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Ms. Helen H. Morita 
Charley's 
1682-A Kalakaua Avenue 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96826 

Dear Ms. Morita: 

United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

I am replying to your February 11 letter to President 
Reagan regarding U.S. policy toward recent events in the 
Philippines. 

The U.S. Government maintained strict neutrality in the 
Philippine elections, consistently urging that they be free and 
fair. Nevertheless, the elections were marred by widespread 
fraud and violence, and the results were not credible to the 
Filipino people. 

The events following the elections and leading ·to the 
transition to a new government in the Philippines are now 
history. The United States moved quickly to recognize the 
Aquino Government. In a February 25 statement announcing the 
U.S. position, Secretary Shultz noted that President Reagan was 
pleased with the peaceful transition. He characterized recent 
events in the Philippines as "one of the most stirring and 
courageous examples of the democratic process in modern his
tory." 

The United States stands ready to assist in Filipino 
efforts to deal with the problems their country faces. The way 
to restore peace and prosperity has always been through politi
cal, economic, and military reforms. The cpuntry faces major. 
economic and security problems, including a dangerous communist 
insurgency. We are consulting with the Aquino Government to 
assess needs and determine how we can be helpful. 

Sincerely yours, 

... 
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ID: 394314 

MEDIA: LETTER, DATED FEBRUARY 11, 1986 

TO: 

FROM: 

PRESIDENT REAGAN 

MS. HELEN H. MORITA 
CHARLEY'S 
1682-A KALAKAUA AVENUE 
HONOLULU HI 96826 

SUBJECT: WRITING BEFORE PHILIPPINE ELECTION, ASKS THAT 
U. S. ASSIST MRS.CORAZON AQUINO 

PROMPT ACTION IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED AT 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 

AGENCY LIAISON, ROOM 91, THE WHITE HOUSE 
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DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
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1682-A Kalakaua Avenue • Honolulu, Hawaii 96826 

President RONALD REAGAN 
United States President 
WHITE HOUSE. 
Washington, D. C. 20001 

Dear President RONALD REAGAN: 

February 11, 1986 

394314 

re: PHILIPPINE ELECI'ION. Ferdinand .Marcos, or CORAZON AQUINO. 

We should protect: "righteousness and truth", as our Lord \\B..nts us to be. 
BE ALERI', (enemies may sabotage) SUBIC BAY NAVAL BASE and CLARK AIR B\SE, These 
bases are irrpo~t for World protection as well as for any of us.which give a 
feeling of protection in the Pacific area, and is also supporting their Country 
economically. 

Many Filipino voters has risked their lives, and many murdered, (if they were our 
sons, will you put nore value to your reflection to your speeches?) because they 
too believe in "fair play", "derrocracy", and "equal treatments". 

In many of your speeches you have stressed "Lords prayer", Honestness, Fairness, 
and many other honorable qualities as our great Leader that I look up to in you. 

The World and our History will also evaluate your presidency, and our Country! 
I think we should some-how convince President MARCOS to be fair as a MAN, and 
to his Country as well as to the World. The world is watching United States too! 
He is taking.advantage of our position and may lead us to un-necessarily a 
self defense war. 

Get someone who can mediate and convince the Powerful, Marcos and his military 
rren who held powers over 20 years, fraudulantl y, selfishly, and greed for his 
family, friends, Crooks, Irnalda, and himself, to be honest and fair and to 
concede and admit defeat w-ithout causing violent disorder, tumult., or cause 
civil WAR! Which might involve United State! 

As a woman, Corazon Aquino is doing pretty good. The things she said, is not 
damaging, yet. 'With a good.administration, assisting and guiding her fai:r-:J..y, 
she too can be a good leader. I think she will uprade Philippirie ! 

Marcos gave power to his family and friends unjustly, and profited, and put fear 
in many people who is against him or oppose his command or take over his position, 
inorder to continue his powerful control over the citizens of the Philippine! 

WHEN MARCOS regime stoop to murder and fraud, the very thing that we United 
States is preaching, we should assist CORY AQUINO, with-out WAR. 

( 

SirJ;~~:Jt71~ ;;/ht:\("! rMorita 
CC~A~Jri'a.lo}Afil:&iifilltUGAR, etc. 

CHARLEY'S SCENIC TOURS 

CHARLEY'S TOUR & TRANSPORTATION, INC. 



Bulletin from Nicolaides 
-~....,.~~~.;. ... r.~--- .. ,,,·,~- ,., .. ·~·~---' -~ 

After seizing control of the 
State-run TV station in a near
bloodless skirmish, rebel leaders 
Fidel Ramos, former army chief
of-staff, and Juan Ponce Enrile, 
former defe:r;ise minister, went on 
the air to announce they were 
forming a provisional government. 
Prominently placed on the table 
alongside the microphones was a 
four foot statue of Our Lady of 
Fatima. 

No network commented on what 
Gary Wills once contemptuously 
referred to as "that Cold War 
icon," because they probably 
didn't know what to me.ke of it. 
But most of the Philippine people 
understood the symbolism: The new 
government will respect the church 
but will have give no quarter to 
communists or crypto-communists 
posing as votaries of "liberation 
theology." 

~!7~5~1 
Ct?/.Zo _ _. 
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THE WHITE HOUS 

WASHINGTON 

2/21/86 

Jean 

Movement. 

I told her I would pass this message 
along but if her letter so recently 
dated I would honestly have to 
say it probably had not had time 
to be duly processed for mail so 
very heavy now. She seemed upset 
that I told hen this and told me 
"we have tried repeatedly to reach 
the Administration but have not been 
answered (I have FILES checking to 
see if there is any record on her 
or the organization). 

She already has called me twice since 
her call of aobut an hour ago. 

?? 

Mary 



D. PLEASE PHONE .... 

D WILL CALL AGAIN 

. D RETURNED YO~R CALL 

MESSAGE 

t;Vc\H!J1WERE VISITED BY-

D AUTOVON 

D IS WAITING TO SEE YOU .. 

. D WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

RECEIVED BY 
(Ji(/loATE. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

April 11, 1986 

MEMORANDUM FOR DIANNA G. HOLLAND 

FROM: JOHN G. ROBERTS~ 
SUBJECT: Wonders Whether Marcos Contributed 

$2-3 Million to Presidential Campaign 
While he was Governor 

I raised this item at a morning staff meeting, and Mr. Fielding 
decided that we should not respond. 



LETICIA T. SEVILLA 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

2528 BABCOCK RD., VIENNA, VIRGINIA 22180 

703-281-0280 . 

February 20, 1986 

The President, Rohald Reagan 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave, 
Washington DC 

Sir: 

~ There is a i;ymoc going around like wildfire 
among the Asian-Americans in the area which says that 
Philippine "President" Ferdinand Marcos, reputedly 

1 

! 
I 
( 

richer that the 10 richest Americans combined, · contri bllt ed. 

J :~3 '' _mil~~-i.<?~r:!:,~ ~~~~},~,~~,~~~S.J,QJJ,~_,g~~~E,!~~~ while you -were 
~.~~~,!-!,:,,.,. "'~ ...... ,,,..,..,...."~""""'~=-~<•-.... -,~·-.. '=··-.,,. 

The only evidence available is that Marcos is 
rich enough and wily enough to have done this; that you 
have visited the Philippines and have called yourself 
a personal friend of Marcos and that you have so far refused 
to ask Marcos to step aside. 

Mr. President, I would like you to know this because 
your reputation is deteriorating rapidly among Asian-Americans. 
I would appreciate some kind of response from your office 
categorically denying the alleged contribution. 

Respectfully yours, 

LETICIA T SEVILLA 



. ,m ,: I 

CJ ,,~~~~ 
' 

February 24, 1986 

Mr. Pat Buchanan 

I 

Director of Communications 
The White House 
1600 Prnnsylvania Ave.N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20220 

Dear Pat: 

POL YCONOMICS, INC. 
Political and Economic Communications 

Jude Wanniski 
- President 
86 Maple A venue 

Morristown, NJ 07960 
-201 • 20'f-4i40 

As you see from the enclosed separate letter to the Presi
dent, the enclosed material bearing on the grave sityat.ion...lx:t.J:ll~.
PhiliTIRinQ§ was being prepared in connection with my Media Guide, 
when the crisis developed. This explains why the work is avail
able so quickly; it was nearing final form when the crisis 
erupted Saturday. 

I will not attempt to characterize the material beyond 
saying I believe it must be taken into account as the President 
is required by the unfolding crisis to take furtg~r steps. This 
mater1ci 1 is being published by Polyconomics and wlJ,,,.! ... £~.Jll 
g~eral circulation a week from today, although th1s may be too 
lafe 'Eo affect the outcome of the situation. Please let me know 
if I can be of furthe~ assistance to you and the President. 

Sincerely, as always, 

enc. 



February 24, 1986 

President Ronald Reagan 
The White House 
1600 P01rnGylvania Ave. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

POL YCONOMICS, INC. 
Political and Econon1ic Cmnmunications 

Jude Wanniski 
President 

86 Maple A venue 
Morristown, NJ 07960 

201 • 267-4640 

I'm constrained to send you this report, believing the 
decisions you are making relative to the crisis in Manila may be 
based on incomplete information. 

Th~ enclosed ass~ssment was begun by happenstance, in con
nection with my annual media project. It is based entirely on 
reports in the world press; I had no other sources. Indeed, I do 
not know anyone in the Philippine government. Yet as you will 
see, I believe it is highly likely that Marcos won the mandate 
you wished him to seek · n ca 1 · n the election and that his 
osi ion was com romised b embers of our administration. At 
east this "c!evil 's advocacy" .. is one I believe you shoul e 

aware of as you conterrplate further steps. 

With sincere respect, 

enc. 



POLYCONOMICS, INC. 
Political and Economic Communications 

THE PHILIPPINE ELECTION 
AND CONSTITUTIONAL CRISIS 

A Media Report 

By Jude Wanniski 

Morristown, N.J. 
February 24, 1986 

Jude \Vanniski 
President 

86 Maple A venue 
Morristo°"n, NJ 07960 

201 • 2674640 



One evening before the Feb. 7 Philippine elections, while 

watching the news, my teenage son Matthew asked me who I wanted 

to win, Marcos or Acquino. I didn't know, I told him. It wasn't 

clear to me who would be better for the people of the Philip

pines. It would be e"\sier for me to answer if the American press 

corps were giving me a better feel for what the campaign is all 

about, I said, but the accounts coming to me don't say anything 

about how either President Marcos or Cory Acquino propose to deal 

with the economic depression that grips the islands. Friends of 

mine who have met with Marcos in the last year have come away 

disappointed, finding him tired out, set in his ways, unable to 

focus of the problems of the economy. Still, it was gritty of 

tht=1 old man to cal 1 the elections. Mrs. Acquino seemed to have 

the support of the middle class, for reasons not clear to me, and 

Marcos, like all patr.onage politicians, has the poor. The only 

bit of information that I have that makes me lean to Marcos, I 

said, is that Mrs. Acquino has promised that if she is elected 

she wil 1 see that Marcos is tried for the murder of her husband. 1 

A mandate for revenge is not what she should be seeking from the 

voters, and the thought troubled me. 

* * * * * 

The conversation nudged me to focus on the elections arid to 

seriously think about the Philippines and their problems. With 

my staff at Polyconomics I began an exhaustive and careful read

ing of the worldwide press accounts. I came to the conclusion 

that Ferdinand Marcos probably won the election outright, that he 
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actually got more votes than Mrs. Acquino. I might have come to 

the opposite conclusion had I read only one newspaper or maga

zine, or even a few of each. But there was in our general survey 

sufficiently persuasive evidence that Marcos did not steal the 

election, as ~~~~~~~~, for example, announced as a matter of 
1 

J fact: "While Ferdinand Marcos was stealing the election last 

week, Ronald Reagan was looking the other way. 112 

Newsweek, of course, was not alone in announcing a "Guilty" 

verdict in its news ac:counts, only the most direct. With few 

exceptions, the press corps decided even before the election that 

Marcos, who called the election, had to be defeated because of 

the .anti-democratic na.ture of his rule. "Americans are plainly 

cheering for Mr. Marcos' s defeat and there is no shame in that," 

The New York Times editor.ialized on election eve, 3 , a question--- -- .--
able assertion, I thought, considering that most Americans had as 

little reliable information on the subject as I. Indeed, ~ ~ 

\
~.2.E~ Ii:..!!!~~ took an important lead in rooting for Marcos' defeat 

in its news columns as well, and we found ourselves discouraged -
in reading The Times dispatches out of Manila, grappling with 

...... a= 

, 

their obvious bias in digging out reliable information and analysis. 

My broadest conclusion, though, is that given the voting 

procedures established for the election, and the intense concen-

tration of the Philippine people on the process, the margin of 

victory :reported by the National assembly for Marcos, 10,807,179 

votes to 9, 291, 716 -- more than 1.5 mill ion, is simply too many 

votes to have been stolen. As the~.!!!!~~ itself noted in its pre

election editorial, "Wholesale fraud cannot be kept from his own 

2 



people." Had that number of votes been stolen, the evidence 

would have been too conclusive, too many citizens would have been 

aware of the degree of fraud. The outrage.would have led to 

dramatic civil unrest, and Marcos would have been faced with 

great bloodshed in the nation -- while knowing he had stolen the 

election. 

As it was, Mrs. Acquino seemed relatively subdued and 

hesitant in her post-election demeanor, which would likely be 

seen by her followers as her self doubts. Her hesitancy to build 

the charges of fraud into a confrontation "is already making some 

l\~c_a_m_p_a_i_g_n~s~t_a_l_w_a_r_t_s~_n_e_r_v_o_u_s_,_" the Washington Post reported on the 

eve of her first post-election rally. "In question is whether 

this intensely religious woman will have the nerve to lead her 

throngs of supporters in yellow T-shirts into situations that .. -· .. -,.,~ - -

could provoke violence ... She has been slow in devising her plan, 

it is said, partly out of fear that it could turn bloody.114 

"In both tone and content, she. did not stir the huge crowd 

as much as might have been possib 1 e," the '.!'.!.~~~ reported. 115 

Hardly a fanatic, she would certainly hesitate to plunge her 

people into bloody civil disturbances if she suspected Marcos had 

in fact won outright. Even prior to the official declaration of 

Marcos' victory, The !!ash!.!!51.!~!! ,EQ~,! rep0rted: "Al ready there 

have been signs that some of the intense el~ction fever has 

dissipated in the face of the certain proclamation of Marcos 

••. Crowds of protesters outside the assembly have dwindled in 

the past few days, and there is little evidence of interest any 

longer in the tallies of an independent citizens pollwatching 

group called Namfrel." 6 

3 
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The deluge of stories and anecdotes about widespread "fraud" 

has to be discounted ~ecause there was nothing ~y~~~~~~i~ re

ported by any reliable authority, newspaper or group -- something 

that could credibly account for 1.5 million votes. The press 

accounts are filled with a general litany of "intimidation," 

"ballot box stuffing or snatching," multiple voting, inexplicable 

paring of registration lists, and unanimous vote-counts for 

Marcos in this community or that. But none of these assertions 

made it beyond the anecdotal stage in any of the press accounts I 

reviewed. Marcos is correct when he says there has been no 

evidence produced to support the charges of systematic fraud. If 

there had been it would have been produced. 

What we did see buried in one ±.i~~~ story written the day 

after· the voting was the information that "A CBS News estimate 

based on what was described as a scientific sample of nearly 

l\
200 precincts throughout the nation, 

,turns, found the race to be close and 
\ 

The ~~2!!2E!i~~ of London reported: 

involving actual vote re-

no projec:t~C>J1Was made. 117 

''American intelligence 

estimates confirm the findings of surveys conducted by an 

American television network •.• of the votes actuall cast Mr. 

Marcos had won by a margin of about 2% 118 

One of the most illuminating stories that appeared in the 

American press was an account in !g~ ~2~ ~~g~!~~ !i~es by the 

director of Th~ !im~~ poll, I.A. Lewis. 9 Lewis recalled that in 

1978, when he worked for the Roper Organization, he was hired by 

Benigno Acquino's deputy -- Acquino then being in jail -- to poll 

for the Marcos opposition in advance of the assembly elections. 

4 



"They were confident that it would show that the opposition slate 

would win if the electorate's true voice could be heard," Lewis 

recalls. But when they accompanied him to check on the first 

day's polling: 

The results were startling. Even though only half 
the respondents had been questioned, it was clear that the 
government slate was going to win in a landslide. When I 
explained this to my.sponsors, they screamed at me in a 
mix of.Tagalog and English. I understood them to say I was 
a running dog of the fascist conspiracy ...• 

After about an hour, they arrived at two decisions: 
They would destroy the polling material, because it could 
be used against the opposition if it fell into Marcos' 
hands, and they ~~ould keep the result secret, because it 
would destroy morale. 

I was put a~oard the next plane out of Manila. In the 
morn i nq, I read :i_n the Tokyo newspapers that the underground 
had conducted a poll showing the opposition winning by a 
large majority. Of course, it was Mrs. Marcos and her hus
band who won, overwhelmingly. 

Most observers at the time reported widespread election 
fraud. S the uestion was: If Marcos was going to win the 
~lection anywa~ why did he bother o rig the resu 

There were obvious reports of widespread "vote buying" by 

the Marcos organization. But this does not constitute fraud, , at 

least in the Philippines. The Catholic Church, which openly 

supported Mrs. Acquino, advised the faithful that it was not 

improper to sell their votes to Marcos but vote for Acquino in 

their secret ballots. The idea that the Filipino middle class 

that also supported Mrs. Acquino would demur from buying votes is 

not a credible one either. Marcos, whose support is with the 

poor, especially the rural peasantry, complained that "Four or 

five days before the election, there were suddenly reports that 

the opposition was buying at 100 to 150 pesos ($5 to $7.50] a 

vote .•.• There's no way of outbidding that. 1110 The same account 

quoted Marcos as charging that 11 $30 million in foreign funds" had 
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been funneled to the Acquino side and to the NAMFREL vote 

counters whose tally had Mrs. Acquino ahead. In the total 

context of this revie~,.·, this is not out of the question either. 

Insofar as the electoral process is concerned, it takes a 

determined reading of the u.s. press to get a relatively clear 

picture, and this picture weighs in favor of Marcos. Mortimer 

Zuckerman, chairman and editor-in-chief of U.S.News & World 

g~p2rt, was in ManilQ as a member of the presidential election 

observing the election. on his return he gave this overview: 

To re-establish his lost credibility and legitimacy, 
especially in the United States, Marcos announced a "snap" 
presidential election. Toi create the perception that the 
election would be fair ana honest, he agreed to astonish 

I 

ingly democratic reforms in the electoral process, at_ 
least as measured by Philippine standards. These reforms 
were cogj,.fied into a new electoral law. It legitimized 
opposition pa~ties to create a viable two-party system in 
fhe Philippines for the first time since the mid-1960s; it 
guaranteed media access to both parties; it set up an 
elahorate'election process to insure fair voting, and it 
provided a citizen organization to monitor fairness .•.. 

..•• the Army stayed out of the electoral process, 
even though it was "deputized" and could have intimi
dated the entire election .... and all opposition media were 
allowed a robust freedom. This was especially true of the 
domicnant media, national radio rather than TV networks 
as in America. On television, the opposition· received 
guaranteed free time • 

..•. Namfrel, the citizen watchdog group, attracted 
500,000 volunteers, supervising about 85 percent of the 
precincts, compared with u;o J 000 peopJ.e and 50-odd per
cent of the precincts i.Jl 1984. Namfrel has now become an 
independent for!jL- even though its sympa'thies lie witfi ..... 
the opposition. · 

There were reports in several of the major U.S. news outlets 

that the voter turnout was lower than in 1984, with suggestions 

that this was done by arbitrary government culling of registra

tion lists of suspected Acquino supporters. But zuckerman's 

point that a tough new electoral law had been passed since 1984 
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to safeguard against fraud means that multiple voting can't be 

used to swell the tnrnout. A graphic in .!:!~~ .'!'.2..9:~Y. is the only 

place in the American press that explains the established 

procedure: "New voters registered between Dec.21-28, 1985. They 
·~-,_....., .. ,. --_-_,.,,,~.-· .. -------·--·----·~ .. -···---~ ... ---·~ 

were required to present four photos and personal ID .... Four

photo requirement discriminated against the poor.1112 Obviously, 

this security require1'1ent would reduce the number of registrants. 

But Marcos would lose, not gain, by this regulation, for ~~~ 

Today is quite right that a four-photo requirement discriminates 

against the poor -- t~e base of Marcos' support~ 

The graphic also explains that votes are cast on paper 

ballots at schools, and ''Voter's finger is placed in indelible 

ink to prevent repeat voting .•.. Bal lot's are taken to a local 

canvassing center whe?:-e they are read in a way that poll watchers 

can see entries. Six copies are made with NAMFREL and COMELEC 

(National Movement for Free Elections, and the government's 

Commission on Elections) each getting one." Each copy is signed 

by one representative of each party. The "tally sheet, original 

ballots forwarded to provincial election center where local 

results are tabulated. Tally sheet and original ballots then 

sent to National Assembly." (No press account makes the obvious 

point that these safeguards against multiple voting and ballot 

box stuffing were bound_ to reduce the incredibly high turnout 

rates of previous elections, when the safeguards did not exist. 

We can find nothing in the U.S. press that gives an official 

explanation of the low (77%1!) turnout, nor any indication the 

question was ever put to official sources. 

USA Today follows with the point that the National Assembly 
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is controlled by Marcos supporters. The point is also made that 

appeals go to a panel of nine, three Marcos appointees, three 

Acquino appointees, and three Supreme Court justices who were 
\ 

appointed by Marcos. Even this detail of the process, which can 

be found ONLY in ~£~ ~~~~y as far as we can tell, is not as 

complete as it could be. We learn in The Los Angeles Times that 

the official tally sheets were "examined by a special committee 

of nine legislators called the Board of Tellers -- five from 

Marcos party and four from the opposition -- created by the 

assembly Monday as an official examination board. 1113 This was 

certainly a startling bit of information; our first thought was to 

wonder if, say, the Speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives 

would permit a 5-to-1 balance on the key committee if he had a 

lopsided majority otherwise. 

normally look to fo~ this kind of basic information, gave no 

space to the election safeguards and we suspect the Times editors 

don't realize the ext8nt of the procedural checks. 

The Marcos opposition, realizing they could not make a case 

inside the Philippines that Acquino actually got more votes than 

Marcos, developed an alternative line. "We had anticipated many 

of the tactics and countered them," Jose Lima, an opposition 

, politician told Th~!'.!~.!..!. £~!:~~~ ~QUr!}~l 's June Kronhol z, whose 

reports from Manila were openly pro-Acquino. "The one thing we 

didn't anticipate was the deleting of many voters. 1114 The story 

explains: 

Trimmingthe voting lists would be new and moreeffi
cient than the time-honored methods of hijacking ballot 
boxes. Jose Conception, Namfrel's chairman, says that in 
selected provinces, thousands of voters may have been 
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dropped and the vote slashed by as much as 20%. If 20% 
were dropped off the lists in metropolitan Manila and the 
three regions where Mrs. Acquino's support was strongest, 
Mrs. Acquino could have lost l..4 million votes a 
possibly decisive change in a close election with 25 
million voters nationwide. 

This offhand conjecture, tacked onto the tailend of a long 

post-election piece, was enough for the Economist: 

Hany young voters who might have supported Mrs. Acquino 
failed to qualify because they did not provide four photo
graphs of themselves. others were re.gistered to vote in 
districts far frcm their homes, and so did not vote at all. 
Most importantly, the registers in areas where Mrs. 
Acquino's support was strongest -- Manila and three prov
inces-- were pruned apparently at random by approximately 
20~5. By the rec}~oning of the Wall Street Journal, that 
could haye deprived Mrs. Acquino of-1.1~ votes, more than 
enough to have swung a close election. 

Alan Weinstein, a Boston University political-science pro-

fessor who was one 0f the 44 American observers on Senator 

Lugar's team, flew back to Manila to look into this, and hurried 

back for a Washington press conference to explain this unexpected 

method of fraud, quoting NAMFREL's Mr. Conception: 

II
! •• the total number of voters regj._stered was 26,181,829, 
I the actual number of votes counted was only 20,150,160, 
J ''representing only 76.96 percent of total registered 
I voters." 

G
1 "If tbjs is to be believed, the electjon just held 

must have had one of the lowest, if not the lowest, number 
ot actual votes counted for the presidency and vice 
presidency," Mr. Conception said. · 

In 1984, at '.:i. time when there was a boycott campaign 
by many anti-Government voters nearl 90 ercent of those 
registered actuall voted. If tha ea 
this time, e sa d, there would be at least 23,422,264 
votes rgunted, a difference of 3,272,104 from the official 
count. 

As far as we can tell, Professor Weinstein was not asked at 

the press conference if the 90% turnout in 1984 was due to 

ballot-box stuffing and multiple voting, which became extremely 
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difficult under the rules and safeguards established for the 

presidential election. Nor was he asked why 3,272,104 disenfran

chised Filipinos did not complain to anyone, as far as we can 

tell. Election day reports suggested about 2% of voters showing 

up were being turned away because their names were not on the 

registration ~ists. And the official registration lists cited by 

Professor Weinstein could not even have involved that 2%, or they 

would have been permi 4:.ted to vote. 

"To demonstrate the fraud," The !!~~ !~!:~ Ti~~~ reported, 

Professor Weinstein discussed other documents, inclu~ing two 

"precinct tally sheets" from a pro-Marcos area. They had been 

signed by workers of both parties, he said, and in one case 

showed Marcos winning by 75 to 60, yet the National Assembly 

count showed him with 440 to 60. The other showed him winning by 

51 to 41 at the local level, but by 201 to 41 at the top. 

This anecdotal evidence, of course, supports the opposite 

conclusion of what Mr. Weinstein intends. It demonstrates the 

effectiveness of the 8lection safeguards: Every precinct tally 

can be matched against the National Assembly tallies, as was done 

in these two instances. The American observation teams, in fact, 

followed their precinct tallies up to the provincial level and 
·---·····-- --···--- ··-----------·-·-··-~ 

found no discrepancies. They only await the publication of the 
---------------~~~~~-

National Assembly tallies to see if what Mr. Weinstein found in 

two instances could be proven systematically. We wondered if the 

reporters at the press conference realized that the two methods 

of fraud Mr. Weinstein discussed were unrelated, that the first 

would involve great subtractions from the vote totals, the second 

would involve great additions. 
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The NAMFREL poll-watching group identified w~th the Acquino 

party also alleged that their tallies in many cases disagreed 

with the official tallies of the National Assembly, mainly in 

opposition areas, and this contributed substantially toward 

changing the "margin, if not the outcome, of the election." The 

group "disclosed f ig1Jres showing that Acquino had lost tens of 

thousands votes in· the assembly's official canvassing," the 

Washington Post reported. 17 Note, ''tens of thousands." The Post 

story also mentioned that Mr. Weinstein had met for 2 1/2 hours 

with Marcos "and rece.ived documents and photographs that Marcos 

said prove his claim that the opposition was to blame for most of 

the election fraud and violence." These details were not 

reported, though, nor did ~Q~ ~!~es or R2~~ appear to ask the 

election officials foY their versions of the discrepancies. The 

guilty defendant was never asked to take the witness stand. 

The picture of Marcos vote-rigging was firmly implanted when 

three dozen computer operators dramatically walked off their jobs 

during the vote count, complaining the numbers they were supply

ing election official8 were not the numbers being chalked on the 

tally board. More than any other incident, this turned opinion 

in the u.s. Congress against Marcos, the "smoking gun," as many 

put it. 

The incident seemed bona fide, although it struck me as 

curious that a seemingly non-political group of clerical workers 

would take this militant action -- when their leader could easily 

have gotten the remedy, if indeed there was a genuine complaint, 

by threatening the walkout. It also struck me as odd that a 
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computer worker wouldn't realize that the numbers on an election 

tally board are unofficial anyway, and anyone who has ever 

watched election returns on television knows tallies are diff

erent on every network. Marcos, in television interviews, seemed 

baffled by the incident, seemingly a tempest in a teapot, point

ing out that the tallies could be easily checked and verified. 

A week later, the incident made more sense when William 

Branigin of Th~ ~~~hJ~_q.!:2!! f2~!: reported that the leader of the 

walkout was the wife of a leading reformist officer, the anti

Marcos faction of the Phi 1 ippine army that was involved in the 

Feb.22 mutiny. "Linda Kapunan, 33,. the wife of a reformist 

colonel, said (Col. Pedro] Baraoidan [director of the Nationa1 

Computer center) was involved in altering computer printouts of 

vote totals to show M1rcos in the lead. Baraoidan has denied the 

charge and accused th~ employes of being 'hard-core opposition' 

members out to 'sabotage' the vote count. 1118 

* * * * * 

Is Marcos capable of fraud? The question is answered in the 

public mind by the disclosure in !h~ ~~~ !or~ Time~ of Jan.23, 

two weeks before the election, that "The Army concluded after 

World war II that claims by Ferdinand E. Marcos that he had led a 

guerrilla resistance unit during the Japanese occupation of his 

country were 'fraudulent' and 'absurd. 11119 The front-page story 

was instant dynamite news, creating the impression that the 

entire foundation of Marcos's political career was a fraud, fraud 

of the worst kind -- falsely claiming heroism in a war in which 
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tens of thousands of American boys died in 1 iberating the 

Philippines under Gen8ral MacArthur. 

The document alleging fraudulence may in fact be genuine. 

But it doesn't quite say what the American public or members of 

Congress think it says. It does not say that Marcos was not a 

genuine war hero. Indeed, in the body of the Times account it is 

pointed out that: 

In the Phi~ippines,the 68-year-old Mr.Marcosis 
widely described as the nation's most decorated war hero. 
The Philippine G0vernment says he won 32 medals for hero
ism during World ~<Tar II, including two from the United 
State~~ Army. Twci of the medals were for his activities 
as a guerrilla 10~der, but the rest were for exploits 
before the Unitec1 states surrender in 1942 or after the 
return of United :Jtates forces to Luzon, the main Phil
ippine island, in 1945 •••• 

The issue of Mr. Marcos's medals is not addressed 
in th·~ Army recOi:~-J.s • -

What the '.!'..!r~~~ story says, and only says, is that the 

Army rejected Marcos's claim in 1948 that the "Ang Mga Maharlica 

Unit" was en titled to back pay for guerri 11 a activities during 

the war. The documents do not say Marcos did not lead Maharlica! 

The document disputing the unit, by Captain Elbert R. Curtis, 

states that the ~ni~ "is fraudulent," that "no such unit ever 

existed." Yet the Times says i1Another Army document said Mahar-

1 ika 'possessed no arms prior to the arrival of the Americans' 

despite Mr. Marcos' claim •••• " That is, the unit did exist, but 

prior to January 1945 it possessed no arms. The Times also notes 

yet another document in which "the Army did recognize 111 people 

listed on Mr. Marcos's Maharlika roster for their service to 

American forces after January 1945 .•.• " 

Thus the issue, clear to any objective reader, is not 

13 



whether Harcos led a guerrilla unit during the war, but whether 

the unit possessed arms prior to January 1945. !!ew~~~~~, which 

led the press corps in asserting Marcos's guilt in its news 

columns, was also out in front in stretching the Times story over 

Marcos's "chestful of medals": 

Just before the Times published its revelations, oppos
ition candidate Corazon Acquino accused the president "of 
trying to cover up his cowardice with a salad of military 
decorations, non0 of which he ever earned in the field of 
hcnor." In fact,. the U.S. Army awarded Marcos the Distin
guished Service cross -- America's second highest military 
de.coration -- for "extraordinary heroism" in 1942. None
thelc~.::s, more thnn a third of the president' g Philippine 
medals were awar~ed long after the war •..• 112 

Thus it seemed Mrs. Acquino knew what was in the Ti!!!~~ 

revelations even before Marcos did. And we wondered why the 

Times reporters failed to mention the fact that Marcos had been 

awarded the Distinguished Service Cross, an honor not tossed 

around lightly by the U.S. Army. The Times did note in the fifth 

paragraph of its Jan.23 expose that "Mr. Marcos declined today to 

respond to six written questions about the United States Govern-

ment records, which came to light only recently. The questions 

were submitted to Mr. Marcos's office this morning in Manila." 

Marcos never had a chance to answer any questions put to him 

by The Times Manila bureau, it turns out: 

An official release distributed by the Philippine 
Embassy in Washir:oJton yesterday quoted Mr. [Gregorio] 
Cendana [Minister of Information) as denouncing the New 
York Times' clai:tn that the president declined to respond 
to six written questions about the u.s. government 
records. 

"The Times, !:hrough correspondent Seth Mydans in 
Manila, gave us until 7 a.m. today (Jan.24] to respond 
to six questions submitted, in fact, when the ~rory had 
already appeared in the Times issue of Jan.23. 
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Finally, on the matter of the central issue involved in the 

Times story, whether Maharlika existed prior to January 1945, we 

find in The !'!~~!!1:!}9!:2.!! ?os~ letters to the editor column of 

Feb.15 a letter from Austin J. Montgomery, Brig.Gen. U.S.Army 

(Ret.), Alexandria, Va., which states in part: 

In the wanirJ days of World War II, Ferdinand Marcos 
was attached to c~Jl. (U.S.Army) Russell Volk.mann's Northern 
Luzon Guerrilla Forces and subsequently rejoined the Philip
pine Army. This is contained in a file in the National 
Archives that otbcrwise seeks to disprove his claim of ever 
having led a guerr-illa unit (the Maharlika) 

Additionally. what is uncontestably a prime source 
docurni:mt, Vol. l (Intelligence) "The Resistance Movement in 
the Philippines,,,. published by G1:m. MacArthur's headquarters, 
lists Marcos by n'l.me in at least two places as having been , 
the commander in 1943 of the Maharlika (the Nobles)~ a 
guerrilla unit r0cognized as such in that document. 2 

Having reviewed this matter of Marcos's war record, we 

return to the question: Is Marcos capable of fraud? Perhaps he 

is, but if the Time~ r:;tory had not appeared on the theshhold of 

the election, tbe mindset of the nation and especially of the 

Beltway would have be0n different, much less ready to believe he 

would commit electoral fraud and risk plunging his nation into 

civil war. We honestly do not suspect the motives of.'.!'.!!~ Ti!!!~~ 

editors, but have come to suspect the Times and other major print 

media have been manipulated by the anti-Marcos forces in the U.S. 

- Government, particularly the State Department. The Times and 

other u.s. print media were similarly maneuvered by President 

Kennedy's state Department in 1963 into creating a climate that 

invited the assassination of South Vietnam's President Ngo Dinh 

Diem. 
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* * * * * 

If we were in the state Department and wanted to get a story 

discrediting Ferdinand Marcos on the front page of :-£he !:!~~ !.Q!:~ 

Times, we would probahly select Joel Brinkley, a Pulitzer Prize 

winner who in April 1984 wired together an account of top-to

bottom CIA,control of Costa Rica and who in June of 1984 wrote a 

series of front-pagers for The Times warning of an imminent U.S. 

invasion of Nicaragua. Brinkley was, with Jeff Gerth, author of 

the Jan.23 front-pager on Marcos's war record. The following day 

he was all alone with the Times lead story of the day: 

U.S. VOICES FEARS 
FRAUD COULD MAR 

PHILIPPINE VOTING 

SENATORS ALSO SKEPTICAL 

Furor in Congress Over Role 
of Marcos in World War II 

--Inquiry on Records 

By JOEL BRINKLEY 

Washington,JCTn.23-Senior Administration officials and 
m0mbers of Congress expressed serious concern today over 
whether Philippin0 presidential elections Feb.7 would be 
fraudulent. 

Assistant Sesretary of Stat9 Paul D. Wolfowitz, the 
senior State Department official involved in Philippine 
affairs, said that if President Ferdinand E. Marcos did 
not permit free elections, "it awill substantially worsen 
the situation there." Mr. Wolfowitz added, "People will 
turn to radical alternatives, specifically the Communists." 

He said the Administration was upset by recent dev
elopments, including the slayings of nine campaign workers 
and reports that "intimidation in a number of areas is 
growing." 

Irregu 1.arities at the Ballot Box 
Others who spoke at a Senate Foreign Relations Comm

ittee hearing said the United states had evidence that ex
tra ballots might have been printed for stuffing ballot 
boxes; that the ink to be used for marking the ballots 
was not indelible, so·votes could be changed, and that 
plans for computerized vote-counting had been dropped. 
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senator Chrj.stopher J. Dodd, Democrat of Connect
icut said, "I dcn't see how we can expect anything but 
frau~, considering the lie about his militar¥3record that 
Marcos has been telling for almost 40 years. 

-These firmly implanted expectations of fraudulent elections 

left Marcos in a hopeless situation with public opinion in the 

United States. He hcid to lose for the election to be credible, 

and when it was clear he would be named the winner following the 

canvass of the NatioP.al Assembly, his opponents inside the U.S. 

Government moved to :::ash in on the groundwork done to persuade 

public opinion, and ultimately President Reagan, that Marcos had 

to go. As in South V i.etnam, the leader can not be brought down 

directly. The object is to persuade the Philippine military that 

if he remains, the United States will not support him and his war 

against the Philippine. communist insurgency, and they will depose 

him as with the Diem Gcenario. 

Once the editors of the nation 1 s leading newspapers come to 

believe in Marcos's ''quilt," their reporters in the field can't 

be expected to swim against the tide. But our general survey of 

did find a few reporters reporting against the tide. 

The general broadbrush accounts of election violence left 

the impression th,at Marcos 's "goons" were doing the kil 1 ing and 

clubbing; Acquino campaign headquarters in Manila issued reports 

on murders of their campaign workers, and these made the news in 

the U.S. news media. The Washington Post, at least, included the 

official reports now and then: 

So far, accc':-ding to military figures, at least 95 
persons have been killed in election-related violence in 
the last two months, 36 of them on election day, last 
Friday, and the weekend immediately afterward. The 
military says 30 of the victims belonged to Marcos' 
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ruling party and 2.6 to the opposition, while the rest had 
no established political affiliation. However, military 
f iqures include persons killed by communist guerrillas 
kiilecl in amb~~hes that may not be strictly related to 
the election. 

The catholic Church in the Philippines was another big 

factor in persuading U.S. opinion that Marcos was the villain, 

the Church openly supporting Acquino. Jaime Cardinal Sin, who is 

·close to Mrs. Acquino, said Sunday mass before the elections 

wearing yellow and green vestments, the Acquino colors. 25 The 

Catholic bishops, at least some 50 of the 120 members of the 

Bishops Conference, agreed on a statement condemning the fraudu-

1 ence of the vote thrit was read from the church pulpits. 26 The 

statement essentially repeated the disenfranchisement charges of 

the Acquino people. Pope John Paul II "issued a carefully worded 

statement in response to questions on the Vatican's position," 

the New York Times rerorted from Rome. "Given the delicate nature 

of the overall situation, the Holy See cannot but rely on the 

bishops' knowledge of the situation ..•. " The story also pointed 

out that the "Pope has sought to walk a careful line on the 

Philippines, defending human rights and implicitly criticizing 

the Marcos Government, while at the same time urging priests and 

nuns to stay out of politics, an impl ictt rebuff to some left

wing elements in the Philippine church. 1127 Here too there is 

more to the story than meets the eye. 

While the Marcos opposition fueled the fraud and illegiti

macy story in Manila, the State Department fueled its campaign 

against Marcos in Washington. "The position that the U.S. could 

save its interests in the Philippines only by shoving Marcos from 
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power was pressed by two career public servants who held key 

national security roles in the Carter administration: [Michael). 

Armacost [Undersecretary for Political Affairs) and Morton L. 

Abramowitz, now head of the State Dept. intelligence and research 

with the rank of assistant secretary. 1128 

On February 14, the State Department thought it a good time 

to issue its annual ~urnan-rights report: "The state Department 

said yesterday that Philippine government security forces engaged 
'· 

in murder and other St:>rious human-rights violations during 1985, 11 

the Washington Post r~.ported. 2 9 

On February 16, President Carter's assistant secretary of 

state for the Far E~st, Richard Holbrook, Armacost's close 

friend, said on NBC's Face the Nation that Marcos might be gone 

in 12 weeks. There wc.s no reason to make such a statement except 

by way of encouraging the Marcos opponents to believe the Reagan 

Administration would b9 on their side in a showdown. 

on February 17, Leslie H. Gelb of ~h~ Ne~ _¥._Qrk ~J:.!!!es, who 

was also a Carter assistant secretary of state, reported in a 

front-page story that "Authoritative Administration officials 

said today that they expected high-level resignations from the 

,. Philippine Cabinet and financial ins ti tµtions to increase 

pressure on Ferdinand E. Marcos to seek accomodation with the 

opposition. [They] insisted that the Administration was not 

promoting desertions from the Marcos camp, but was expecting them 

based on mounting evidence among Marcos supporters. 1130 

On February 18, the Wa!! street Journal added its weight to 

the State Department campaign to promote the desertions it 

insisted it was not promoting. "U.S. officials and members of 
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Congress now agree that u.s. interests in the Philippines would 

be best served if Fresident Ferdinand Marcos leaves office 

through an orderly transition." Not a single U.S. official is 

named in the story, although the headline implies the consensus 

is unanimous and includes the President: "U.S. Officials Want 

Marcos to Step Down -- Philippine Leader Has Lost Legitimacy 

Because of Voting Fra'Jd, They Say.1131 

President Reagan was not being cooperative, ignoring State 

Department documents urging him to assert fraud on the part of 

Marcos, instead remarking at his Feb.11 press conference that 

there seemed to be fr0ud "on both sides." According to Newsweek: 

Whatever th~ reason, the damage was already done. Mrs. 
Acquino bitterly ::1enounced Reagan as "a friend of democracy 
who chose to conspire with Mr. Marcos to cheat the Filipinos 
of their liberation." Just 30 minutes after Acquino 
released her angrv remarks, Ambassador [Stephen] Bosworth 
slipped into her }"~adquarters in Manila to reassure her that 
the president hach 't really meant wh?.t he had said. 32 

The story went or to say she would await word from President 

Reagan's special emissary, Philip Habib (selected for the job by 

secretary of State Sl•ul tz]. Habib, said .!!ewsw~~k, "is an old 

Asia hand whose distaste for Marcos goes back almost 20 years." 

The job was accomplished. On Saturday, February 22, the 

Minister of Defense, Juan Ponce Enrile, and the Acting Chief of 

Staff of the.Armed Forces, Gen. Fidel Ramos, announced their 

resignations from the Marcos government "as a result .of the fraud 

in the recent elections," the White House statement read. "They 

cal led on him to step down because his Governme·nt no longer has a 

popular mandate.n33 

Had the State Department promoted this mutiny? Or had it 
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simply happened as those senior officials told Gelb of the Times? 

We noticed in the Sunday ~!~es of Feb.23, a comment by Rep. 

Stephen Solarz. Solarz, a liberal Democrat, has been leading the 

Marcos opposition on Capitol Hill. In December, he called hear

ings of his foreign-affairs subcommittee on Asia to publicize 

third-party hearsay about alleged billions of dollars in New York 

real estate the Marcos's own. (To its credit, the press made it 

clear Solarz had nothing to hang his story on.) 

Rl?.presentatj '.re Stephen J. Solarz, Democrat of Brook
lyn, chairman of t:he House Foreign Affairs subcommittee on 
Asia, said he was not surprised by the Enrile-Ramos move 
because last Apri 1. at a breakfast he had with both men at 
the home of the .7'•1erican Ambassador to Manila, Stephen 
Bo:.;woJ:-th, both of them told him that they agreed with his 
criticism of the Filipino military. They bothcomplained 
thatMr.Marcoshad re~used to take the steps neededto 
reform the militQry. 3 

That afternoon, 1 ·resident Reagan came close to pul 1 ing the 

plug on Marcos, annourcing suspension of military aid if it would 

be used against popular military forces. 

Nobody could say for sure what would happen. 

When President Kennedy pulled the plug on South Vietnam's 

Diem, more than 50,000 American boys went down with him. I've 

thought of this throughout the several-week project that resulted 

in this paper. I have not yet discussed this particular concern 

with my 16-year-old son Matthew, and I hope I never have to. 
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Mrs. Harriet C. Herter 
155 Sherman Avenue 
Dobbs Ferry, New York 10522 

Dear Mrs. Herter: 

United States Department of State 

Washington, D.C. 20520 

I am replying to your February 19 letter to President 
Reagan regarding U.S. policy toward recent events in the 
Philippines. 

The U.S. Government maintained strict neutrality in the 
Philippine elections, consistently urging that they be free and 
fair. Nevertheless, the elections were marred by widespread 
fraud and violence, and the results were not credible to the 
Filipino people. 

The events following the elections and leading to the 
transition to a new government in the Philippines are now 
history. The United States moved quickly-to recognize the 
Aquino Government. In a February 25 statement announcing the 
U.S. position, Secretary Shultz noted that President Reagan was 
pleased with the peaceful transition. He characterized recent 
events in the Philippines as "one of the most stirring and 
courageous examples of the democratic process in modern his
tory." 

The United States stands ready to assist in Filipino 
efforts to deal with the problems their country faces. The way 
to restore peace and prosperity has always been through politi
cal, economic, and military reforms. The country faces major 
economic and security problems, including a dangerous communist 
insurgency. We are consulting with the Aquino Government to 
assess needs and determine how we can be helpful. 

Sincerely yours, 

' _ .. ---
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