and Fresa y Chocolate say about the Revolutionary project of cultural change?  Are the Revolution’s limitations and its former repressiveness the result of residual machismo among the leadership, or are these just the limitations of Marxism?  (Or are we bourgeois unfit to judge?)  

SPRING BREAK

WEEK SEVEN (April 7-11):  RACE AND NATIONAL IDENTITY IN THE REVOLUTION

Pedro Pérez Sarduy and Jean Stubbs, eds., Afro-Cuban Voices (Univ. Press of Florida, 2000),   chaps. 1, 2, 7, 8, 12, 13.*  

Alejandro de la Fuente, A Nation for All:  Race, Inequality and Politics in Twentieth-century Cuba (U. North Carolina, 2001), chaps. 7, 8, and epilogue.*


Carlos Moore, "Race Relations in Socialist Cuba," chap. 8 in Sergio Roca, ed., Socialist Cuba (Westview, 1988).* 

Pedro Pérez Sarduy, “An Open Letter to Carlos Moore,” AfroCubaWeb (originally published in Cuba Update, summer 1990).*

Mark Sawyer, Racial Politics in Post-Revolutionary Cuba (2006), read Intro., Chap. 3, skim Chap. 6 to conclusion (pp. 152-53).*

Roberto Zurbano, “For Blacks in Cuba, the Revolution Hasn’t Begun,” NY Times 23 March 2013.*


Randal Archibold, “Editor Who Wrote of Racism in Cuba Loses His Post, Colleagues Say,” NY Times, 5 April 2013.*
In the 2000-06 period a lot of books were published exploring race and national identity in Cuban history.  Three of the best are excerpted here.  Race is not a subject that the Castro brothers have treated often, or comfortably, yet it is sure to be an important issue for any post-Castro regime.  Moore is the most prominent critic of revolutionary Cuba on this score, calling the regime "decidedly Negrophobic."  We also read a personal, pro-Castro response from Pérez Sarduy and then Mark Sawyer’s more nuanced update of Moore.  (This is not a new line of argument, going back at least to John Clytus, Black Man in Red Cuba, from 1970.)  To top it off, we have the provocative opinion piece by the then-head of Casa de las Américas in Cuba, Roberto Zurbano, and a follow-on article saying that the piece was the reason he was later fired.  Obviously, a lot of these readings will also be relevant to our themes in the coming weeks.  
Key questions.  To what extent are continuing problems of racism merely "leftovers" from pre-revolutionary Cuba, as opposed to products of the ideology (and resulting silences) of the Castro regime?  How did the Special Period make things worse?  Do you see the current leadership moving toward the right kind of response to these issues?  

WEEK EIGHT (April 14-18):   IS THIS DEMOCRACY?

Fidel Castro, "This is Democracy" [1960] and "The Establishment of People's Power," [1974], from Our Power is That of the Working People, Vol. 2.*

Marta Harnecker, Cuba: Dictatorship or Democracy? (1979), preface and Chaps. 4-5.*

World Bank, World Development Indicators, selected health and education statistics for Cuba, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Jamaica, Panama, and Puerto Rico (1960, 2000, 2010).*

Josep Colomer, “Watching Neighbors:  The Cuban Model of Social Control,” Cuban Studies 31 (2000).*



Carlos Alberto Montaner, Journey to the Heart of Cuba:  Life as Fidel Castro (Algora, 2001), Chap. 5 (119-45 and 176-96).*

Human Rights Watch, “Impediments to Human Rights in Cuban Law” [1999], http://www.hrw.org/reports/1999/cuba/Cuba996-03.htm#P782_123696.

Freedom House, Human Rights First, Human Rights Watch, et al., “One Year after the Crackdown,” [2004], joint statement http://hrw.org/english/docs/2004/03/17/cuba8126.htm

Amnesty International, Annual Report: Cuba 2013 (May), at http://www.amnestyusa.org/research/reports/annual-report-cuba-2013.
This week we tackle an important and much-discussed topic, that of democracy in Cuba.  To a large extent, this is one of those debates marked by disagreement about their key terms:  for the champions of the Cuban regime, democracy usually begins with socioeconomic equality and extends to institutions of mass participation which include workplace and community meetings; for opponents the focus is usually upon the absence of opposition parties and elections as we know them.  (When thinking about the Castro’s May 1960 speech, make sure to remember the international context.)  Castro and Harnecker represent the official position on Poder Popular and its assemblies, with some background on the conditions under which they were created and the way they work.  Note the conceptions of the relationship between the Party and the assemblies.  The World Bank statistics are provided so you can compare Cuba to other countries around the Caribbean.  Colomer (a Catalan political scientist) focuses on the CDR’s, which although similar to the councils of Popular Power, have a longer history explicitly connected to defense and countersubversion.  The chapters by Montaner argue that the balance sheet of the regime’s pluses and minuses is definitely in the red.  The remaining materials—three reports from human rights organizations—discuss different aspects of Cuban reality, starting with the peculiar laws and an account of the March 2003 crackdown.  

Key questions.  Well, is it?  How do (as suggested above) differing definitions of democracy correspond to one's position in the debate on Cuban revolutionary democracy?  What do you think?   Thinking in terms of executive and legislative functions, where would you put the Party and Poder Popular?  How about the CDR’s?  Finally, do you think these things are truly institutions--that is, will they outlive the Castro brothers?
WEEK NINE (April 21-25):   THE EXILES AND THE EMBARGO

Pérez, Cuba and the United States, Chap. 9, sec. VI.

David Rieff, The Exile:  Cuba in the Heart of Miami (1993), Chap. 2.*

Photographs and cartoons in Levine and Asis, Cuban Miami.R


Adolfo Leyva de Varona, "Propaganda and Reality:  A Look at the U.S. Embargo against Castro's Cuba," Cuban American National Foundation, July 1994 (excerpts).*

Patrick Haney and Walt Vanderbush, The Cuban Embargo: The Domestic Politics of an American Foreign Policy (2005), Conclusion.*

Sawyer, Racial Politics in Post-Revolutionary Cuba, chap. 7.*


Daniel Erickson, The Cuba Wars, Chaps. 2, 4, and 5.


Marc Frank, Cuban Revelations, Chap. 15.


Link to opinion poll by the Atlantic Council, Feb. 2014.

This week's topics are Cuban-American exile and the US policy most identified with the exile community, the embargo. The Rieff book is a New York intellectual's (he is Susan Sontag's son) second take on the exile community, more subtle and empathetic than his earlier essays in Going to Miami (1987).  The Leyva reading presents rebuttals from the CANF, then led by Jorge Mas, to the arguments for easing the embargo.  Haney and Vanderbush summarize the domestic reasons why the US keeps the embargo in place.  Sawyer writes about racial attitudes in the exile community, a relatively neglected topic.  Erickson’s is a wide-ranging book centered on US policy, with long portraits of the people he interviews.  He suggests some reasons why the politics might be slowly changing, whereas the chapter from Frank looks at how it is stuck.  The Atlantic Council poll shows how far the US (and the exile community) has come.     
Key questions:  What are the most important cultural and personal consequences of being an exile rather than an immigrant?  What would happen if Cuban-Americans were suddenly rid of the Castro brothers and free to return to the island?  What role might the exiles play there?  Why are Cuban-Americans so powerful in US policy circles?  How has this changed in the last fifteen years?
WEEK TEN (April 28- May 2):  THE FALL OF THE USSR AND THE “SPECIAL PERIOD”
Photos in David Harvey, Cuba.R 


Pérez, Cuba and the United States, finish. 


VIDEO:  Fidel Castro, the Last Communist (1992).R

Marc Frank, Cuban Revelations, Introduction (pp. 1-16) and Chaps. 1-5.
  
Marifeli Pérez-Stable, “Caught in a Contradiction:  Cuban Socialism between Normalization and Mobilization,” Comparative Politics 32:1 (1999).*

Javier Corrales, “The Gatekeeper State: Limited Economic Reforms and Regime Survival in Cuba, 1989-2002,” Latin American Research Review 39:2 (2004).*
This week the central question is why the Castro regime did not fall apart, as many expected it to do after 1990, despite economic crisis, inegalitarian economic reforms, and a fortified US embargo.  Here Pérez and the PBS video give overview and background.  The video is meant as review and for you to put faces on many of the people you have read (the reason we do not watch it earlier is that its very strong point of view is hard to contextualize until you’ve read quite a bit).  As you can see, it was made amid expectations that Castro would not last much longer.  
The two key analytical pieces are the articles by Pérez-Stable and Corrales.  Both focus on the internal dynamics of the regime, offering different arguments about how Fidel Castro managed to overcome economic adversity and even (as Corrales argues) to turn scarcity into a pillar of his rule.  Frank also offers a list of reasons too, toward the end of his introduction, although it is more of a conversation-starter than a full explanation. 
Key questions.  In explaining the persistence of the Revolution through these very difficult times, we have a lot of resources, from Frank’s list to the “mobilizational authoritarianism” of Pérez-Stable and the “gatekeeper state” of Corrales.  Drawing from these—and from other ideas, if necessary—how would you account for the remarkable survival of the Castro regime after the fall of the USSR?      
WEEK ELEVEN (May 5-9):  SOCIAL CHANGE AND CONTROLLED REFORMS


Fidelity, documentary on Cuba by A. Magnaghi and O. Visconti (2006), 1:03.  

Documentary on Cuba from BBC This World (2012) 58’.

Frank, Cuban Revelations, Chaps. 7-9, 12-14, 16-23.

Eusebio Mujal León, “Survival, Adaptation, and Uncertainty:  The Case of Cuba,” Journal of International Affairs 65: 149-68 (Fall/Winter 2011).*

Browse Yoani Sánchez’s blog in English or Spanish

Eskuadrón Patriota, “Decadencia” (2008), with subtitles in Spanish and English.


Las Krudas, Kandela (2006) embedded with translation at the page “Theorizing Homophobias in the Caribbean.” 


Most Cubans alive today have known no government other than the Communist one they now have.  They are educated and sophisticated, but they get an eight-page newspaper with little news.  When buildings fall down in Centro Habana, as they do regularly, people find out about it by word of mouth, or via Twitter.  Young people wonder why they are not trusted with information, or decisions.  Meanwhile, under the dual currency system their salary is a pittance.    

This week again features lots of video, starting with two recent documentaries available on YouTube, aimed at giving you a feeling for life in Cuba recently.  The BBC’s Simon Reeve is pretty annoying but he gets out into the country a lot, and it’s recent.  Erickson gives a more US-oriented viewpoint and Frank is more sympathetic to the regime—and up to date.  Eusebio Mujal is a longtime Cuba analyst and the son of the 1940’s-50’s labor confederation head.  He focuses on the composition of the ruling coalition, how this is changing, and what this means.  Civil society is crucial here, and nowadays a key voice has been Yoani Sánchez.  She took a sponsored world tour early in 2013, after getting permission to travel—and came back without much incident.  We close with two works by contemporary rap artists, the bitter but high-minded critique from Eskuadrón Patriota (Raudel Collazo) and a piece by Las Krudas, more about sexual politics than the state.  Both have done concerts internationally, EP this one May 2013 in Miami (Raudel comes on at 27:20).                  
WEEK TWELVE (whole class, May 13):  US POLICY AND THE FUTURE OF CUBA

Carlos Alberto Montaner, Journey to the Heart of Cuba, epilogue (“The Day Fidel Castro Died”), together with readings for week 8 in the packet).*

Erickson, Chaps. 11-12 and Afterword.


Frank, Conclusion.


News sources and blogs listed at the front of the syllabus

This week we meet together again once for a discussion class.  We will consider the current situation in Cuba and try to assess the future of a Raúl Castro regime, or what might happen if it fails.  Not much reading:  we hear again from Montaner, then from Erickson and Frank, and of course you will likely draw on materials from the last few weeks too.
Assignment.  Imagine someone says, "O.K., Smartypants, now that you've taken a course on Cuba at a fancy college—so what's going to happen there, and what should US policy be toward the island?"  Don't bore them:  answer in one page.  (And don’t bore me:  write it in E’, which is English without the verb “to be.”)  We’ll use these one-pagers as the starting point for discussion.
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