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On behalf of my constituents, I am grateful to you for allowing me to appear before the 

Committee and contribute my points of view into your current deliberations. 

 

Throughout the years you have listened to many testimonies regarding the question of 

Puerto Rico’s political status. The conclusion is inescapable. Puerto Rico is a territory of 

the United States that is yet to achieve a full-measure of self-government.1 This does not 

mean, however, that it is incumbent upon this Committee or the U.N. General Assembly 

to take action. 

 

First of all, by virtue of Resolution 1514 (XV), the scope of this Committee is limited to 

promoting independence —a political status option that has been overwhelmingly and 

repeatedly rejected by the people of Puerto Rico.2 Rather, the people of Puerto Rico have 

consistently favored status options that intend to maintain American citizenship and a 

continuing relationship with the United States.3 

 

A poll published last month by El Nuevo Día, a major daily newspaper, showed that if 

voters were asked to choose among statehood, continuing with the current political status 

and independence, 57% would choose statehood, 34 percent would continue with the 

current status, and 5% would vote for independence. However, in a plebiscite among 

statehood and independence, 77% would choose statehood and 12% would opt for 

independence. 

 

Moreover, the General Assembly has resolved through Resolution 1541 (XV) that there 

are two other methods by which a territory can achieve full self-government besides 



independence: unilaterally revocable free association with an independent state; and 

complete and permanent integration with an independent state on an equal footing —

which, in the case of Puerto Rico, is statehood. Therefore, in our view, not recognizing 

these options would severely compromise Puerto Rico’s right to self-determination. 

 

Perhaps, most importantly, this Committee and the General Assembly should abstain 

from taking action because —inasmuch as Puerto Ricans are natural-born American 

citizens— the Island’s ultimate political status, and the process by which it is achieved, is 

essentially a domestic matter of the United States that should be decided among the 

American citizens residing in Puerto Rico and the U.S. Congress. 

 

One of the self-determination initiatives pending approval in the U.S. Congress is H.R. 

900, also known as the Puerto Rico Democracy Act, which I fully support.4 H.R. 900 

would provide the people of Puerto Rico with the first self-determination process 

sanctioned by the U.S. federal government.5 

 

Given the attributes of H.R. 900, which is intended to put an end to the uncertainty 

created by the Island’s current political status, and given the fact that it has a possibility 

of being approved, this Committee should allow the congressional process to continue 

until its conclusion.6 

 

I would also like to take this opportunity to make the Committee aware that Governor 

Acevedo Vilá lacks the standing to speak on behalf of the People of Puerto Rico before 

this Committee. Puerto Rico has a republican form of government comprised of three 

separate and equal branches. In the 2004 general elections, the Popular Democratic Party 

lost every major office except the governorship.7 The New Progressive Party, however, 

controls the Legislative Branch with ample majorities in both the House and the Senate. 

 

Furthermore, the people of Puerto Rico widely reject Governor Acevedo Vila’s 

administration. According to a poll published last month by El Nuevo Día, 64% disagrees 

with the statement that the Governor knows how to handle the problems that Puerto Rico 

faces today; 65% disagrees with the statement that Governor Acevedo Vilá can be 

trusted; and 69% disagrees with the statement that Governor Acevedo Vilá always speaks 

the truth. A poll published by El Vocero, another news daily of wide circulation, had 

similar results. Of those polled, 62% totally disapproved of the Governor’s performance 

in office. Both polls predict that only 25% would vote for Governor Acevedo Vilá next 

November. 

 

In reviewing the statement of Governor Acevedo Vilá, the Committee should also be 

aware that, in contrast with the views that he presented before this Committee in 1997, 

Governor Acevedo Vilá now advocates sovereignty for Puerto Rico under a so-called 

“New Enhanced Commonwealth” status.8 Governor Acevedo Vilá has disingenuously 

failed to acknowledge that a relationship with the United States based on sovereignty 

entails that Puerto Rico must first obtain its independence and then, as a sovereign state, 

negotiate an association to the United States. Governor Acevedo Vila’s lack of candor 



can best be explained by political expediency since the people of Puerto Rico have 

repeatedly rejected independence from the United States. 

 

Political expediency might have also been the motive behind Governor Acevedo Vila’s 

efforts to obstruct the approval of a resolution by this Committee on the question of 

Puerto Rico in 1997. The Governor dedicated a chapter of his book En Honor a la Verdad 

(In Honor of the Truth) to narrate how he masterminded a strategy to sabotage the 

attempts by the U.S. Delegation to legitimize a Congressionally-sponsored self-

determination process. Perhaps, I should quote from Governor Acevedo Vilá’s book: 

 

“Cuba adopted the position of backing the consensus reached among the Puerto Ricans 

who do not favor annexation, but would not back anything that the PIP would oppose. 

The position of Venezuela was that it would back anything that would not have the 

support of the Popular Party. The outcome, obviously, was a deadlock. No resolution 

would be approved. We achieved our objective.”  

 

Furthermore, Governor Acevedo Vilá proposes a political status arrangement that will be 

rejected by the United States government on constitutional and policy grounds.9 

Governor Acevedo Vilá’s insistence on an impossible “New Enhanced Commonwealth” 

will inevitably lead to the end of any self-determination process and, therefore, the 

perpetuation of the current territorial status —which is exactly what the Popular 

Democratic Party has always promoted. 

 

 On another matter, Governor Acevedo Vilá appears before you claiming that the U.S. 

deceived the international community represented in the U.N. in 1953.  It is a fact that 

Puerto Rico is subject to the authority of the U.S. government under the Territory Clause 

of the U.S. Constitution.10 The U.S. government has never officially stated the contrary 

in writing. Therefore, the U.S. does not need to clarify the statements made before the 

U.N., which led to the approval of Resolution 748 (VIII) in 1953.11 Moreover, the 

legislative record for the territorial constitution of Puerto Rico, including the testimony of 

the Governor of Puerto Rico and its Resident Commissioner clearly stated that the 

relationship of Puerto Rico with the U.S. would keep being that of a territory. 

 

I would like to conclude by stating that I am highly optimistic on the prospects of Puerto 

Rico achieving full self-government within the next few years. The U.S. presidential 

candidates of both the Republican and Democratic parties have expressed their support 

for Puerto Rico’s right to self determination and promised to resolve Puerto Rico’s 

political status question. I am confident that, after the general election, those promises 

will translate into action leading to a self-determination process on or before 2012. 

 

Thank you for your kind attention. I will gladly take any questions that you may have. 

 

1 The U.S. federal government continues to enact laws and issue regulations that affect 

the lives of the American citizens of Puerto Rico who lack proportional and voting 

representation in Congress. By the same token, the American citizens residing in Puerto 

Rico do not participate in the election of the President, a denial that at a Senate of Puerto 



Rico event last May 26 the junior senator from New York, Hillary Rodham Clinton, 

called “an injustice and an insult”. 

 

 2 In the plebiscites held in Puerto Rico in 1967, 1993 and 1998, the option of 

independence from the United States obtained 2.5%, 4.5% and 2.5% of the votes, 

respectively. In the same events, statehood (integration with an independent state) 

obtained 39%, 46.3% and 46.5% respectively. See Report by the President’s Task Force 

on Puerto Rico’s Status, December 2005, p. 4. The report is available online at 

http://www.house.gov/fortuno/pdf/PuertoRicoBooklet.pdf.  

 

3 Id. 

 

4 H.R. 900 was sponsored by Rep. José Serrano (D-NY), Rep. Luis Fortuño (R-PR) and 

128 cosponsors, belonging to both the Democratic and Republican parties. Another bill 

presented in Congress is H.R. 1230 sponsored by Rep. Nydia M. Velázquez, which, after 

a strong lobbying effort by Governor Acevedo Vilá, found merely 48 cosponsors. Also 

pending is S. 1936, a bill by Senator Ken Salazar (D-CO), Senator Mel Martinez (R-FL) 

and 13 other senators, which would provide for a plebiscite among all of Puerto Rico’s 

options – continuing the present status, statehood, independence, and nationhood in a free 

association with the U.S. Further information on the bills can be searched at 

http://www.thomas.gov. 

 

5 The bill provides for a plebiscite to be conducted not later than December 31, 2009 in 

which voters can choose among two options: (1) continuing with the present form of 

territorial status or (2) pursue a constitutionally viable permanent non-territorial status. 

 

Should a majority of voters in the plebiscite express a preference for the latter option, 

Puerto Rico may either (1) call a constitutional convention, in accordance with Puerto 

Rico’s constitution and local laws, that could propose a non-territorial status option 

which, if approved by the Puerto Rican people in a referendum, would be presented to 

Congress, or (2) conduct a plebiscite to consider a non-territorial status option, with the 

results of that plebiscite presented to Congress. 

 

 6 The bill is co-sponsored by 129 members of the U.S. House of Representatives and has 

a favorable Report from the House Committee on Natural Resources. 

 

7 That office was won by a scant margin, after a recount and adjudication by a split 

Puerto Rico Supreme Court decision. See Suárez v. CEE, 2004 TSPR 208, in which a 

split Supreme Court validated Acevedo Vilá as Governor of Puerto Rico. See also 

Rosselló-González v. Calderón-Serra, 398 F.3d 1 (1st Cir. 2004) and 2004 General 

Election results for the governorship, on recount, 

http://cee.ceepur.org/recuento/principal.aspx?Nivel=P1. 

 

8 Governor Acevedo Vilá has disputed that Puerto Rico is subject to federal powers 

under the Territory Clause of the Constitution of the United States, although the U.S. 

Supreme Court, the Justice and State Departments, the House and Senate, successive 



presidents from both national parties, Government Accounting Office, and the 

Congressional Research Service have all determined Puerto Rico to be subject to the 

authority of Congress. These views changed suspiciously close to Acevedo Vilá’s 

indictment by the United States Government for corruption charges. For more details 

about Governor Acevedo Vilá’s indictment, see 

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/23825737/. 

 

9 Under Acevedo Vilá’s “New Enhanced Commonwealth” proposal, Puerto Rico would 

be empowered to nullify the application of federal laws and court decisions, enter into 

trade and other international agreements, and join international organizations. The United 

States would be permanently obligated to grant tax exemption for income that companies 

based in the States attribute to manufacturing operations in Puerto Rico; grant a new 

subsidy to the Commonwealth government; and continue to grant free entry to any goods 

shipped from Puerto Rico, all current social assistance to Puerto Ricans and U.S. 

citizenship to all persons born in Puerto Rico.  This unprecedented governing 

arrangement was rejected by the Clinton Administration for constitutional and other basic 

policy reasons, all Members of Congress who have commented on it, the Congressional 

Research Service as well as by The President’s Task Force on Puerto Rico’s Status and 

the Bush Administration. 

 

  

10 Article IV, Section 3 of the U.S. Constitution, known as the Territory Clause, states: 

“[…]The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 

regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United States; and 

nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed as to prejudice any claims of the United 

States, or of any particular state.” 

 

  

11 In 1953, the U.S. informed the U.N. that Puerto Rico had elected a local government 

to conduct its local affairs and asked the U.N. to remove Puerto Rico from the list of non 

self-governing territories. Never did the U.S. state that Puerto Rico ceased to be a 

territory subject to the Constitution and laws of the United States. It was not until 1960 

that the U.N. General Assembly recognized the three full-self-government status options 

to which territories can aspire. 

 

  

 

 


