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THE NEWS SERVICE OF THE UNITED METHODIST CHURCH

Thomas S. McAnally, Director :
P.0O. Box 320
Nashvilie, Tn. 37202 * 615/256-0530

10-21-32-71 Jan. 9, 1986

CONTACT: Frances S. Smith
New York 212-663-8900

NEW YORK (UMNS)--Four United Methodist missionaries workidg
in Nicaraéua have related in a letter that the life of the church
there has been "relagively unaffected" by the state of emergency
imposed by President Daniel Ortega and ratified after
modification by the National Assembly.

Worship services and other activities continue as before,
said the missionaries, with a permit being required for any
service held off church property. Permits are "generally
granted," they added.

The letter, dated Déc. 14, was sent to ;11 bishops of the
United Methodist Church by the Rev. Lyda M. Piérce, the Rev. D.
Paul Jeffrey and Peggy and Howard R. Heiner, ‘all of whom work
with the ecumenical committee for aid and development known as
CEPAD (Comite ecumenico pro ayuda al desarrollo).

The letter was in response to a resolution passed by the
Council of Bishops Nov. 14, expressing '"deep concern'" over
reports of "increasing intimidation and restrictions by the
[Nicaraguan] government on the freedom of the church to preach or

publish the church's understanding of the gbspel of Jesus Christ

-MORE -
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if that wunderstanding is interpreted by the government as

containing negative references to the government and its
policies.”

The missionaries responded: "We must say that that
description of Nicaragua is simply not true. What there is not
freedom to do is work to overthrow the government.” The state of
emergency specifically applies only to those suspected of
treason, the missionaries added.

Members of the Roman Catholic hierarchy in Nicaragua have
"abused their freedoms of religion and speech to actively work in
support of the counterrevolution," the missionary letter said.

It cited refusal to register published material and
identification of draft evaders as "seminarians."

The government explained the recent detention and release
of three Protestant pastors and the questioning of five others by
saying the pastors were urging youth to break the law by not
complying with the Patriotic Military Service. At a press
conference Nov. 28 the government also cited the pastors' links
to the Institute for Religion and Democracy, a U.S. organization
reported s to the
Central Imtell®~-~=-- tzency.

A government official said the pastors were questioned
because of their political activities and had nothing to do with
their freedom to practice religion. The pastors were released
after being warned that future illegal activity would not be
tolerated,

CEPAD leaders who spoke to the detained pastors said they
reported no torture, the letter said.

The U.S. government is using some political, labor,

religious and other groups as an "internal front" to destabilize
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the Nicaraguan governmeﬁt, according to the missionariesﬂ

The letter added: "Working through the 'religious affairs'
staff of the U.S. embassy here [Managual, as well as through
other contacts such as the IRD in the United States, the CIA is
doing all it can to pull certain sectors of the church into the
counterrevolution."

In a letter to President Ortega, dated Dec. 13, the IRD
board of directors denied accusations by Nicaraguan Foreign
Minister Miguel'd'Escoto Brockman, who said the group was a
CIA-front organization, and Vice-minister of Interior for
Internal Order Omar Cabezas Lacayo, who described IRD as "a
branch of the CIA." |

The letter, signed individually by 13 board members, said
IRD is a "private association of individuals concerned about the
activities of U.S. churches with respect to genuine democracy
abroad.” They further declared that IRD has no relationship with
the CIA or any other branch ofAthe U.s. éovernment. Chairman of
the board is Edmund W. Robb, Jr., a United Methodist minister.

The United Methodist missionaries' letter paid tribute to
"the Nicaraguan people" .as the& struggle for survival.
Nicaraguan Christians were called a "cloud of witnesses" who have
"welcomed us with Christian love and taught us much about living
a life transformed by the gospel of Jesus Christ,

""As they bury the victims.of terrorism and try to rebuild
their burned schools and farms, they nonetheless love
us--citizens of the country whose government's evil policy in
Central America is the cause of their m;rtyrdom."

The bishops were invited to visit Nicaragua to see for

themselves what is happening, or to write or teleﬁhone their

concerns and questions.



















































Secretary Shultz

Current
Policy
No. 768

Beyond the Debt Problem:
The Path to Prosperity
in Latin America

Following is an address by Secretary
Shultz before the first plenary session of
the General Assembly of the Organiza-
tion of American States (OAS), Carta-
gena, Colombia, December 2, 1985.

Let me restate, at the outset, on behalf
of President Reagan and the American
people, our profound sympathy for Co-
lombia over the catastrophe of the Ruiz
Voleano. Out of the voleanic ashes and
the mud of Armero, however, we see
once again the courage and resilience of
Colombia’s people. Just as Colombia has
shown its leadership in regional efforts
against drug trafficking and for a peace-
ful, democratie solution in Central
America, we are confident that Colom-
bia will overcome this latest challenge.

We in the United States reach out
to other human beings beset by great
tragedy. We have been privileged to
respond immediately to every request
from President Betancur’s government
with rescue workers, tents, helicopters,
supplies, and scientific monitoring ef-
forts. The huge outpouring of donations
from private U.S. citizens expresses elo-
quently our sense of compassion and of
brotherhood with the people of
Colombia.

I also want to take this opportunity
to praise President Betancur for his
firmness against the criminal terrorists
who invaded the Palace of Justice last
month. As the terrorists themselves ad-
mitted, if they had known their action
would be dealt with so firmly, they
would not have attempted it. We can all
learn from this Colombian example.

United States Department of State

Bureau of Public Affairs
Washington, D.C.

Five hundred years ago next month,
Christopher Columbus proposed to the
Spanish Court at Cordoba a venture to
reach China and Japan by sailing West.
After 4 years, the committee reviewing
the proposal reported to Ferdinand and
Isabella:

We find no justification for Their High-
nesses supporting a project that rests on ex-
tremely weak foundations and appears im-
possible to translate into reality to any per-
son with any knowledge, however modest, of
these questions.

Nonetheless, after its power was
consolidated, the Spanish Crown author-
ized Columbus to sail—and his leader-
ship, faith, and perseverance made
history.

As we approach the 500th anniver-
sary of the discovery of America—and
the 100th anniversary of this organiza-
tion—we, too, are navigating political
and economic seas that are not well
charted. We, too, must show the faith
and fortitude that Columbus showed if

this New World is to realize its promise.

Strengthening the OAS

This organization has a strong and
proud record of achievement. For nearly
a century, it has been a pacesetter for
the world in the peaceful settlement of
disputes. It has worked persistently and
effectively to assure respect for human
rights. And now the Secretary General
has taken up the challenge of fighting
drug abuse, for which my delegation
commends him strongly. The United
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States looks forward to playing an ac-
tive role in the conference next year on
combating narcotics trafficking. We
want this organization to be a vital force
on all the issues that confront the
hemisphere in the years ahead.

Therefore, I hope that in the few
days we have together here we can take
new steps to strengthen this organiza-
tion. Can’t we all agree, for example,
that the Secretary General should be
able to bring to our attention any issue
that affects the peace and well-being of
this hemisphere? Any member of this
organization, likewise, should be able to
bring to this General Assembly, or to
the Permanent Council, any problem
that concerns it. And we must all work
with the Secretary General to make
sure that the financial structure of the
organization is repaired and restored to
health. Let us take these steps here and
now.

Democracy and Its Challenges
in This Hemisphere

We meet at a moment of hope in the
hemisphere. A democratic revolution has
been sweeping Latin America. The
United States supports and wants to
nurture this process, which is a blessing
in itself for the peoples who benefit
directly and a vindication of democratic
values to inspire the whole world.

In the past year, the democratic
surge has been reinforced by presiden-
tial elections in Peru and Bolivia, by
congressional elections in Argentina, and
by Brazil’s poignant but successful con-






notes that, in the 1970s, overall fiscal
deficits of a sample of developing coun-
tries were about 4.4% of GDP. Of this
amount, about three-fourths was at-
tributable to public enterprises. Ex-
penditures for, and borrowing by, public
enterprises have been growing rapidly
in the developing world. In fact, only
about 10% of the investment of public
enterprises was self-financed. This
reflects the difficulty of running public
enterprises efficiently. In countries
where capital is scarce, such policies
starve the private sector of resources
needed for growth. Therefore, it is en-
couraging that several Latin American
governments are beginning to take
steps to free themselves of this burden.

Another lesson of experience is
about policies toward the outside world.
Your economies possess great potential
for expansion of output and export earn-
ings. To achieve this potential, you need
to take full advantage of the opportuni-
ties of the world trading system.

Here, I must be blunt if I am to be
honest. Restrictive trade practices have
only compounded the problems of many
heavily indebted developing countries.
All too typically, heavy foreign borrow-
ing has supported fiscal deficits and
overvalued exchange rates, putting a
great burden on export competitiveness.
Import barriers have been erected to
protect favored domestic industries from
foreign competition. These barriers have
severely hampered the growth of trade
among Latin American and Caribbean
nations. Other distortions have been in-
troduced by subsidies and by controls on
prices of consumer goods and on in-
terest rates.

Growth has also been hindered by
hostility to foreign direct investment.
This has only added to the dependence
on debt financing; it has also shut out
the potential benefits from the tech-
nology and marketing capabilities of
multinational firms. In some cases,
foreign direct.investment was attracted
through promises of a protected market
and then burdened by requirements for
local content and export performance—a
peculiar kind of “double whammy”
negating economic efficiency.

Economies ended up hobbled by con-
trols and restrictions, wasting both
domestic and foreign capital, starving
the external sectors of resources, unable
to respond to changes in the external
environment, and unable to generate ex-
port earnings to service rising debt.
And, as in the United States and other
countries, protectionist policies create
vested interests. If dynamic growth is
to be restored, major economic restruc-
turing has to take place, with resources

redeployed to the most productive in-
dustries that can compete effectively in
the world market.

I understand how difficult this
prescription is. Governments attempting
fundamental reforms face opposition
from powerful interest groups currently
protected from competition. Govern-
ments need to show credible prospects
for future improvements in standards of
living in order to maintain domestic sup-
port for reform.

But to create such prospects re-
quires investment. Domestic and foreign
investors are wary. Though the demand
for capital in the world may be infinite,
the supply is finite. These resources will
flow to where they are wanted—to
where the conditions are hospitable.
Countries wanting development capital
will have to compete for it. Before con-
tributing their resources, investors will
need to be convinced that sound policies
will be sustained.

A Comprehensive Approach

To tie all these elements together, there
must be a comprehensive approach.
Developing countries, industrial coun-
tries, international institutions, and com-
mercial banks all have essential roles to
play—in a kind of global bargain, if you
will, to get debtor countries back on the
path of sustained growth.

When Secretary Baker outlined our
approach at Seoul, he stressed what is,
in our view, the core of any comprehen-
sive strategy—indeed, the sine qua non:
namely, a more focused and determined
effort of structural reform in the debtor
countries aimed at greater efficiency,
more domestic saving, and a more at-
tractive climate for foreign investment.
And, in conjunction with this, he ad-
dressed two other key elements de-
signed to provide outside support and
encouragement for structural reform:
namely, more substantial and better
coordinated assistance from multilateral
institutions and more support from com-
mercial banks. If each of these groups
does its part, and if there is a clear
need for additional capital for the
multilateral development banks to meet
the demand for quality lending, the
United States would be prepared to ad-
dress the issue of capital increases.

This was a creative effort, it seems
to me, to bring the broader international
community into the process of helping
solve the debt problem. Both the World
Bank and Inter-American Development
Bank (IDB) are well placed to comple-
ment the continued central role of the
IMF by providing financing and advice
to countries taking the essential steps

toward structural reform. The United
States supports a number of creative
steps taken recently by the World Bank,
including the trade policy loan to Colom-
bia, efforts for greater cofinancing with
commercial banks, the decision to double
the capital of the International Finance
Corporation, and the creation of the
Multilateral Investment Guarantee
Agency (MIGA). The World Bank’s con-
siderable expertise can help devise pro-
grams for growth through structural
reform. It can support these programs
through increased lending to private
sectors and through increases in policy-
based lending.

We are also calling on the IDB to
play a more active role in support of
structural change oriented toward
growth. This will require difficult
reform measures by the IDB. I believe
the IDB, with our and your help, can
rise to this challenge. In particular, the
Bank could introduce a major program
of well-targeted nonproject lending as
part of the upcoming replenishment
negotiations. The Inter-American Invest-
ment Corporation, which we expect to
become operational soon, should play an
important role in developing the private
sector in Latin America, particularly
small and medium-sized firms.

The new commercial bank lending
that Secretary Baker proposed—$20
billion over a 3-year period—is also a
vital part of the near-term effort. Bank
lending to the principal debtor countries
has been declining, with very little new
lending anticipated this year. Increased
lending can provide important support
for policies to promote efficiency, com-
petitiveness, and productivity—the true
foundations of growth. Such lending,
however, will only be forthcoming if
there is a clear commitment to adopt
and implement such growth-oriented
policies.

In the longer term, we want to see
normal, voluntary international flows of
capital resume their appropriate role in
a way that will not renew or prolong
current debt problems. Capital flows
will need to be restructured, particu-
larly to reduce reliance on bank lending,
and to increase the role of equity
finance.

Capital flight must be stemmed or,
better, reversed. Our best estimate is
that capital flight from Latin America
and the Caribbean since 1980 amounts
to well over $100 billion—it’s your
capital, and it’s flown—offsetting a very
substantial portion of lending to Latin
America. In effect, much of your bor-
rowing has gone not to finance produc-
tive domestic investment but to finance
capital flight. I would like nothing bet-
ter than to see your governments de-



velop creative ways to attract these
resources back to Latin America in the
form of equity. Perhaps the privatiza-
tion of public enterprises could offer an
opportunity.

External capital must become better
balanced between debt and equity. In
the end, this means more foreign direct
investment. There is no substitute for it.
In bank lending, risk is borne chiefly by
the country receiving the capital. Direct
investment, on the other hand, allows
receiving countries to share the risk
with the supplier of the capital. It also
provides a greater flow of technology,
stronger incentives for productivity,
development of local managerial talent,
and access to international sales net-
works. All are vital for stronger growth.

I know of the reluctance of many
countries to welcome direct foreign in-
vestment. But abuses can be controlled
without overly restrictive laws and
regulations that choke off the broad
benefits of investment.

The international community can
help as well. Investment guarantees on
a bilateral basis, as provided by OPIC
[Overseas Private Investment Corpora-
tion], or to be provided on a multilateral
basis by the MIGA, could help spread
risks and encourage productive
investment.

At Seoul, Secretary Baker also pro-
posed that the World Bank, IMF, and
other donors develop joint programs to
support medium-term structural adjust-
ment in the world’s poorest countries.
This could be of direct benefit to some
countries in this hemisphere. More
broadly, in today’s interdependent
global economy, the world community’s
efforts to promote growth throughout
the developing world can also mean
growing markets for Latin America’s
exports and a general stimulus to world
trade.

But the basic preconditions for a
sustainable, balanced inflow of foreign
investment and for exploiting trade op-
portunities are the same preconditions
as those for stimulating domestic saving
and using it effectively; the internal en-
vironment must be attractive to both
domestic and foreign savers and in-
vestors. Stable, noninflationary economic
policies, prices, and interest rates deter-
mined by the market, and realistic ex-
change rates—all of these are vital.
Without them, external support will be
wasted.

A Sound Global
Economic Environment

The external environment is relevant to
the debt problem in another sense.
Maintenance of an open, growing world

economy is an essential prerequisite for
solving the problems of debt and
growth. The industrial countries bear
the main responsibility for the overall,
macroeconomic health of the global
economic system. We have taken actions
to foster stable, durable growth in our
own economies, providing growing
markets and generating more saving
and investment.

Economic recovery in the industrial-
ized world, however, has been accom-
panied by certain imbalances. These im-
balances, the main symptoms of which
are the strong dollar and the large U.S.
trade deficit, have stimulated an up-
surge in protectionist pressures that
pose a serious danger to the world
trading system and to our prosperity
and yours.

The United States is actively in-
volved in cooperative efforts to deal
with this danger. On September 22 in
New York, the major industrial nations
agreed to work harder to achieve sus-
tained and better balanced growth in
their economies. The United States
pledged to reduce its fiscal deficit and to
encourage saving through revenue-
neutral tax reform.

Other participants agreed to pro-
mote growth by a wide range of market-
oriented policies designed to stimulate
investment and reduce structural rigidi-
ties. We also agreed that a further
strengthening of other currencies vis-a-
vis the dollar was desirable in view of
changing economic conditions and that
we would cooperate to encourage this
when to do so would be helpful. The ini-
tial impact on exchange rates has been
gratifying, and I believe the funda-
mental policy actions underway will go
much further in promoting balance and
the durability of the recovery.

The U.S. economy, which has vigor-
ously led the world economy out of
recession, slowed its pace of growth in
the first half of this year; and you all
felt it. But the signs of growth have
been much stronger in the second half,
with a 4.83% annual rate of increase in
real GNP [gross national produet] for
the third quarter. Prospects look solid
for the remainder of the year and for
1986. Inflation in the United States re-
mains low; interest rates have fallen
sharply since the summer of 1984; and
the substantial moderation in the
strength of the dollar—especially against
the yen—should bear fruit eventually in
a stronger external balance.

Our expansion has been of direct
benefit to you. Latin America’s exports

to the United States rose 25% between
1982 and 1984—which was over 75% of
the total increase in your exports.

Prospects are good that growth will
improve in the rest of the industrialized
world. West European countries will be
working to improve the strength and
flexibility of their economies. Japan has
announced measures to promote more
domestic-led expansion. In both cases,
lower tax burdens and freer markets
can help. Lower inflation throughout the
industrialized world favors sustained ex-
pansion. Protectionist pressures, how-
ever, pose continued dangers.

In New York, the industrial nations
pledged to do their utmost to resist
these pressures. We cannot afford to
lose this battle. The stakes are simply
too high.

It is essential that the industrialized
world keep its markets open to your
products. None of us is blameless, but
the United States, your most important
market, has done well in resisting pro-
tectionist pressures—for example, re-
cently on copper and shoes. The latest
challenge is the congressional bill sharp-
ly restricting imports of textiles and ap-
parel. I will recommend to President
Reagan that he veto it. We fully intend
to keep up the fight.

Our strategy against protectionism
involves three elements.

¢ The first is to correct the macro-
economic imbalances. We must work for
sustained and more balanced growth
among the industrial nations and for ex-
change markets which more fully reflect
the progress in this direction.

¢ The second element is to assure
our public that we are being vigilant in
protecting U.S. industry, not from effi-
cient foreign competition and shifting
patterns of comparative advantage but
from unfair foreign trade practices, such
as subsidies and dumping. In this con-
text, closed markets abroad seriously
undermine our ability to keep markets
open at home.

¢ Third, to build support for free
trade, all our publics must see progress
toward a strengthened, fairer, and more
open world trading system. A new
round of GATT [General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade] negotiations is, thus,
a vital part of the U.S. strategy. Our
aim is to reduce tariffs and quantitative
trade controls. It is also to strengthen
the role of GATT by reducing barriers
and developing new rules for nontradi-
tional areas such as services and high
technology.

We are pleased that 90 countries
agreed in Geneva last week to establish
a preparatory committee for a new



trade round. This is a major step for-
ward. The inclusion of trade in services
will be a key element in our efforts to
strengthen the trading system.

We were disappointed with the hesi-
tant response from many developing
countries to the proposal for a new
trade round. We believe there is a com-
mon interest in reducing barriers, par-
ticularly in such areas as agriculture
where we and Latin America are both
major exporters. We believe you, too,
have much to gain from stronger rules
governing trade in services. Their avail-
ability at reasonable prices and in the
most up-to-date form can play a key role
in the modernization of developing
economies. We applaud the new
strength that Mexico brings to the
world trading system by joining GATT.

As deliberations proceed toward the
launching of the new round, let us work
together to overcome the narrow in-
terests that threaten to impede our com-
mon progress. We all need a stronger
trading system. All our peoples will be
the winners.

Our Prospects and Our Opportunity

If all our nations unite behind this com-
prehensive strategy, 1 believe we can
improve prospects for sustained growth
and financial stability throughout the
world economy. The industrial countries
must promote their own noninflationary
growth and fight protectionism. The
debtor countries must tackle the neces-
sity of structural reform to generate and
attract the resources needed for growth.
The world community must see that its
international institutions support the ef-
fort. Commercial banks should respond
to genuine efforts at reform.

Global economic conditions now offer
us a precious opportunity to put
ourselves back on the path of sustained
long-term growth. We know where we
want to go and how to get there. Most
of all, it will require us to examine our
ways of thinking and to adopt policies
that unleash the productive resources
and sectors of our economies. The ques-
tion is, do we have the political will to
get the job done?

We in the United States share with
the rest of the Americas the goal of sur-
mounting the present economic prob-
lems. We will advance all our foreign
policy objectives—peace and security,

democracy and human rights, economic
and social progress—if we succeed in
overcoming current impediments to
economic growth.

A few years ago, no one predicted
the democratic surge that has taken
place. Today, many doubt our capacity
to restore sustained growth. I believe
the skeptics will again be proved wrong.

If we let the lessons of experience
serve as our guide, and if we work
together to apply these lessons, the
coming years can be a new era of pros-
perity and progress. The blessings of
freedom and well-being that have been
known by the relative few will be en-
joyed by the many.

We cannot afford to let this oppor-
tunity slip away. Let us act, and let us
act together. B

Published by the United States Department
of State « Bureau of Public Affairs

Office of Public Communication » Editorial
Division - Washington, D.C. . December 1985
Editor: Cynthia Saboe « This material is in
the public domain and may be reproduced
without permission; citation of this source is
appreciated.
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THE MISPERCEPTION

Many North Americans of all political persuasions still think of Central
America as a region whose culture and economy are inhospitable to the
democratic idea. 1In both the sophisticated and the popular mind, Central
America is often imagined to be a realm which can only be ruled by despotic
caudilloes or dictatorships of the revolutionary Left. To take one
illustration: in a recent Op-Ed article in the New York Times, the Associate
Editor of the distinguished and liberal Foreign Policy magazine, Alan

Tonelson, argued that efforts by the U.S. to foster democracy in the region
are

®*... based on a dangerous myth that can only
burden our policy with unrealistic goals and
increase pressure for deeper military
involvement once less drastic measures prove
inadegquate.”™ .

*The spirit of tolerance and the commitment to
laws and institutions that enable democracles
to ride out heavy political and economic
storms are completely alien to Central
America."

The truth, however, is that during the past decade democracy has begun to
flower in Central America, and there are many reasons to hope that it may
flourish even more abundantly. By the end of this year, in all likelihood
almost 88% of the peoples of Central America will live under governments which
will have crossed the threshold toward democracy. Elections will be held in
the Fall of 1985 in Guatemala. The governments of Honduras and Panama,
despite some severe tests, remain democratic, and Honduras will also have
elections in November of 1985. Democracy has taken firm root in El Salvador,
and has proven sturdy in Costa Rica. Even Nicaragua, the most pessimistic

case, has not yet been thoroughly pressed into the mold of Communist
totalitarianism.

But unless the general public in the United States becomes more fully
aware of the democratic transformation that is underway in Central America -
and the grave consequences for us should it fail - its prospects will be much
diminished. The government of the United States and many of our private
agencies have been and will continue to be asked to assist the democratic
trend in Central America. Yet public opinion surveys uniformly reveal great
confusion and ignorance about these countries, their problems and the role of
the United States in the region. Both the accomplishments of the region and
its problems must be better understood here if we are to help Central American
democracy weather the tests that lie ahead.



-2

Ironically, our own policy experts and academics have long bemoaned the
absence of a "democratic center"™ in the public life of Central and South
America. But although such a current has now arisen south of our border, it
is little acknowledged in our own public discourse. This can be seen
especially in much of the educational and organizational discussion of Central
America that takes place outside the formal political processes of our
country: in the religious communities, academic institutions, labor, the
media, culture and the arts. In these realms, images of Central America
persist which reflect the earlier history of that region. Often these false

images are kept alive by programs of education and international exchange
which obscure the new reality.

Bach year, literally thousands of North Americans, both opinion-makers
and individuals recruited from the "grass-roots,® travel to Central America.
These trips are sponsored and managed by religious, labor, academic and
cultural organizations which are committed to the proposition that the only
hope for the region lies with revolutionary change such as that being
attempted in Nicaragua. These travellers return to he ®.S. to participate in
well-organized and well-financed public education programs which further this
misconception. Neither the remarkable success of democracy in El Salvador nor
the fact that soon Nicaragua will be the only non~democratic government in the
region has had much impact on these programs. (See Appendix E, F, G: Steven
Kinzer, New York Times, Edward Cody, Washington Post, Paul Hollander,
Commentary.)
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I
Recognizing the New Reality

The Friends of the Democratic Center in Central America is planning a
three-stage program to help educate the people of the United States about the
new currents of democracy in Central America. The initial phase in this
program will involve a series of study tours for six groups of key U.S.
opinion leaders to Central America. Each of these delegations will consist of
a staff member and five to six figures of significance from our public life
who have committed themselves in advance to speak and write about experiences
upon their return to the United States. (Larger delegations will be too

unwieldy, especially because meetings with top Central American leaders will
be sought.)

Although none of the prospective participants has yet been formally
invited to take part, the following lists exemplify both the categories from
which participants will be drawn and the kinds of individuals we are seeking:

-

I Religion: Pather Theodore Hesburgh - President, University of Notre
Dame

Rabbi Marc Tannenbaum - American Jewish Committee
Robert Dugan - National Association of Evangelicals

Bishop James Crutchfield - Past President, United
Methodist Conference of Bishops

John Leith - Professor of Theology, Union Seminary,
University of Virginia (Presbyterian)

II Labor John Joyce, President, Bricklayers and Allied Trades,
AFL-CIO

Albert Shanker, President, American Federation of
Teachers, AFL-CIO

John Sweeny, President, Service Employees International
Union

Sam Fishman, President, Michigan State AFL-CIO

Leon Lynch, Secretary-Treasurer, United Steelworkers,
AFL-CIO

I11 Educators Clark Kerr, Chairman, President Emeritus, University of
California, Carnegie Commission on Higher Education (ck).

John Silber, President, Boston University

Angier Biddle Duke, Trustee, Long Island University
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The Rev. Joseph O'Hare, President, Pordham University
Hans Mark, Chancellor, University of Texas

John Bunzel, President, University of California
at Long Beach

IV Journalists Morton Kondrake, Newsweek .

Michael Kramer, New York Magazine

Ben Wattenberg, United Features Syndicate

Roy Beck, United Methodist Reporter

Fred Barnes, The New Republic

William Raspberry, The Washington Post

V Arts and Culture Saul Bellow, novelist
Richard Grenier, novelist and critic
Hilton Kramer, editor
Liv Ulman, actress
Tom Stoppard, playwright
Pearl Bailey, singer
VI Business Richard Holbrook, Managing Director Shearson - Lehman
Brothers - Former Asst. Secretary of State for East Asian

Affairs, Carter Administration

Daniel Rose, President, Rose Associates
New York

Maurice Sonnenberg, Investment Consultant

Linden Blue, Chairman of the Executive Committee,
Cordillera Corporation, Denver, Colorado

John Bennett, Rancher, San Antonio, Texas
Fred Smith, Chairman, Federal Express Corporation

The delegations will spend at least one full week in Central America,
beginning in the Pall of 1985. (The first, hopefully, by the time of the
Honduran and Guatemalan elections.) The countries they will visit may include
El Salvador, Costa Rica, Guatemala and Honduras, but particular effort will be
made to assure that each delegation spends at least two days in Nicaragua.



These will be well-constructed study
Participants will meet not only with
with their counterparts in the civic
countries they visit.

tours, not sightseeing trips.
top government and political leaders, but
and cultural life of the various



II
Public Education

The study tours to Central America will be but the first stage in this
project. In the second phase, those who have travelled there will, with the
assistance of our staff, convey their experiences to the public in the United
States. The Friends of the Democratic Center in Central America is frequently
requested to supply educational spokesmen for its views, but too often we have
difficulty suggesting names of respected non-governmental figures who can
speak with authority. To have visited the region for political study, even if
only for a brief time, allows one to speak with considerably greater self-
confidence and authority.

The Friends of the Democratic Center has the capability to help prepare
and place articles and opinion pieces, to gain representation on television
and radio public affairs programs, to suggest speakers for churches,
synagogues, universities and civic organizations, and to make public
statements in its own right on issues of concern. The organization has
attracted attention and support in all regions of this country, and is capable
of promoting discussion about democratic development in Central America in
localities and constituencies which sometimes are not reached by the usual
debates about issues of international affairs.

Our organization also has the virtue of spanning a wide band of the
political spectrum of the United States: our Council includes liberals and
conservatives; Democrats, Republicans and Independents; leaders of both
business and labor; leaders of all religious faiths, and some outstanding
figures from cultural and academic life.

We have also had significant experience in organizing delegations to
Central American countries. 1In 1983 and 1984, sizable delegations of our
members travelled to El Salvador to observe that country's first two critical
elections. Both our presence in El Salvador and our reports upon returning
home helped significantly to encourage El Salvador's democracy and to gain
support for it here in the U.S. Members of our delegations also stopped in
Nicaragua, Costa Rica and Honduras, where their presence gave strength to
democratic forces in those societies. (See Appendix B)

Our organization has already been engaged in a number of projects to
educate the U.S. public on issues of democracy in Central America. We have
organized press briefings in New York, Washington, Cincinnati, Dallas and
Seattle for these and other Central American democrats. Our own staff and
officers have spoken before many organizations, appeared on many public
affairs broadcasts, and given Congressional testimony on a number of
occasions. We recently published a full page statement in The New York Times
on democracy in Nicaragua, and were pleased at the breadth and distinction of
the signers. (See Appendix D)
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IIX
Visits by Central America's Democrats

A third phase of this project, which strongly reinforces the second, will
be the organization of visits to the United States by democratic leaders from
Central America itself. Those invited will be drawn from E1 Salvador,
Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, and Nicaragua. They will include
representatives of all elements of the democratic political spectrum, although
care will be taken not only to bring political leaders, but to involve figures
from a variety of economic, cultural and religious affairs in those
societies. We hope to bring as many as two such figures to the U.S. each
month for a minimum stay of one week. All will be required to speak English.

Although each visitor will spend a few days in either New York or
Washington, D.C., particular effort will be made to schedule visits to regions
of the country which may not frequently receive such visitors. Efforts will
also be made to schedule meetings between leaders of counterpart organizations
in the U.S. and Central America: i.e., journalists, academics, religious
leaders, business, labor, etc.

Participants would be required to commit themselves in advance to a full
daily schedule. Our organization has substantial experience in scheduling
such tours, having already done this for a number of visitors in the past. A
sample schedule for one such trip, a week long tour taken by Nicaraguan
democrat Alfonso Robelo, is attached. (See Appendix C & H)

None of the prospective Central American participants in this phase of
the project has yet been formally invited to take part, although informal

conversations with a number of them convince us of their general desire to do

so. The following list exemplifies the kinds of individuals we are seeking:

Costa Rica

Eduardo Ulibarri, Editor, "La Nacion"

Guido Fernandez, Journalist; Television Commentator

Pather Hugo Bonilla, Catholic Priest; Lawyer

Bernd Niehaus, Former Foreign Minister

Constantino Urcuyo, Dean of Political Studies; University of Costa Rica
NiNi Chinchilla, Former Congresswoman; High School Teacher

Modesto Watson, Director of Nicaraguan East Coast Refugee Camp

Guatemala —

Jorge Carpio Nicolle, Director of the newspapers "La Razon" and
El Grafico"; candidate for President of Guatemala -- (elections to be held in
November 1985)
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Julio Celso De Leon Flores, Unionist; Secretary-General of the Central

Central American Workers' Confederation; BExecutive Committee of Latin American
Central Workers' Union (CLAT)

Anna Catalina Soberanias, Executive Director, Christian Democratic Party
Mario Gomez Valencia, Economist; former Director of the Central Bank

Vinicio Cerezo, Former Deputy to Congress; Secretary-General of Christian
Democratic Party. Candidate for President of Guatemala -- (elections to be
held in November 1985)

Nicaragua

Pedro Joaquim Chamorro, Former E&itor, *La Prensa"”

Dr. Leon Pallais, Jesuit Priest

Jenei;e Bodgson, Theologian; Pounder, Southern Indigené;s Creole Communities
Alejandro Bolanos, Physician; Historian

Alejandro Cardenal, Architect; Former Minister of Tourism

Xavier Zavala, Author; Political Activist

Ismael Reyes, Former President of Nicaraguan Red Cross; Pormer President of
Nicaraguan Chamber of Industry

. Alvin Guthrie, Former Secretary General of Confederation of Unified Labor
Unions ’

El Salvador

Francisco Quinones, Former Chair of the Peace Commission
Prancisco de Sola, Jr., Private Sector Leader

Dr. Adolfo Rey Prendes, Minister of Presidency

Monsignor Ricardo Urioste

Honduras

Carlos Roberto Reina, Pormer President of the Central American Human Rights
Court

Mario Rietti, Private Sector Leader

Jose Leonardo Callejas, Private Sector Leader
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Iv
Conclusion

In sum, this program will f£ill a profound gap in the effort to educate
the people of the United States about the promise and the problems of
democratic development in Central America. We expect that this matter will be
a vital interest of the United States for some years - this program can have
long-lasting benefits. We are concerned about the number of other
international education programs now in progress which promote strategies for
Central America which are at odds with our conception of democracy. Both for
the strategic interests and the intellectual good of our people, other voices
must be heard.
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Budget

The attached budget is divided into three parts. The first covers staff
and office costs, including all costs of educational work here in the United
States. The second covers all direct costs of sending the leadership
delegations to Central America. The third covers all costs of bringing
Central American democrats here. It is possible that a funder could
contribute exclusively to any one aspect of this program.

I

- Staff

Exchange DireCtOr ccececesscscescscnssonssssnssscssnssamsscsscsssnassasss$35,000
Secretary (bi-lingual)...ccccececoccososssssccssssscssscscsncsssnssasess20,000
Escort officer, U.S. (full time) ecececcsssccscsscscscsnsscasssssnscssssa3dd, 000
Escort officer, Central America (bi-lingual) 15 weeks at $1,000 wk....15,000

Sub-total-..........................-...........-.-..-....-...--.-.105,000

Benefits (17% of total).eeecerncnsccancecacss cesssccssscssesassncsssssl?,000

Office

Rent (sl,OOO/mO-)...-............-.-.....g......--...--......-....---$12,000
Telephone (domestic & overseas) ($1000/MO.)cceccccccccsccscscccseenessl2,000
Copying, pPrinting, etC..cececeeccrccsacsescsncascscscssescascsscsnnsenses3, 000

POStage......--...-'.--oo-.-.....-...........---.-o---...-......-.-oooo.-750

Equipment & BUPPlieS.ecesscccsccccccosccscssssssscssascacasascssccnses_4,000

SUb-tOtal......................-...-.......................-.-.$48,750.00

Total (thiS PAgE) cececrceccscccccescacscssssscsssscsacscsssnases$l53,750.00



-11-

II

U.S. Delegation Travel

Round trip air fare, D.C. to San Jose,
six delegations of seven persons each

Total, 42 persons, at $500 pPer DPersSON..cicccscssccacccassoscccscss$521,000.00

Intra~-Central American air fares
San Jose, San Salvador, Guatemala City,
Tegucigalpa, Managua
42 persons at $550 per PerSONecccccsscsceccocsscsassassncsassssnses23,100.00

HOtel - Seven days at $85/dBYo.-..............-.....--.,--.o-.-..-..-24'990.00
42 persons

Meals and ground transportation,

Misc. costs, telephone and telex, etc.
$50/day per personx7daysx42.'.......I.l.....l.CIC..QII.'..'.I.14'70°.°°

Total (this paQE)...--........-.....-o....................... ------- $83,790.0°
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III
Central American Delegation Travel

Round trip fare, San Jose, Costa Rica to Washington, D.C.
(48 people x $500)--..----...-.........-...........-....--.....-.-..$24,000.00

-

Domestic air travel ;
48x$500e5cities...l.‘l......'.'.'...............l...l.I....l...$24'000.00

Hotel - geven days at $85 per day..............................-....$28,560.00

Meals & Ground transportationN..ccecccceccscccscccccsccssssescccscnnsse$20,160.00
Misc. costs, telephone and telex, etc.

-

TOtal (this paQE)..-..oo.-.-.....-..-...........-......-..o'....---.$96,720-00

Grand Total, Phases I, II and IIl.c.ccecccocvssncscccosccsoccsseasese$334,260.00
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APPENDIX
Friends of the Democratic Center (PRODEMCA) tax determination letters

Clips of El Salvador delegation

Clips of Cruz & Robelo - Miami, Cincinnati, Temn., etc.

N.Y. Times, advertisement

N.Y. Times, Steven Kinzer, Delegations to Managua

Washington Post, Tribute to a Revolution

Commentary, The Newest Political Pilgrims

Robelo Schedules -

S






Internal Revenue Service
—— District Director

—

Dete: July 20, 1984

> The Citizens'! Cormittee for the
Pro=Democratic Coalition in
Central America
1901 N. Fort Meyer Drive, Suite 202
Arlington, VA 22209

Dear Applicant:

RECEIVED JUL 25 o84

Department of the Treasury

Employer identification Number:

Accounting Period Ending:
December 31
Foundation Status Classification:
509(a) (1) & 170(b) (1) (4) (v1)
Advance Ruling Period Ends:

* December 31, 1985

Person to Contact:

R, D, Morris
Contact Telephone Number:

1-800~424-1040

Based on information supplied, and assuming your operations will be as stated
in your application for recognition of exemption, we have determined you are exempt
from Federal income tax under section 501(¢)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code.

Because you are a newly created organization, we are not now making a final
determination of your foundation status under section 509(a) of the Code. However,

we have determined that you can reasonably be expected to be a publicly supported

organization described in section 509(a)(1) and 170(b) (1) (A)(vi)*.

Accordingly, you will be treated as a publicly supported organization, and not
as a private foundation, during an advance ruling period. This advance ruling period’
begins on the date of your inception and ends on the date shown above.

Within 90 days after the end of your advance ruling period, you must submit to
us information needed to determine whether you have met the requirements of the
applicable support test during the advance ruling period. If you establish that you
have been a publicly supported organization, you will be classified as a section
509(a) (1) or S09(a)(2) organization as long as you continue to meet the requirements
of the applicable support test. If you do not meet the public support requirements
during the advance ruling period, you will be classified as a private foundation for
future periods. Also, if you are classified as a private foundation, you will be
treated as a private foundation from the date of your inception for purposes of

sections 507(d) and 4940.

Grantors and donors may rely on the determination that you are not a private
foundation until 90 days after the snd of your advance ruling period. If you submit
the required information within the 90 days, grantors and donors may continue to
rely on the advance determination until the Service makes a final determination of
your foundation status. However, if notice that you will no longer be treated as a
section * organization is published in the Internal Revenue Bulletin,
grantors and donors may not rely on this determination after the date of such
publication. Also, a grantor or donor may not rely on this determination if he or

resulted in your loss of section

she was in part responsible for, or was aware of, the act or failure to act that
status, .or acquired knowledge that

the Internal Revenue Service had given notice that you would bé removed from

classification as a section »

P.O. Box 13183, Baltimore, MD 21203

organization.

Leaer1045(DO)(6—77)



If your sources of support, or your purposes, character, or method of operation
change, please let us know so we can consider the effect of the change on your ’

exempt status and foundation status. Also, you should inform us of all changes in
your name or address.

Generally, you are-not liable for social security (FICA) taxes unless you file
a waiver of exemption certificate as provided in the Federal Insurance Contributions.
Act. If you have paid FICA taxes without filing the waiver, you should call us. You
are not liable for the tax imposed under the Federal Unemployment Tax Act (FUTA).

‘Orgahizations that are not private foundations are not subject to the excise
taxes under Chapter 42 of the Code. However, you are noi automatically exempt from

other Federal excise taxes. If you have any questions about excise, employment, or
other Federal taxes, please let us know.

Donors may deduct centributions to you as provided in section 170 of the Code.
Bequests, legacies, devises, transfers, or gifts to you or for your use are
deductible for Federal estate and gift tax purposes if they meet the applicable
provisions of sections 2055, 2106, and 2522 of the Code,

You are required to file Form 990, Return of Organization Exempt from Income
Tax, only if your gross receipts each year are normally mote than $10,000. If a
return is required, it must be filed by the 15th day of the fifth month after the
end of your annual accounting period. The law imposes a penalty of $10 a day, up to
a maximum of $5,000, when a return is filed late, unless there is reasonable cause
for the delay.

You are not required to file Federal income tax returns unless you are subject
to the tax on unrelated business income under section 511 of the Code. If you are
subject to this tax, you must file an income tax return on Form 990-T. In this
letter, we are not determining whether any of your present or proposed activities
are unrelated trade or business as defined in section 513 of the Code.

You need an employer identification number even if you have no employees. If
an employer identification number was not entered on your application, a number will
be assigned to you and you will be advised of it. Please use that number on all
returns you file and in all correspondence with the Internal Revenue Service.

Because this letter could help resolve any questions about your exempt status
and foundation status, you should keep it in your permanent records.

If you have any questions, please contact the person whose name and telephone
number are shown in the heading of this letter.

Sincerely yours,-

Districc Director
The attached caveats are an integral part of this letter

cct Jeffery L. Yablon

¢/o Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
1800 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20036 : )
Letter 1045(DO) (6-77)



For tax years ending before December 31, 1982, you must file Form 930, Return

of Organization Exempt from Incame tax, only if your gross reccipts each year
are normally more than $10,000. For tax years ending on and after December 31,
1982, you are required to file Form 930 only if your gross receipts are normally
more than $25,000. For guidance in determining whether your gross receipts

are ‘normally”’ more than $25,000, see the instructions for the 1982 Form 990.

1f a retumn is required, it must be filed by the 15th day of the fifth month
after the end of your armual accounting period. The law imposes a penalty of
$10.00 & day, W to a maximm of $5,000, when a veturn {s filed late, unless
‘there is reasorable cause for delay. -

Begiming Jaruary 1, 1984, unless q:ed.ﬁcallf excepted, you must pay taxes
under the Federal Insurance Contritutions Act (Social Security taxes) for each
enxployee who is paid $100 or more in a calendar year.

You claimed to be an organization described in section 509(a)(2). Based on
information you submitted, bhowever, you can reasonably be expected to qualify
as an organization described in sections 509(a)(1)-and 170(b) (1) (A)(vi).

You will therefors be tresated as a 509(a) (1) organizstion during the advance
- . Tuling period indicated in this letter. .






-~ HOW SALVADORAN ELECTIONS
¢ LOOK AND FEEL TO
AMERICANS WHO SEE FOR
THEMSELVES

REPORT OF THE CITIZEN OBSERVER GROUP AT THE
SALVADORAN ELECTION

‘ \
Poll watchers from the two competing parties on election day,
May 6, 1984, in northwestern El Salvador.

PRODEMCA
(I JULY 1984



Arrangements for the Citizen Observer Group to see
the Salvadoran election were made by the Citizens’
Committee for the Pro-Democratic Coalition in Cen-

mtral America (PRODEMCA). PRODEMCA an-

(

—

(

nounced that anyone who wanted to go (and who could
pay a share of the cost) was welcome. PRODEMCA
publicized the opportunity to observe the elections
through a wide variety of organizations, through radio
and press anpouncements, and through direct mailings
to hundreds of Americans.

The twenty-five people who responded to PRODE-
MCA’s announcements traveled to El Salvador under
the auspices of PRODEMCA but not as its representa-
tives. Their participation in the PRODEMCA-orga-
nized trip should not be understood as endorsement of
PRODEMCA’s position on the conflict in Central
America.

PRODEMCA
Who We Are and
What We Stand For

We are a completely independent and nonpartisan
group of citizens who have come together because we
share a belief that the United States should stand for
democracy, human rights, and social justice in Central
America.

At a time when our country is deeply divided about
many issues raised by the conflict south of our border,

we have joined together in this Committee to express

- our unity on some fundamental issues of fact and val-

ues. We ourselves are divided on many questions, but
we feel strongly about the importance of some critical
points on which we think most Americans can agree.

In brief, our position is that there is a life-or-death
struggle now taking place between two groups in Cen-
tral America. One side is committed to democracy, to
human rights, and to social progress; the other is anti-
democratic and believes that the program of an *“‘en-
lightened vanguard” is more important than human
rights. We believe that if the United States is to have a
decent regard for the needs and wishes of the people of
Central America, we must continue to support the
pro-democratic side in this struggle.

PRODEMCA will take no position on the nature or
amount of U.S. aid to the members of the pro-demo-
cratic coalition, nor on whether it should be condi-
tional, nor on specific diplomatic proposals, nor on
any specific legislation or candidates. PRODEMCA
condemns death squads of every political persuasion
and favors effective action to prevent killings and other
deprivations of basic human rights.

PRODEMCA is incorporated in the District of Co-
lumbia as an educational nonprofit organization and is
organized and will operate to meet the requirements of
section 501(c)(3) of the U.S. Internal Revenue Code, so
that contributions to the Committee are tax-deducti-
ble.

The following trip report was written by the PRODEMCA staff and does not necessarily represent the views of the
— participants in the PRODEMCA El Salvador Election observer group. The statement written by the observers themselves
Jollows the trip report.
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Trip report of the Citizen Observer Group to the
Salvadoran Runoff Election for President

Twenty-five Americans traveled together to El Salvador at
their own expense in order to observe the runoff election
for President of that country. The group included Demo-

and Republicans, a former ambassador, college pro-
wessors and a college student—men and women of ages
ranging from 21 to 75. Some traveled as representatives of
Catholic and Protestant organizations, some were sent by
nonprofit foundations, and some were traveling at their
own initiative.

All the people in the Citizen Observer Group had been
following the Central American conflict and had precon-
ceptions about what they would see based mostly on what
they had read and seen in the media. And all of them
returned to the United States profoundly concerned be-
cause they found that what they saw with their own eyes
and heard from the Salvadoran people they spoke with
bore little resemblance to what the American media had
led them to expect.

Because of all they had heard and because they were all
aware that elections in Central America have in the past
often been corrupt affairs characterized by massive fraud
and intimidation, the observers went out to the polls suspi-
cious of what they would be told by officials and doubtful
that voters would be willing to speak openly. They were
watching for even subtle signs of the continuation in the
present of the corruption of the past, or of voters whose

“ords would reflect their fears rather than their feelings.

(

The observers found that they had had three misconcep-
tions about (i) the quality of the electoral process, (ii) the
spirit of the voters, and (iii) the meaning of the elections.

ON THE QUALITY OF THE
ELECTORAL PROCESS:

PRECONCEPTION: The clear plastic boxes into which
the voters put their ballots opened the door to intimidation
of voters and made “a mockery of the secret ballot.”
OBSERVATION: The vast majority of the ballots were
folded so that it was impossible to see which party symbol
had been marked.

None of the twenty-five observers ever saw anyone, in
or out of uniform, standing near the ballot boxes, or
“urnas,” watching how people were voting (let alone put-
ting the names of those who voted the “wrong way” on
blacklists, or death lists). Those Salvadorans who did not
take the care to fold their ballots well enough to be un-
readable were simply not bothering to use an available
precaution against a nonexistent threat. Some of the PRO-
DEMCA observers even saw ballots (some cast for each
party) which had been folded by voters with the obvious
intention of having their choice clearly visible. Where
there are no “malicious intimidators,” in the words of one
of the observers, “there is no need to behave as if there
are.” The observers agreed that the few ballots which
were readable through the sides of the box were evidence
of the absence of intimidation at the polls, not of its pres-
ence.

PRECONCEPTION: The fact that voting is mandatory
in El Salvador, with severe punishment for some non-
voters, would mean that a large turnout at the elections
was no more meaningful than the almost 100% turnout for






ited hold close to two-thirds of El Salvador’s population.
Everywhere they went the observers reported seeing par-
ents bringing their children to the polling places and ven-

/~ s selling soft drinks and flavored ices to the lines of

voters. It is not difficult to tell if a crowd of people is
y with or burdened by what they are doing. The
mood of the crowds on May 6th was cheerful and positive
even after many people had stood on line for three hours
in the sun.
PRECONCEPTION: The presence of members of the
Salvadoran Armed Forces at the polling places would be a
source of voter intimidation.
‘OBSERVATION: Because the ballots were cast in secret,
with no members of the military watching how people
voted at any of the dozens of polling places visited by the
small groups of PRODEMCA observers, the presence of
the military cannot be said to have influenced the voters’
choice of parties.

The twenty-five observers agreed that intimidation from
the military was not only absent but also impossible, given
the presence of poll watchers from both parties at every
voting table. Because the poll watchers had the power to
reject, at the time of the counting of the ballots, votes
which they felt had not been freely cast, the military could
not get away with intimidation had that been their goal. In
fact, however, the observers saw no reason to believe that
members of the military ever even tried to tilt the vote

ward either candidate. Soldiers were under strict orders

om their commander-in-chief not to vote and, so far as
we could tell, none did. This command was so closely
followed that the PRODEMCA observers who tried to
convince soldiers to tell them which party they favored
were completely unsuccessful—even when they caught an
individual soldier alone and promised that his words
would be off the record, they could not get him to admit
even hypothetically which party he favored.
PRECONCEPTION: Salvadorans would resent the ubiq-
uitous presence of soldiers at the polls.
OBSERYVATION: None of the observers saw any indica-
tion, subtle or direct, that the presence of the Armed
Forces at the polls was felt by Salvadorans to be motivated
by anything other than the need for security.

A number of the PRODEMCA observers, when they
asked civilians standing in line at the polls what they
thought about soldiers being denied the vote, were sur-
prised by the answers they received. Some voters said
they thought it unfair to deny the thousands of citizens
who happen to be in uniform the right to have a share in
choosing their commander-in-chief. But the most surpris-
ing answer came from some of those Salvadorans who did
/.got regret the soldiers’ requirement not to vote—*“of

Jurse they shouldn’t vote, they're busy guarding us.”
PRECONCEPTION: The “Democratic Process” in El
Salvador is little more than a creation of those forces in
the United States who want to see military aid to El Salva-

dor approved. The huge lines of voters will be a sign of
intimidation rather than of grass-roots support for the
electoral process.

OBSERVATION: All the observers found that the Salva-
dorans whom they saw and met were voting for their own
country and for their own welfare rather than out of con-
cern for American strategic interests.

The fecling among the observers was that the Salvador-
ans who went out to vote did so enthusiastically. “Why
else would they get on line a whole hour before the polls
opened?” one observer asked. One of the clearest indica-
tions of that enthusiasm was the number of people who
devoted the whole of May 6th to working at the polls.
There were over thirty thousand poll workers—at each of
the approximately 6,000 urnas there was the three-person
electoral “committee” as well as at least two “vigilantes,”
wearing either the green aprons of the Christian Demo-
crats or the red, white and blue ones of the ARENA party,
plus many other vigilantes and supervisors.
PRECONCEPTION: The hatred felt by the two candi-
dates for each other that is so obvious any time either
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A Salvadoran woman has her finger marked with indelible
dye after voting on May 6, 1984.



candidate speaks is so great that the tension between sup-
porters of the two parties at the polls will be near the
breaking point. Given that hatred, cooperation between

—~ e parties will be unlikely.

- UBSERVATION: The hatred which exists between the

candidates disappeared at the polling places—an observa-
tion which is especially amazing given the fact that many
voters and vigilantes seemed convinced that without the
victory of their party, El Salvador was doomed.

At every polling table in the country there were people
from the two parties working together closely and peace-
fully for a very long day. The party members at the polls
were committed to only one thing more than their own
parties—the fairness of the election. They all realized that
the validity of their party’s victory would be challenged if
the elections were less than perfect, and they all seemed to
believe that their party would win.

A few of the observers in the group reported that they
were in the largest polling place in El Salvador at six in the
evening just as the polls closed—the national fairground.
At exactly six o’clock the power failed and the lights went
out. Within seconds, they said, hundreds of flashlights
flicked on, and everyone moved away from the ballot
boxes. Then two people, one from each party, rested their
elbows on the top of each box and shined a flashlight
inside so that nobody could claim that the darkness had
been taken advantage of as an opportunity to stuff the

~—~hallot boxes. They said that they saw some of the party

(

orkers actually lock arms around the boxes.

While there were stories about fights breaking out at
one polling place between the vigilantes of the two par-
ties, none of the PRODEMCA observers reported seeing
anything more violent than heated but civil debate where
they went.

ON THE MEANING OF THE
SALVADORAN ELECTION:

PRECONCEPTION: No matter how long the lines are at
the polls, an election in a country where a civil war is

going on (and only one side of that war is on the ballot)
will not be a very meaningful measure of the popular will.
OBSERVATION: The observers found only the most
sporadic indications that the absence of an FMLN/FDR
(the guerrillas’ organization and its political representa-
tives) party symbol was missed by the Salvadoran people.
The observers in the group who watched the vote count in
the evening reported that all but a few of the ballots they
saw had been cast for one of the two parties—some of
them were surprised by this because they had expected to
see more of the blank and defaced ballots which have
always been the accepted way for voters to say that they
dislike all the choices on a ballot. One observer said she
saw one ballot on which the words “they’re both killers”
had been written.

CONCLUSION:

A couple of the observers from the PRODEMCA group
came up with the best explanation of the meaning of the
Salvadoran election so far. They said that the people who
cast votes for the Christian Democrats felt Duarte could
best bring peace to El Salvador and that the people who
marked the ARENA symbol felt that D’ Aubuisson could
best bring peace to El Salvador. The fact that more PDC
symbols than ARENA ones had been marked, they ex-
plained, meant that more people wanted Duarte than
D’ Aubuisson to be El Salvador’s President. They said that
those people who cast null ballots, or no ballots, rather
than votes for one of the two parties could be considered
to be dissatisfied with the candidates or the electoral proc-
ess and that some fraction—perhaps even most—of those
people could even be supporters of the guerrillas.

What the observers said was self-evident. But some-
times the obvious has to be pointed out if it is to escape
from the fog of over-analysis. By finally saying the obvi-
ous, the members of the citizen observer group of the
runoff presidential election in El Salvador are making a
contribution as fundamental as that of the boy who finally
said, “The Emperor has no clothes!”
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Statement of the PRODEMCA El Salvador Election
Observer Group

May 7, 1984

We are 25 Americans who responded to an opportunity
to come as private citizens at our own expense to see the
Salvadoran elections for ourselves. We include Demo-

, Republicans and independents, supporters and op-
sonents of President Reagan’s reelection. We speak for
ourselves, not for any organization.

We want to express our appreciation for the hospitality
we received from Salvadorans everywhere we went. Our
credentials as non-governmental observers made us wel-
come everywhere we wanted to go.

We will comment only on what we saw and the facts
that we have evidence to support. We will not speak about
specific policy questions because they depend on much
more than the facts we learned. And we certainly take no
position on the Salvadorans’ choice between their two
candidates.

Before starting, we want to say that what we saw made
us proud of our country: first by the demonstration that
the Salvadoran people share our democratic faith; and
second because four million of our tax dollars helped to
make the arrangements for this successful election possi-
ble. The money could not have been better spent.

The following observations apply to what we were able
to see ourselves. We went in eight cars, each with an
interpreter and each choosing its own route. We covered
the areas of the country where most of the people live,

/nall towns and big cities. We believe that the dozens of

(/ olling places we observed, and the hundreds of voters we

talked to were reasonably representative of most of the
country. But of course we didn’t see everything; many

things could have happened that we didn’t see.

1. For us it is beyond doubt that this was a free and fair
election, a shining example of the democratic spirit of
which the Salvadorans are justly proud.

2. It was clearly the whole Salvadoran community turn-
ing out in an enthusiastic expression of national spirit. The
atmosphere was like small towns in the U.S. on the 4th of
July, with families bringing the children along.

3. We saw no indications that people were voting be-
cause of intimidation or because the law required it. On
the contrary, all the signs, subtle as well as direct, were
that people voted because they had decided that it was
their duty to do so as part of their commitment to democ-

. racy and to achieve peace.

4. The imperfections we saw were technical and incon-
sequential, neither one-sided nor substantial.

5. We were amazed at the number and spirit of the
young people working at the polling places, over 30,000
altogether. They worked hard and with good spirit be-
tween the parties that was very good-hearted.

6. It was clear that the Army was committed to having
free competitive elections. They worked hard providing
effective security and they were neutral.

7. The people believed that the Army supported a free
election. The people, the government, and the Army all
saw themselves as working together in a common strong
commitment to a government based on free and competi-
tive elections.

8. The voters knew that the guerrillas rejected the elec-
tions—and they overwhelming rejected the guerrillas’ po-




sition on this issue. We saw no indication that many peo-
ple wanted to have an opportunity to vote for the guerrillas
or their political representatives. In the places where we

" ww the couont, the number of null votes—an accepted

~ay of expressing support for the guerrillas—was below
the 10% level of the March election.

Conclusion: We came 1o see for ourselves, and on two
major issues we found things very different than what
most people we talked to at home believe.

A. Our friends thought we were brave—or crazy—to
go to such a *“dangerous” place. We felt safe. The Salva-
dorans were out with their children, so they felt safe.

El Salvador. But we can testify that there are large areas
which are peaceful and feel safe.

B. All kinds of doubt have been cast on Salvadoran
elections—as propaganda, a climate of fear, etc., etc.
These doubts are wrong. The Salvadoran elect:ons are
first-class free elections.

We must ask whether the process by which Americans
try to inform themselves about El Salvador is so great a
failure on other matters as well.

Finally, we strongly believe that to be true to ourselves,
our country must support El Salvador so that its brave
commitment to government based on free elections is not

Figures rounded to the nearest whole percent

* Provisional results as of May 11,

1984 with 96.0BZ of the vote counted.

Undoubtedly there is violence and danger somewhere in defeated by those now attacking it.
The following is a list of those who participated in the
election observer trip:
Steve Allen Anniston, Alabama Joachim Maitre Boston, Massachusetts
John Bennett, Jr. San Antonio, Texas Mihajlo Mihajlov Columbus, Ohio
Francis Carroll Worcester, Massachusetts  John Miller Chicago, Illinois
Shari Cohn Laurel, Maryland Sister Camilla Mullay  Columbus, Ohio
Paul Dietrich Washington, D. C. Barbara Perkins New York, New York
Angier Biddle Duke New York, New York William D. Sindlinger Cedar Falls, lIowa
Peter Flaherty Washington, D. C. William W. Sindlinger Cedar Falls, Iowa
Daniel James Washington, D, C. Alex Singer Ithaca, New York
Harry T. Johnson Medway, Massachusetts Max Singer Chevy Chase, Maryland
Roger Kaplan New York, New York Kenneth Smilen New York, New York
Penn Kemble Washington, D. C. Mary Temple New York, New York
- Phillip Lawler Washington, D. C. Vicki Thomas Bethesda, Maryland
Esther Wilson Washington, D. C.
App.: Comparison of Vote Totals Three Elections
ELECTION OF
CONSTITUTIONAL ASSEMBLY PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS
DEPUTIES
1982 March 1984 May 1984 *
votes T of 2 of votes T of % of votes 2 of T of
valid total valid total valid total
P.D.C, 546,218 | 40 35 549,727 43 39 752,625 54 49
ARENA 402,304 30 26 376,917 30 27 651,741 46 43
Other 413,817 30 27 334,632 27 24 - - —
Parties
Total 1,362,339 | 100 88 J 1,266,276 | 100 89 |1,404,366 | 100 92
Valid
Invalid 131,498 8 104,557 7 81,017 5
Blank 51,438 3 41,736 3 32,582 2
Chal- 6,412 0 6,926 0 6,114 0
lenged .
Total 189,348 12 153,217 11 119,713 8
Invalid
TOTAL 1,551,687 100 | 1,419,493 100 |1,524,079 100
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By John L. Miller
l was one ofa group of25

Americans who _ visited

El Salvador as private
‘citizens to pbserve far them-
clections for president.

T personally visited seven
‘polling places of - disparate
economic background, in-
cluding two out in the

. vountryside. While we can

only comment on what we
saw—and, of course, we did

. hot see everything—the

conclusion of our group,
“supported by my personal
observations, was that the
. clections were fair, free,
honest and in the best tradi-
tions of democracy.

I have seen a great many
clections in this country,

and ‘what we saw had the -
.. féel, taste and smell of an .

electlon combined with
some festive aspects seldom
visible here. People turned
_out in enormous numbers -
“and stood in long lmea to
cast their votes. "
I was able to talk to doz-
" ens of voters; they said they

‘.- were voting as a duty to

their country and were vo-
ting for peacé and a better
life. Two women explained,
with tears in their eyes, that .
an election was the way to
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end the killing.

I wish to strongly empha- ..

size that we saw no evidence
that people were voting be-

cause of intimidation or be- .

cause the law requires it.
Compulsory voting laws ex-
ist in many countries, in-
cluding Australia, home of
the secret ballot. Such laws

are based on the theory that

voting is & public duty, as

well as a private right.
None of the

 talked to seem to

" afraid. Many approached us

to volunteer their oEinions. .
e poll-
'watchers, the children ac-

The enthusiasm of t

companying their parents to
the polfs the demeanor of
the people in line and the
spontaneity of those at

Christian Democratic Party

headquarters awaiting the
results (Harold Washingtéon
would have enjoyed it) bear

“testimony that people acted

for democracy.

While the act of voting is
obligatory, the voter is not
obliged to vote for one of
the two runoff candidates.
The voter can cast no vote
or make his “X" so as to
touch both party boxes, ef-

fectively voiding the ballot.

This is an, accepted ex-
pression of rejecting the
choices offered, and in- past

PERSONAL
. "VIEW

ple [.

Salvadoran elections has ap-

" proached 40 percent. This is

also an accepted fashion of
expressing Support for the
guerrillas.

In the places where we
observed the count, the
number of null votes was
well below the 10 percent

. level of the March election.

The voters knew that “the
guerrillas rejected the elec-

tions—and they overwhelm- -

ingly rejected the guerrillas’
position on this issue.

Any election has its sna-
fus. However, the ones I saw

were garden-variety elec--

tion-day irregularities.’

At one polling place, a
Christian Democrat poll
watcher, believing I was an
official, lodged, in Spanish,
a complaint of electioneer-
ing, showing me some sus-
pect literature. 1 was soon
surrounded by partisans of
both sides.

1 did not need a translator

to understand the dispute;-

it was one I have seen doz-

“ens of times. With the assis-

tance of regular eléction of-

ficials, both sides agreed not.

to distribute the literature.
Disputes like this one do

-

not cast doubt upon the
process; indeed, they pro-
vide the human inconsisten- -
¢y that shows citizen par-
ticipation, commitment and
involvement. There are no
such disputes in totalitarian
states.

.A familiar complaint was
about names missing from
the voting register. In my
judgment, the number was
very small, especially con-
sidering the technical diffi-
culties incumbent upon the
creation of a nationwide
computenzed voler name
list in four months. ~

Anyone who has e-er
worked with computer. or
voting lists will underitand -
the difficulties encountered
in the first round of the
elections in March. The
bugs were almost entirely
out of the system for the
runoff election.

The registration hst was
meant to serve the same
purpose it does here: pre-
vent fraud.' As the director
of the project for the cre-
ation of the list told me,
some have criticized the reg-+
istration lists, but no one
has said the elections were
stolen.

A few comments about
the role of the army are
appropriate. In many Third

d —7
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World nations, younger and
better educated military of-
ficers have been a force for
modernization, albeit not al-
ways for” democracy.

The image of the military
officer as reactionary is out-
dated. We saw no evidence
that the Army was anythin
other than neutral. Inde
members of the armed
forces abstained from voting
as a demonstration of their
neutrality.

In short, I found thmgs in
El Sal\ador very different
than most people 1 talk to
at home believe. In particu-
lar, my friends thought I
was brave or crazy to go to a
‘‘dangerous” place. Well,
San Salvador is not Belrut.,

the rebels are not on the
_verge of rolling up to the .
Central Plaza. I felt safe;

Salvadorans, many of whom

were accompamed to the

polls by their children,

clearly felt safe.
I was disap

to see “Rebels Attack Mars
Voting” in headline type.
The incident was isolated
and fleeting and our group’s
observers in San Miguel re-

- ported the election proceed-

ed normally and with a
heavy turnout. -
Second, the doubt” that

inted when l ’
got off the plane in Miami -

isitor fmds_ Salvadoran electlon ‘free, fair*

has been cast on the Salva
doran elections reflects th
cynicism of the doubters
The commitment of the Sal

. vadorans is refreshingly fre
" from that *‘sophistication.”

The degree of citizen par
ticipation—as electior
judges, poll watchers, anc
workers—was amazingly
high: over 30,000, mostly
young peoEle actively .-in-
volved in the process.

I was able to spend some
time talking privately with
Jose Napoleon Duarte , ap-
parently now president-

" elect. He spoke of a “social

pact,” enlisting the coopera-
tion .of the disparate ele-
ments of Salvadoran society
to rebuild the economy and
achieve peace and, extend-
ing beyond El Salv ador. tpa
social pact among the na-
tions, including the Umwd
States.
. American support for de-
mocracy and economic prog-
ress in El Salvador is clearly
part. of his broader vision.
Should we, for any reason,
fail to provide such support,
my sadness would not be
just for El Salvador. T
John L. Miller is a part-
ner in the Chicago law firm
of Shaw & Miller and o
recognized authority on

election law and practice.
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PRIVATE US
OBSERVERS AGREE
SALVADOR
ELECTIONS FREE
AND HONEST

San Salvador-Twenty
five Americans who vis-
ited E! Salvador at their
own expense to observe
the May 6, run-off elec-
tions for President reach-
ed the unanimous con-
clusion that the elections
were fair, free, and hon-
est in the best traditions
of democracy. The fol-
owing is their statement,
followed by a list or
those participating:

“We are 25 Americans
who responded to an
opportunity to come as
private citizens at our
own expense to see the
Salvadoran elections for
ourselves. We include
Democrats, Republicans
and independents, sup-
porters and opponents
of President Reagan's
reelection. We speak for
ourselves, not for any
organization.

“We want to express
our gratitude for the
warm weicome we re-
ceived from Salvadorans
everywhere we went.
Our credentials as non-
governmentai observers
made us welcome every-
where we wanted to go.

. will comment—
only on that we saw and
the facts that we have
evidence to support. We
will not speak about
spécific policy questions
because they depend on
much more than the
facts we iearned. And
we certainly take no

osition on the choice
tween the two candi-
dates.
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“We want to say that
what we saw made us
?_roud of our country:
irst by the demonstra-
tion that the Salvadoran
people share our demo-
cratic faith; and second
because 4 million of our
tax dollars helped to
make the arran?aments
for this successfut elec-
tion possible. The money
could not have been
better spent.

“The following obser-
vations apply to what
we were able to see our-
selves. We went in eight
cars, each with an inter-
preter and each choosing
its own route. We cover-
ed the areas of the coun-
try where most of the
people live, small towns
and big cities. We believe
that the dozens of poli-
ing places we observed,
and the hundreds of
voters we talked to were
reasonably representative
of most of the country.
But of course we didn't
see everything; many
things could have hap-
pened that we didn't
see

“l. For usit is beyond
doubt that this was a
free and fair eiection, a
shining example of the
democratic spirit  of
which the Salvadorans
are justly proud.

2. it was clegrly the
whole Salvadoran com-
munity turning out in
an enthusiastic expres-
sion of national spirit.
The atmosphere was like
small towns in the U.S.
on the 4th of July, with
families bringing the chil-
dren along.

3. We saw no indica-
tions that people were
voting because of intim-

botvbes
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idation or becauss thu
law required it. On the
contrary, all the signs,
subtle as well as direct,
were that people voted
because they had decid-
ed that it was their
duty to do so as part of
their commitment to
democracy and to peace.

“*4. The imperfections
we saw were technical
and inconsequential, nei-
ther one-sided nor sub-
stantial,

“5. We were amazed
at the number and spirit
of the people working
at the lling places,
over 30, altogether.
They worked hard and
with good spirit between
the parties that was very
heart-warming.

“6. It was clear that
the Army was committed
to having free competi-
tive elections. They work-

hard providing ef-
fective security and they
were neutral.

*7. The people be-
lieved that the Army
supported a free elec-
tion. The people, the

vernment, and the

rmy all saw themselves
as working together in a
common strong com-
mitment to a govern-
ment based on free and
competitive elections.

“8. The voters knew
that the guerrillas reject-
ed the elections - and
they overwhelmingly re-
jected the guerrifia posi-
tion on this issue. We
saw no indication that
many people wanted to
have an opportunity to
vote for the guerrillas
or their political repre.
sentatives. In the places
where we saw the count,
the number of null
votes - the accepted
expression of support
for the guerrillas - was
below the 100/0 leve! of
the March election.

“Conclusion, We came
to see for ourseives and
on two major issues we
found things very dif-
ferent than most people
we talk to at home be

lieve.

“A.Ouwr friends thought
we were brave - or cra-
zy - to come to such a
“dangerous’ place. We
felt safe, The Salva-
dorans were out with
their children, so they
feit safe. Undoubtedly

¢ there is violencs and
dangsr somewhere in E!
Salvador. But we can
testify that thers are
lasge  areas which are
peaceful and feel safe.

*B. All kinds of doubt

has been cast on Saiva-
_doran elections - as pro-
Paganda, and a climate
,of  fear,
,are wrong. The Salva-
“doran elections are first
.class free elactions. We
Jmust ask whether the
\process by which Ame-
,‘ricans try” to inform
themselves about E Sal-

J vador is as great a failure
in other matters as well,
“Finally, we strongly
believe that to be true
to ourseives and our

These doubts.

From page 8. ., PRIVATE US OBSERVERS. ..

country must support
El Salvador so that its
brave commitment to
overnment - based on
ree elections is not
defeated by those now
attacking it."”

The statement was
unanimously approved
by the group: Esther
Wilson, Washington, D.
C., Sister Camilla Mul
lay, Columbus Ohio,
Vicki Thomas, Bethesda,
Md., Kennet Suifen, N.
Y.C., Francis Carroll,
Worcester, Mass, John
Miller, Chicago, William
D. Sindinger Cedar Falls,
lowa, Mary Temple, N.
Y.C., Pern Kembie, Wash.

D.C., Daniel James,
Wash, D.C., Angier Bid-
dle Duke, N.Y.C., Joa-
chim Maitre, Boston,
Alexander Singer, Ithaca,
Paul Dietrich, Wash. D,
C., Shari Cohn, Mary-
land, Roger Kaplan, N.
Y.C., Harry T, Johnson,
Medway, "Mass., John
Bennett, Jr., San Anto-
nio, Tex. William W.

Sindlinger, Cedar Falls,
lowa, Steve Allen, An-
niston, Alabama, Peter
Flaherty, Wash. D.C.

Philip Lawler, Wash. D.
C., Barbara Perkins, N.
Y.C.. Mihalo Mihalov,
Columbus, Ohio, Max
agger. Chevy Chase,

L
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El Salvador electmns

Eonons NOTE: Jom‘u “Bon-
nett, a retired Air Force major gen- -

. oral. retired San Antonio  banker
#nd € rancher, observed the May 6 |
Funoft elections for president :of E

+§eivacor. He also “wvisied ‘posta
Rica and Nicaragua.

By JOHN M. BENNETT -~

One of the amost musua]
=4kings about the: to.Cantral
“America was the fiverde group
of American sbservers wbom ]

asccompanied. .
There were Democrats, -Re

publicans and political independ- -
ents. The ages ranged from 19 to
75. There were two college pro- -
fessors, a college student, a for- .
mer ambassador, a black wo-
man writer, 8 nun, a retired
Vietnam veteran and represent-

JOHN M. BENNETT

oo fair, free, honon

-citizens to vole is not enfo
Some risked being shot by the
Communists Lo vote.

| saw no animosity beiwecn
the poll-watchers for the cands-.
dates, Jose Napoleon Duarte
and Roberto d ublsson, Tbey
seemed o

preiyy, §ood
CPod pmeler owd —-l-l-l--ﬂ_ T iaf o

OPPosilion  DeWSpaper «
nxb'lis:r. 8 tepreseniative of
e business communily, a rep-
resentative of .Jabor and &
spokesman for a human nghts

Mariano Fiallos, the election
chief, promised an hones! elec-
. dlon and said we would be in-

cedlad v ple dn abcacein dbo comdlam

om a member of the American
-fEmbassy staff said we weren’t

' ‘I:he!dndo!peoplewbeinvited

The Sendinista -government
hns Jowered the voting age 10 16,
‘which will grealy increase the
Sandinista vote. 1t appears the
Sandinistas are insuring their
victory, according to the same
*m staffer.

Pablo . Antonio "Guadro, the

blisber.of La Prensa, told us

{ the government does not
- ceasor his jtion paper line
" by line. He said the pensorship is
-sporadic-but,- if he deviates too
far from the government's lim-

_its, then his ne t supply is
simply cal off u?m he can't pub

atives from Cathobic and Protes.  ballots were set aside for elec- m}},‘gmz;?’amj‘gg; o
tant organjzations and {rom non- uo:‘geudge dbéfore and fhe Human 15, 8 privete organi-
-profit foundations. - - M‘ ore ¢ gation, e glnduusus ol
Yel, we 25 Americans of all héight mumstsr gbonm.qut’a & gtﬂueby violence or<mprison-
Abese different persyasions and  Communt This caused g people. Instead, the govern.
~ackgrounds .thw 'pmblmems% the . Went eontrols access W the food
»o9uS conclusion Lhat e, Bl Sal { ot ut. the slection olficials Bagply. beath care and educs:
bonest and in the best traditions 'W&lﬂdwmwym. ;m :
{{om-pwnecx’;':eg ‘nm' -'."j"Once,"w'hen the Hights camé general Mt fabor nz:on
Choos Com L e, SOCK On, 1 saW the e and .@mid by many
’ 3 re P LS Arbission ‘watchers both lean- jcal) vigitors who do not
“We those Where ‘we wiitted * {ng on the ‘baliot 'box, ‘keeping t to he:r mytm:;g,m
ln ¥0 1o observe the “tbe lid on with thetr élbows. . -mbout thé
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Bay State Observers’
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two election obeervers

they saw were technical and ipeonse-
quential, peither one-sided por substan-
tial, be seid
“Jt was 3 humbling experience to see
competing against terror-
tsm. And the Salvadoran’s strong desire
!ondunocncylorthehmumemso
. They were obsessed with
[ this election free and clear,”
Carroll said.
Bl Salvador is a Centra! American
country about the size of Massachusetts
with a population of about 4.7 million.

In March the voters in the agricul-
tural country went Lo the polls to electa

president from eight parties running

. @andidates. There was po clear majori-

ty 50 a runof{ election was called.

Voters were asked Sunday to choose
between the conservative Arena party
and the more liberal Christian Demo-
cratic A

About 1.6 million of the country’s 1.8
million voters participated in the choice
between Christian Detpocrat Jose Na-
palecs Duarte and Roberto D'Abuisson
&f the Arena Party.

chl Sc_xlvgdor Yotmg
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rtpaudm'udumm;vm-y
d&lmh
D’Abuissor’s

"‘l'heml:u'ﬂn(:ommunkt

' guerrillas ryjected the election and they

overwhehningly rejected the goerrilla's

. position oo this imsue. We saw no indica-

-

: Inrchelc!’n."

tion that many people wantad to have
the opportanity to vote for the guerril-
{as or their political representatives. In

- the places where we saw the count, the
% pember of mull votas — the accepied

expression of sapport for the guerrilles
— was below the 10 percent level of the
Carroll said ;

‘Army Stayed Out’
Carroll said, “The army stayed out of
this completely.”

lo the 66 precincts be and Johoson
toured from § a.m. to § p.am, the army
was pever close to the polls People

- liped up at the polls and showed identifi-

cation cards to members of both parties
certifying the voters. Voters also bad a
finger and the pailm of their hand
marked with ink to ensure they could
not vote again, Carroll said.

At aach of the 60 polls the two men
visited, six to 10 people from different
sides monitored the election. There
were §.000 polls, Johnson said. That
means there were from 30,000 to 50,000
people belping check the vote. In addi-
tion there were computers to tally the
vote.

“This was the [airest and most open

election I've ever seen in my life . . . If
anyona knows sbout voting fraud,
Americans do,” Carroll sald.

While the eloction appsared to be
faft, Johnson said that was “no guaran-
tee the pewly elocted government will
be stable.”





