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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
inadequate." .

"The spirit of tolerance and the commitment to
laws and institutions that enable democracies
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 igncrance 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.
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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 Priends 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: Father Theodore Besburgh - 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 Pishman, President, Michigan State AFL-CIO

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

III 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



IV Journalists

V Arts and Culture

VI Business
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The Rev. Joseph O'Hare, President, Fordham University
Hans Mark, Chancellor, University of Texas

John Bunzel, President, University of California
at Long Beach

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

Saul Bellow, novelist

Richard Grenier, novelist and critic

Hilton Kramer, editor

Liv Ulman, actress

Tom Stoppard, playwright

Pearl Bailey, singer

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 Fall 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 Bonduras, 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.
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tours, not sightseeing trips.
top government and political leaders, but
and cultural life of the various
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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. In 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 presénce 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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III
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 El 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

Bduardo Ulibarri, Editor, "La Nacion"

Guido PFernandez, Journalist; Television Commentator

Father Hugo Bonilla, Catholic Priest; Lawyer

Bernd Niehaus, Pormer 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; Executive 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, Pormer 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 Editor, "La Prensa®

Dr. Leon Pallais, Jesuit Priest

Jenei;e Hodgson, Theologian;- Founder, Southern Indigenéas Creole Communities
Alejandro Bolanos, Physician; Historian

Alejéndro Cardenal, Architect; Pormer Minister of Tourism

Xavier Zavala, Author; Political Activist

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

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

El Salvador

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

Dr. Adolfo Rey Prendes, Minister of Presidency

Monsignor Ricardo Urioste

Honduras

Carlos Roberto Reina, Former 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 £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 DirectOrcceccecscccccccssnsecascscsecscssosonssncsenasscssssses35,000
.Secretary (bi-lingual)..cccceesceosncscoscscsccccsscssesssscansnsscsss.20,000
Escort officer, U.S. (full time).ceecacccncssocoscscscscascsscscsvesss3d, 000
Escort officer, Central America (bi-lingual) 15 weeks at $1,000 wk....15,000

SUb—tOtal................-.-.-..;...........-.--.-.-........----...105,000

Benefits (178 Of tOtal) ececeecececscoccocacnssscvasssnascssssssssssassl?, 000

Office

Rent ($1,000/MO.) acsccccscecscscscsascsscscssscccassnccsnnsssssenessesl2,000
Telephone (domestic & overseas) ($1000/MO.)cecccccssoccarcccsansanssael2,000
Copying, printing, €tC.ceceiecceeceecrcscscnccenoccccccnsseccancoceseses3, 000
POSEAGE.cncrccesssosscnscscasscenssanasasnsassseasnsasoscsnsosssssssosscnscsld0

Equipment & SuppliES..-..................................-....-....... 4,000

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

Tbtal (this Page)o--....-.-.co.-o'--'-o'o.o.loloo-...o--o-o---$153'750-00
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11

U.S. Delegation Travel

Round trip air fare, D.C. to San Jose,
six delegations of seven persons each
Total, 42 persons, at $500 per PerfON.cccccasscsosscsssassncssasse$21,000.00

Intra-Central American air fares
San Jose, San Salvador, Guatemala City,
Tegucigalpa, Managua
42 persons at $550 Per PerSONeccccsesssvacsacscssssnscssncsescssesa3,100.00

Hotel - seven days at $85/3aY.ccccccccccccccccnsccccscsngosssccnscseasd,990.00
42 persons

Meals and ground transportation,

Misc. costs, telephone and telex, ete,
$50/day per pers()nx7daysx42...l....IIII'I‘.II...I..'.‘.I...l..14’700.00

I'otal (this paQE).(..........-......................-.-....----..o..-$83,790-00
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I1I
Central American Delegation Travel

Round trip fare, San Jose, Costa Rica to Washington, D.C.
(48 peoplex$500)C...ll.....-..........;..li............I...l.....l$24'000000

-

Domestic air travel
48 %X $500 @ 5 ciltieScceeeeerececcncccsccssonnosssnseccscacncnsssssss$24,000.00
Hotel - seven days at $85 per Aay.cccecesecccccccccoccscccsnsssnnssssss$28,560.00

Meals & Ground transpoOrtatioN.scecsccssccenscscasccsssscssssccsssscscess$920,160.00
Misc. costs, telephone and telex, etc.

-

Total (this pEQE)--......-...--.-.--.---........---.-..---.....-....$96,720.00

Grand Total' PhaSE'S I' II and III-..t.a--.----.---...-.-..I-.--...-$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, Tenn., 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 Schedilles -






RECEIVED jyL 2 5 1994
Internal Revenue Service Department of the Treasury
District Director '
Dete: July 20, 1984 : Employer Identification Number:
Accounting Period Ending:
December 31
_ Foundstion Status Classification:
: . 509(a) (1) & 170(b) (1) (A) (v1)
> The Citizens! Cormittee for the Advance Ruling Period Ends: -
Pro~Democratic Coalition in * December 31, 1985
Central America . Person to Contact:
1901 N. Fort Meyer Drive, Sulte 202 R. D. Morris
Arlington, VA 22209 Contact Telephone Number:
1.800=424=1040

Dear Applicant:

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(c)(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)(1l) and 170(b) (1) (A) (v1)*.

Accqrdingly. 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 509(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 end 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

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

resulted in your loss of section * status, .or acquired Enowledge that
the Internal Revenue Service had given notice that you would beé removed from
classification as a section » organization.

P.0. Box 13163, Baltimors, MD 21203 (over : Letter 1045(D0) (6-77)
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If your sources of support, or your purposes, character, or method of operation
change, please let us know sc we can consider the effect of the change on your i

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) .

Organizations 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 mofe 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 a2 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.'

r»d

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

cct Jeffery L. Yablon

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

Washington, DC 20036 . '
Letter 1045(D0) (6-77)

"



For tax years ending before December 31, 1982, you must file Form 990, 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 ard after December 31,
1982, you are required to file Form 990 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 instnuctions for the 1982 Form 990.

If & veturn is required, it must be filed by the 15th day of the fifth month
after the end of your anmnual accounting period. The law imposes a penalty of
$10.00 a day, wp o a maximm of $5,000, when a return {s filed late, unless
there {s reasonable cause for delay. -

Begiming Jarnuary 1, 1984, unless lpedficau)/ exepted, you must psy taxes
under the Federal Insurarnce Contributions Act (Social Security ng for each
employee who is paid $100 or more in'a calendar year.

You claimed %0 be an organization described in section 509(a)(2). Based on
information you sutmitted, bowever, you can reasonably be expected to qualify
as an organiration described in sections 509(a)(1)-and 170(b) (1) (4)(vi).

You will therefors be treated as a 509(a) (1) organization during the advance
- ruling 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
JULY 1984
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Arrangements for the Citizen Observer Group to see
the Salvadoran election were made by the Citizens’
Committee for the Pro-Democratic Coalition in Cen-
tral 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 announcements, 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.

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 coaglition, nor on whether it should be condi-

: tional, nor on specific diplomatic proposals, nor on
Wﬁ%ﬁ&ciﬁld any specific legislation or candidates. PRODEMCA
demns death squads of every political persuasion

What We Stand For ot

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,

'(‘

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.



Trip report of the Citizen Observer Group to the
Salvadoran Runoﬁ' 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-

ﬂms and Republicans, a former ambassador, college pro-

S

tessors 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 conffict 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

#“words 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 meaqing 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



Soviet elections. ~
OBSERVATION: While some of the hundreds of Salva-
dorans with whom the observers spoke said that they were

~<oting because it was the law to vote, the vast majority

(f\

.aid they vere voting because they felt the candidate of the
party they favored would bring peace to their country, It
also turns out that not a single non-voter has ever had to
pay for his inaction. The fines simply have not been en-
forced in any of the three elections since 1979,
PRECONCEPTION: The voting process in El Salvador,
with its electoral register, indelible ink, and identification
cards would be so complex that the portion of El Salva-
dor’s population which is illiterate would in fact be ex-
cluded from the vote. '

A ballot,

OBSERVATION: The voting process was not an great -

obstacle to the illiterate. The key part of the electoral
process, the marking of the ballot, involved only putting a
mark through the party symbol of the voter’s choice (the
white fish on the green background of the Christian Dem-
ocrats and the cross on a red white and blue field of the
ARENA symbol are as well known in El Salvador as the
golden arches of McDonald’s are here). For those parts of
the electoral process which were moré¢ complex, help was
always available from the droves of poll-watchers from
the two parties who were eager to see as many people vote
as possible.

The complexity of the 1984 elections lay in the electoral

#egister which limited the number of places where each

(f

salvadoran could choose to vote. Out of over 5,000 urnas,
the voter could choose only one of those fifteen which
were accompanied by a voter list which carried his name.

The first of these was at the place where the voter’s “ce-
dula,” or identification card, had been issued. The other
fourteen were backup lists in the capitals of each of El
Salvador’s fourteen districts which prevented voters away
from their home towns from being excluded from the
vote. Voters had to check the newspaper to find which
urna had been assigned to their cedula number. At no
polling place visited by the observers in the PRODEMCA
group was there ever any shortage of newspapers or of
people offering help to those who could not figure out
where to vote. And, even if there had been a newspaper
shortage or the voter had forgotten which urna to ap-
proach, it would still be possible to find out where to vote
by looking at the urnas themselves. Each was clearly
marked with the cedula numbers which were assigned to
it.

ON THE SPIRIT OF THE VOTERS AND
THE ATMOSPHERE AT THE POLLS:

PRECONCEPTION: The Salvadoran elections would
take place in a “climate of fear.” Being in El Salvador
would be hardly less dangerous than being in Beirut.
OBSERVATION: The “climate” at the polls has been
described by members of the observer group as that of a
“festival,” and as being “like small towns in the U.S. on
the 4th of July.” All the observers said that they felt safe.
By the time they left the country, they laughed at the
image of San Salvador as a city under siege.

The observers had traveled around El Salvador in eight
cars, each with the freedom to choose both its own route
and which polls to visit. While the cars traveled only,in
the western half of the country, the areas which they vis-

B e
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place on election day, May 6, 1984.
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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-

#rs selling soft drinks and flavored ices to the lines of

voters. It is pot 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 hzd 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 ubig-
uitous presence of soldiers at the polls.

OBSERVATION: 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 dernied 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

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 feeling 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

]

. . ,
\ . )
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
”he parties will be unlikely.

-— OBSERVATION: 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

~Dballot 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
sec 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 E! 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!”



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 se¢ the
Salvadoran elections for ourselves. We include Demo-

_/ats, Republicans and independents, supporters and op-

ponents of President Reagan’s reclection. 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 sec 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,

“mall towns and big cities. We believe that the dozens of

polling 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-
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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

7w 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 to 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 elections 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

Undoubtedly there is violence and danger somewhere in defeated by those now attacking it.
The following is a list of thos¢ who participated in the
election observer trip: ‘
Steve Allen Anniston, Alabama Joachim Maitre Boston, Massachusetts
John Bennett, Jr. San Antonio, Texas Mihajle Mihajlov Columbus, Ohio
Francis Carroll Worcester, Massachusetts  John Miller Chicago, llinois
. 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, Iowa
Peter Flaherty ‘Washington, D. C. William W, Sindlinger Cedar Falls, Jowa
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 PRESTDENTTAL ELECTIONS
DEPUTIES
1982 March 1984 May 1984 *
votes % of T of votes Z of Z of votes Z of Z 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 2 - - -
Parties
" Total. |1,362,339| 100 88 ) 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 6,924 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 {1,52,079 100

Figures rounded to the nearest whole percent

* Provisional results as of May 11,

1684 with 96.08Z of the vote counted.
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" Visitor fmds Salvadoran electlon ‘free, fair*

By John L. Miller

\\as one of a group of 25
Americans who _ visited
El Salvador as private

for them-

_selves the May 6 runoff

elections for president.

1 personally visited seven
‘polling places of disparate
cconomic background, in-
cluding two out in the
countryside. While we can
only comment on what we
saw—and, of course, we did

. hot see everything—the

conclusion of
supported by my personal
observations, was that the
clections were fair, free,

our group,

" honest and in the best tradi-

tions of democracy.
1 have seen a great many

clections in this country,

and what we saw had the

clection combined with
some festive aspects seldom
visible here. People turned
out in enormous numbers

" and stood in long lines to

cast their votes. -
I was able to tnlk 1o 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 elecuon was the way to

.. feel, taste and smell of an .

talked to seem

end the killing.

I wish to strongly empha-A

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

cause of intimidation or be-.

caves the law lc\‘uum 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 a pubhc duty, as

well as a private right.
None of the

to

afraid. Many approached u.s

to volunteer their opinions, .
The enthusiasm of the poll-
'watchen. the children ac-
compnn&mg their parents to -

the polls, the demeanor of
the people in line and the
spontaneity of those at

Christian Democratic Party

headquarters. awaiting the
results (Harold Washinﬁt:n
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 lnd in- past

PERSONAL
"VIEW

ple l.

Salvadoran elections has ap-
proached 40 percent. This is
also an accepled fashion of
expressing support for the
guerrill

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 votera knew that “the
guerrillas rejected the elec-
tiong—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 | 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
lo understand the dispute;
it was one | 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--

cy that shows citizen par-
ticipation, commitment and
involvement. There are no
such disputes in tomlitarian
states.

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

Anyone who has ever
worked with computen. or
votin
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 list was
meant to serve the same
purpose it does here: pre-
vent fraud. As the director
of the project (or the cre-
ation of t‘\e 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

lists will under;tand -

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 things in
El Salvador very different
than most people I talk to
at home believe. In particu-
lar, my friends thought I
was brave or crazy Lo go to a

“dangerous” place. Well,
San Salvador is not Beirut:

the rebels are not on the

verge of rolling up to the
Central Plaza. I felt safe;
Salvadorans, many of whom
were nccompanied to the
polla by their children.’
clearly felt safe.

I was disappointed when l

got off the plane in Miami -

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 s
heavy turnout. .
Second, the doubt” that

has been cast on the Sal
doran elections reflects 1
cynicism of the doubte
The commitment of the S

. vadorans is refreshingiy 1)
. from that “‘sophistication

The degree of citizen p.
ticipation—as electi
judges, poll watchers, a
workers—was amazing
high: over 30,000, mos!
young people acmely 4
volved in the process. -

1 was able to spend sor
time talking privately wi
Jose Napoleon Duarte ; &
parently now premden

" elect. He spoke of & *“soci

pact * enlisting the cooper
tion -of the disparate el
ments of Salvadoran socie
to rebuild the economy ar
achieve peace and, exten.
ing beyond El Salvador, to
social pact among the n
tions, including the Umu
States.

American support for d
mocracy and economic pro,

in El Salvador is clear

pan of his broader visio
Should we, for any reaso.
fail to provide such suppor
my sadness would not 1
just for El Salvador.

John L. Miller is a par
ner in the Chicago low fir
of Shaw & Miller and
recognized authority ¢

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

San Saivador-Twenty
five Amaricans who vis-
ited E! Saivador 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 faiv, free, and hon-
est in the best traditions
of demacracy. 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
Demacrats, 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 welcome we re-
ceived from Salvadorans
everywhere we went.
Our credentials as non-
governmentai observers
made us weicome every-
where we wanted to go.

“We wili comment—
only on that we saw and
the facts that we have
evidence to support. We
will not speak about
spacific policy questions
because they depend on
much rnore than the
facts we learned. And
we cerfainty take no

ition on the choice
ween the two candi-
dates.

"We want to say that

what we saw
g_roud of

rst by the demonstra-
tion that the Saivadoran
people share our demo-
cratic faith; and second
because 4 million of our
tax dollars helped to
make the arran nts
for this successful elec-
tion possibla The money
lc::tld not have been

er spent.

“The following obser-
vations appiy to what
we were able to see our-
saives. We went in eight
cars, each with an inter-

reter 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 poll-
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 averything; many
things could have hap-
penad that we didn't

see,

“1. For usit 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. i1t was clegrly the
whole Saivadoran com-
munity turning out in
an enthusiastic expres-
sion of national spirit.
The atmosphers 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 peopie were
voting because of intim-

us
our country:

w

T gricans try
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idation or because the
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 5o as part of
their commitmant to
democracy and to peace.

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

“5. We were amazed
at the number and spirit

of the people working
at the lin? places,
over 30, altogether.

They worked hard and
with good spirit betwean
the parties that was very
heart-warming.

6. It was clear that
the Army was committed
to having free competi-
tive electons. They work-
od 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
ment, and the
y all saw themselves
as working together in a
common strong come
mitment to a govern-
ment based on free and
competitive elections.

“8. The voters knew
that the guerriilas reject-
ed the elections - and
they overwhalmingly re-
jected the querriiia posi-
tion on this issue. We
saw no indication that
many people wanted to
have an op unity to
vote for the guerrilias
or their political repre..
sentatives. in the places
whaere we saw the count,
the number of null
votes - the accepted
expression of support
for the guerrillas - was
below the 100/0 level of
the March election.

‘‘Conclusion. We came
to see for ourselves and
on two major issues we
found things very dif-
ferent than most people

. rn talk to at home be

ieve.

“A. Our friends thought
we were brave - or cra-
2y - to come to such a
“dangerous” place. We
feit safe. The Salva-
dorans were out with
their children, so they
feit safe. Undoubtediy
there i3 violancs and
danger somewhere in El
Salvador. But we can
testify that there are
large areas which are
Paaceful and fesl safe.

*“*B. All kinds of doubt
been cast on Salva-
_doran alections - as pro-
paganda, and a climate

avars v s L

,of fear. These doubts-

.are wrong.. The Salva-
doran elections are first
class free elections. We
;must ask whether the
\process by which Ame-
to inform
themssives about EI Sak
vador is as great a failure
in o;hu"vmat!m o m::;
*“Finally, we strong
believe that to be true
to ocurssives and our

From page B. .. PRIVATE US OBSERVERS. . .

country must support
E! Salvador so thatp its
brave commitment to
overnment - basad 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 Camilia Mul
fay, Columbus Ohio,
Vicki Thomas, Bathesda,
Md., Kennet Suilen, N.
Y.C.. Francis Carroll,
Worcester, Mass, John
Milier, Chicago, William
D. Sindinger ar Falls,
lowa, Mary Temple, N.
Y.C., Pern Kembie, Wash.

D.C.. Daniel Jartes,
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.

.C., Harry T. Johnson,
Medway, Mass., John
Bennett, Jr., San Anto-
nio, Tex., William W.
Si . Cadar Falls,
lowa, Steve Alien, An-
niston, Alabama, Peter
Flaherty, Wash. D.C.
Philip Lawler, Wash, D.
C., Barbara Perkins, N.
Y.C.. Mihalo Mihaloy,
Columbus, Ohio, Max
;5‘1398 Chevy Chase,

-
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Diverse.group obsery

neﬂ a retired Air Force major gen-

+Setvador. He @iso vmod
Rica and Nicaragua

:Edungs about tie #rip to.Central

“Aymerica was the Wiverse group
of American sbservers whom 1.
accompanied. .

publicans and pulitical independ-
ents. The ages ranged from 18 to
75. There were two college pro-
fessors, a college student, a for
mer ambassador, a black wo-
man writer, 8 nun, a relired
Vietnam veteran and represent-
:;.;ves rfg?g;atbob"cngn& Protes-
{0 tions m non-
-profil foundations. - -
,th::tt 41‘11!9 25 ‘Americans of all
sl i m i
~backgrounds r&m

El Sal
o e

htmsundinthebeslm
M democracy.-We all traveled
Wt our pwn expense. . ;,.
Choosing ;. 7 se
“We “those Qhere-we yﬁmd
1o go (o observe the
ces. Owr driver, Jose
d attended Texas Military
stitute in San Antonio. He made

;. noeﬂorltoukennopredeter

lﬁm ﬁlnﬁﬂvador &“E

berdad, Annenia.
\.v lon, plus the New Bmm!ab-
jpize town of Santa ‘g‘e:h
polling ce
senied &0 precincts.
,{ple wiited in at each place
“ind were good-matured about it.
These people were not com-
pelled 1o vote.“The hw.n?ulrm
-¢itizens to vote is not en on:ej
Some risked being shot by the
Communisis to vote.
1 saw no animosity between

dates, Jose Na

leon Duarte
and Roberto d‘ ubisson. They
teemed to

preity_g2od
Cd ponells = —-J-.!.L-.- Yoo ut

i Tetred Sen Antorio  benker

lndarancher observed the May 6 .

Junof! elections for president :of E1 -
ﬁos‘la

»By JOHN M. n:nnm ‘%
of the .gmnost *ﬁnusua! .

There were ‘Democrata Re -

ithe poll-watchers for the candi-.

Page 5.

LA

s+ fair, fres, honest '

ballots were> set aside for elec-

prablems in goun the .
’g-:'mtheebcuono clals

* axpected "1’16 and wmt:udy with
iEC%Once, 'when the Hights camé

T4be lid on with their ébows.
Members of

_&r‘u:frs from the commander-in-
“Siemained peutral § was im-

it e d g

; i, Nicaragus, for tw_

chief, promised an bonest elec-

-.aonAndnidwcwouldheln

edtnd b ale 4o abhrmceia dba vimslom

" by kine. He

“El -Galvador’é '

they did not as the army "

P 1---

GS

El Shlvador electmns

EDITOHS NOTE: Jonn‘w “Bon— R

tut a member of the Amencan
JEmbassy staff said we weren't
'the kind of people to be invited.

» The Sandinisia -government
‘ bns Jowered the voting age {0 16,
which will grealy increase the
Sandinista vole. It appears the
e?ndzmstas are tnamtg% their

ctory. sccording §ame

#affer.

Pablo Anlonio "Guadro, the
blisher.of La Prensa, told us
t the government does not

ition paper line
d the censorship is
-sporadicbut,-if be deviates too
{ar from the government's lim-

_its, then his ne t supply is
simply cut off ‘:Xnn he can' pub
Xavier, Zevala, presidenl of
the Permanent Commission on
Human Rights, a private organi-
Jration, spid the ini
-pol Tule by violence orimprison-
ing people. Instead, the govern
went controls access o the food
bupply, health care and educa-
#hon to keep people thtine. .~ .
ne a r on,
c':hd he pn'pm:ny
M‘iﬁ tors who do not
t bear “anything good

thé United States.
“We asked U.S. Embassy offi-
¢ials when the popularity of the
Sandinistas to wane and

concerned

about Mexico's role in the Con-

tadora peace effort. He feared

mxlco was hampering rather

l

convtneed me that it

g' fmportant for the

Unlted States Lo support people
Avbo want true democTacy, no

B ‘l-... Hem

T bl o
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from Massachusetts mid this morning

.. ‘m.nm-mm::hc_ and

Rarry Johnson, a retired Army colone!
hm-,,meW
to witness Sunday's
am-ms.m they said

moraing 2t 3 presm eonference gt the
buresu’s Main Street beadquarters.
.bora,” Carroll said. The imper!ec.u‘mo:
they saw were technical and
| ial peither ooe-sided por wbs“mun.
tial be said

competing against terror-
tsm. And the Salvadoran’s strong fosi

. lwnmmmqtammmmw .

. 'They were obsessed with
this elaction free and clear,”
Carroll said.
B Silvador is 8 Central A
country about the size of Massachusetts
with & population of abost 4.7 million.

In March, the voters in the agricul-
tnrdeuuntryvemtolhpolhwelecu
president from eight parties running
. candidates. There was no clear majori-
"”‘mﬂ‘m'nw]ed

Voters were asked Sunday to of
between the conservative Arena party
and the more libera! Christian Demo-

1.6 million of the country’s 1.3
million voters participated in the chaice
between Christian Detnocrat Jose Na-
polecs Duarte and Roberto D'Abuisson
of the Arena Party.

w1 o the
K2 Salvador had a free and clean elec-

tice Sunday. two election observers °

runof{ presidential -

Bay Stc:te Observers
Hail Sqlvgdor

Votmg

Lo ak

mmmmuh
Duarte was shiming victory

Mﬁ
DAM 22 pe ‘
Tee '..'hCommunm

‘ the election and
llmkwm@tdm-mw they

overwhelming'y rejected the guerrilla's

. position oa this imsae. We saw 5o indica-

mmlmw 1o have
the opportanity to vota for the guerril-

a8 or their palitical represestatives. In
-.uwMM“u'NMh
* They told about their experience this .

pumber of aull votes — the

March "Carrolisaid "

T *Armry Btayed Out'

Carroll said, “The army stayed out of

toured from § am to § p.m., the army
was pever close W the poils. Peopie
Lined up at the polls and showed i poe
Cation cards to members of both purties
finger and the palm of their hand
marked with ink to ensure they could

At sach of the §0 polls the two men
gides monitored the election. There
were 8.000 polls, Johnson said. That
mmeans there were from 30,000 to 50,000
ml. hlpin‘ check the vote, Io addi-
tion there were computers (o tally the
vote.

“This was the fairest and most open
election I've ever seen in my life . . . If
anyone knows about wvoting fraud,
Americans do,” Carroll said

While the election appsared to be
‘n.m“m‘ was “no guaran-
be stable.”

N
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*"Alfonso Robelo

Nicaragua

Now the Sandinistas Have No Excuses

By lesding the U.S. Congress to its vote to cut off
a4 to the democratic resistance in Nicaragua, a
small band of kberals has assumed a grave moral
M the responsitulity to persuade Nicara-
gua’'s ruers to demonstrate that only the Reagan
admirsstration’s policies have kept them from fulfill-
ing the democratic promise of the Nicaraguan revo-
hation. Now that those policies clearly are no longer
in eflect, there can be no more excuses.

A foreign observer could see that last week's
vote was the result of many factors: partisan bit-
terness, procedural confusion and a lack of public
wunderstanding here about the history and signifi-
cance of the Nicaraguan civil war. But at the core
of congressional opposition to the 2id was a2 moral
snd intellectual sssumption that evidently still
guides American liberalism: communists would
become democrats if only they were more gener-
ously treated,

This still remains the conviction of the Vietnam
generation; leaders such as Reps. Michael Barnes
snd Jim Leach, and Sens. John Kerry and Tom
Harkin. They are confident that they posseas a

m sophestication and moral authority that, if ,

only given s way, can win over the Sandinista
comendantes. It is a conviction | know well—too
well. It has cost me five years of bitter disappoint-
ment and (wo attempts on my life to learn how
profoundly untrue it is

1 myself am one of the Vietnam generation, and
! too believed that communists could he per-
suaded to respect pluralism, human rights and
peace. Many of us joined the Sandinistas in a Na-
tional Unity Coslition aganst Somoza, but when
he was overthrown in 1979, the Sandinistas
threw away all our carefully negotiated agree-

“The young liberals of
the United States believe
they can now accomplish
what so many others
could not: persuade the
Sandinistas to join the
community of responsible,
civilized governments.”

ments for democracy and peaceful reconstruction.
1 nevertheless served with them on the governing
junta, but was obliged to resign when it became
clear that [ was a figurehead with no authority. |
then spent two years inside Nicaragua as a revo-
lutionary dissident, but learned that the Sandinis-
tas do not tolerate political dissent. Tom Harkin,
then a congressman, helped me get out of Nicara-
gua into exile. There I helped organize appeals to
the Sandinistas from European socialists and
Latin American demacrats, It has come to no-
thing.

The young liberals of the United States believe
they can now accomplish what so many others
could not: persuade the Sandinistas to join the
community of responsible, civilized governments.

1 hope that their consciences—and the pressures
of your own political system—will now oblige
Messrs. Harkin, Kerry. Barnes and Leach to go to
Managua in order, as Barnes put it, to “call the San-
dirustas’ bluff”" and to execute the moral obligation
their legislative victory has created. In exchange for
cutting off aid to our cause, they must receive spe-
cific and significant concessions from the Sandinistas
—not st fine print and eventualities. An honest
concern for peace and human rights cannot be satis-
fied unless:

® The Sandinistas agree to the Nicaraguan
bishops® call for negotiations with both the civic
and armed opposition.

® The Sandinista People’s Army—now the
army of one political faction—becomes a genu-
inely Nicaraguan army.

# The Sandinistas accept international observ-
ers who can guarantee that pluralism and a cease-
fire are respected.

® An ironclad and prompt timetable for imple-
menting those agreements is established.

If the young liberals in Congress can obtain
these concessions from the Sandinistas, we will all
be obliged to honor their insight and ability. But if
they cannot, they must have the imegrity to join
me in the painful admission that they were wrong,
and that the struggle for democracy in the Third
World cannot be fought with the communists, it
must be fought against them.

The wniter, who served in ihe first Sondinista-led gra-
ernment of Nicampua ofter the overthnur of the
Somoza regime, is now the political leader of the
resiitance group colled the Democratic Revalutionary
Alhance.
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B.S. policy unity on Nicaragua oould,'gain much

iy Jim Hampton
Kright-Ridder Newspapers

* Pay no mind to the Sandinistas’ initial
onlau of President Reagan’s proposal
a 60-day truce during which they'd
falk peace with the U&-nppotted guerril-
s now fighting them. }h N\carquam
@R"-‘ r‘
~Pay no mind, sither, {0 House Speaker
Thomas P. “Tip" O'Neill's allegation that
the president’s offer was just a “dirty
" that Congress will reject. Of course
it's a trick — of sorts. If Ronald Reagan

s an be knows which tricks
mllworkonCoucuu and (his cos just

#lnally. pay no mingd to the president’s
contudlctory positions on negotiating
#ith guerrillas in El Salvador and Nicara-
m rt:pecuvely He's against negotiating

Marzjst-Loginigt S8andinistas to (alk peace
wlth the coutras fighting them.
Wﬂﬁ-hm-mw—

et 4

PhadbeeuwkeeptheSandinisminline
y military means. His administration
paid lip service to the idea of a negotiated
5;1! in Central America through the

tadora process. It held otlations
with the Sandinistas in Man: o, Mexl-
co. But Reagan’s heart wasn't in it, nor
was his administration's

forced the pcuident'l hand by

refusing to authorize funds for the lnsur-
gents fighting the Sandinistas. His vote-
counters told the president that if he asked
for $14 million to arm the guerrillas, as he
intended to do, he would lose.

Rather than risk losing, the president
changed strategy. He pi a truce
from Sunday until June 1. During that
time the Sandinistas and the insurgents
would negotiate under the Roman Catho-
lic Church’s mediation. He still asked for
the §$14 million, but he vowed that during
the truce none of it would be used for
arms or munitions. “These funds would be
used for food, clothing, and medicine, and
other support for (the contras’) survival,”
be said. -

Congress could give the president at
least part of what he wants. It could, for
example, authorize $2.5 million — 60
days’ worth of his requested $14 million in
annual contra funds - and stipulate that
the money go only for food, medicine,
clothing, and other nonmilitary supplies.

Suppose Congress did that, whether or
not the Sandinistas change their minds
and agree to talk peace. first result
would be to keep the insurgeats fed,
clothed, healthy — and in readiness. The
second result would be (o tell the Sandinis-
tas that at last the Reagan administration
and Congress have the beginningy of con-
sensus on a policy toward Nicaragua.

Eight months ago I wouldn't have

dreamed of suggesting that Congress give

the contras a dime. Eight months ago it
stil] seemed possible that the Sandinistas
would make thelr November 1984 elec-
tions open, meaningful, pluralistic. That
prospect died a-borning, however. The
elections — like most of the Sandinistas’
other early promises of representative
govornmuu proved {p be mere sham,

Within the past eight months, in short, 1
have slowly been changing my views
about the contras, about the Sandinistas
and their capacity to threaten Central
America,
toward — and tolerance for — them
should be.'

Three weeks ago, I went to Nicaragua,

boping to discover whether my im
sions from afar held true close up.
did. I wish they hadn't; that would have
been far less disquieting than having them
confirmed. Those impressions now are
mrdmmta Into convictions. Simplistic or
not, they boil’down to these elements:

B The Bandinistas are following the
path that Fidel Castro trod after leading
Cuba’s revolution 25 years ago. If their
tracing of his footsteps continues, Nicara-
gua will become the second full-fledged
Communist state at America’s doorstep.

@1t is imperative that the United States
thwart that progression. If peaceabls
means will suffice, then by all means eve-
ry avenue of negotiation and conciliation
should ~ must — be pursued. :

sbout what the US. altitude -

B1f peaceable means fail, then armu
conflict directly involving US. forces
all but inevitable unless the United Stat
resigns itsel! to abandoning the Monn
Doctrine, not (0 say ils own national s
curity. The war won't come next yea
necessarily, but inexorably it evenual
will come.

That eventuality can be avoided only

.owodt.la
They're far )ikelier Lo dc that if they fac
a United States whose p. esident and Cot
gress embrace goe ratio al policy towar
Nicaragua. That unity 1 turs will cos
lesce only if that policy as the America
people’s support.

Reagan’s proposed pe: ~e talks doa't ye
qualify as a policy, but they are a wel
come aod positive alter .ative to furthe
intransigent saber-rattll g. Nor has Con
mlﬂlhmtmdﬁuﬂuw

it hasa't, Cong ess should trea

¥ not a4 a dirty trick bu

asa 'nytnpn!-uudlrtypar
rilla war from becomiag still
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Editorials

The contras on their own

President Reagan wanted $14

million to arm the Nicaraguan _

rebels. Instead he will get noth-
ing to arm them. In Washington,
this is known as a compromise.

Actually, of course, the presi-
dent’s decision to postpone a re-
quest for military aid rather
than face congressional judg-
ment is a rather stunning defeat
for his Central American policy
—and for the hope of liberaliz-
ing the Sandinista government
there. No amount of substitute
humanitarian aid for refugees
can compensate for the setback.

Opponents of military aid cite

“their reluctance to violate the
territorial integrity of another
nation and their determination
to avoid the mistakes of Viet-

" nam. Some of these same politi-

- clans are not quite so deferential

" to sovereignty (thank goodness)

. 'when it comes to funneling food
relief to rebel-held areas in
Ethiopia, money to independent
labor unions in Poland and
weapons to Afghan guerrillas.

Some opponents of aid to the

. Contras recently even proposed
.arming rebels fighting the

Cambodian government. In
short, the concept of territorial

- integrity for them is the polemi-

cal equivalent of a tuxedo, re-
_ served for special occasions.

The paralle] with Vietnam s
even less convincing. Nicara-
gua’s location and historical
relationship with the United
States, as well as its internal
characteristics, could hardly be

more different from. . ietnam’s.

Nor, for that matter, does
history dictate that U.S. military
ald escalate into direct interven-
tion. Vietnam was the exception
in that respect.

There is one similarity, how- .
ever: congressional ambivalence
and half-measures in both in-
stances.

Although Congress will not
support the Nicaraguan Contras,
it can’'t quite bring itself to
admit that it has therefore pro-
tected the Sandinistas. No, the
odor of Marxist doctrine in
Managua is a bit too powerful
for that. Instead, Congress
apparently will provide humani-
tarian aid for refugees and thus
attempt to make its course look
better.

Ironically, the refugees in-
clude many families of the guer-
rillas, so aid to one inevitably
will bolster the other. It won't
make a decisive difference for
the rebels, of course, but it prob-
ably will be enough to result in
additional, futile deaths.

But that is what comes 0f an
American foreign policy that
tries to have it both ways. Rath-
er than provide anyone with the
tools to succeed anymore, the
United States does just enough
to guarantee a prolonged and
bloody failure. Just enough, 100,
SO that our leaders can walk
away from the debacles they
engineer and prociaim, faces
straight, that they tried their
very best.
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For the Record

From a statement by Alfonso Rubelo, a
former member of Nicorague's junia
end nuur one of the three civilian lead-
ers of the United Nicaraguan Opposi-
tion, delivered to the Social Dcmocruls,
USA, on June 15:

The vote last Wednesday in the
U.S. House of Representatives to md
the Nicaraguan democratic resistance
was stronger than we expected. But |
for one was disappointed that so many
Democratic Party leaders whom [ ad-
mire failed to join in it. After all:

It is we who stand for a free trade
union movemert in Nicaragua.

It is we who stand for the rights of
the Miskito Indians and the Creoles on
the Atlantic coast.

It is we who stand for a free press,
far civil and political rights, for schools
that teach rather than mdocrinate and
for religious Liberty.

And it is we who want and deserve
the full support of the liberals of the
United States.

* Only when we have bipartisan, 1ib-
eral and conservative support in the
United States can we promise our
other friends and supporters that we
will be able to follow a steady and ef-
fective course of action.

Only when we have broad popular
support in this country and elsewhere
can we consolidate our unity as Nica-
raguans. Then we can achieve far
more coordination . and discipline

- among all the insurgent forces in Nica-
ragua’s civil war. This will help us pre-
vent human rights abuses by individu-
als in our country who may react reck-
Jessly to the provocations of the San-
dinistas. This will help us achieve the
cohesion we need if we are to actively
pursue a political solution to the con-
flict, opening the doors for national
reconciliation.




THE HOLOCAUST was unknown to
. most Americans in World war II,

though at least a few at the higher lev-
els knew or suspected what was happen-
ing. The debate will be endless, perhaps,
over what should or could have been
:lone about it. But nobody should forget
t.

Nor should anyone forget & more
subtle holocaust today in many parts of
the world — Afghanistan and Cambo-
dia, for example. Nations are being
raped in the name of somebody’s sense
of “justice.” Yet if wholesale butchery
amounts to a holocaust of sorts, assaults
on political and economic freedom in
any form are also reprehensible — and
legion.

In this 40th year since the end of
World War and establishment of the
United Nations, man’s inhumeanity to
man makes headlines globally, Whether
of right or left, the efforts of totalitari-
ans are unabating. And almost inevita-
bly, they involve Congress and the White
House,

THAT'S WHY lobbyists fanned out
/_,choss America last week on both sides

f the $14 million aid-to-Contras issue.
shose opposed point to the Contras’
atrocities — atrocities conceded, though
by no means appiauded, by Alforiso Ro-
belo, a former top Nicaraguan business
feader and co-founder of one of the
leading Contra groups, on his Cincin-
nat! visit. Yet Robelo emphasized that
many others, beyond the Nicaraguans
themselves, had a stake in what hap-
pens in Nicaragua.

You're struck by Robelo’s modera-
tion. He doesn’t come across as a cloctri-
naire antl-Communist nf the super-
emotional stripe. That makes him all
the more believable. A 1961 chemical-
engineering graduate of the Rensselaer
Polytechnic Institute in Troy, N.Y., Ro-
belo wants President Reagan's Nicara-
guan peace plan to succeed. The plan
would assign the $14 million initially to
humanitarian aid — food and medicine
— to the Contras. It would go for mili-
tary supplies only if after 60 days of
negotiation and no peace the Contras
asked for arms.

“We would accept Daniel Ortega as
president until a plebiscite to determine
wheat the people want,” Robelo ex-
plained. “ . .. This is a tremendous op-

™~ 7oxrtunity to stop the bloodshed.” The
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Contras have offered to do what the
Salvadoran rebels so far have refused to
do — lay down their arms and partici-
pate in the political process. if a bona
fide one can be devised. Robelo called
Mr. Reagan’s gesture, based largely on
what the Contadora Group of four Latin
American countries has sought, ‘“one
last effort for a political solution.”

ROBELO RECOGNIZES the difficul-
ties of convincing Congress. For one
thing, it's hard for many Americans to
make the connection between what
happens to Nicaragua and what could
happen to them, or other Latin coun-
tries, including Mexico. Cincinnati’s U.S.

It’s hard for many
Americans to make
the connection
between what happens
to Nicaragua and what
could happen to them.
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Rep. Willis D, Gradison Jr., R, said on
public television’s »Capitol Journal” the
other night that the Contra-aid issue
was by no means the top one in his 2nd
District. It's not a grabber, like, say, a
tax-hike or tax-cut proposal. Gradison
did not say — and perhaps didn’t know
— how he would vote on the Contra aid
issue.

But Robelo sought to put to rest the
minds of those who fret that helping
the Contras — a word he disdains (“con-
tra” means “against”) — ineans helping
restore the Somacistas to power. That
he'd help restore anything resembling
the Somoza dictatorship would be ironi-
cal: Robelo was one of the five members
of the original junta governing Nicara-
gua in the wake of Somoza’'s overthrow,
Helsa membg;_pmv—ot the Revolution-

ary Directory of the Democratic Revolu-
tionary Alliance, fighting to bring de-
mocracy to his country.

HE OFFERS these figures: “Out of
15,800 revolutionary fighters as of Feb.
22, 1985, there were only 220 former Na-
tional Guardsmen (of Somoza's era) —
1% %; out of 54 field commanders, 12
were former National Guardsmen —
25% — of whom seven were lieutenants:
four, sergeants; and one, a captain. None
could be pinpointed as to having com-
mitted a crime. They were tco voung to
have been involved in the corruption of
the Somoza era.” Nor does he contend
the Contras (or, to use his term, revolu-
tlonaries) have a ™»naopoly on atroei-
ties. Moreover, he said he had survived
two attempts on his own life.

Not 24 hours after Robelo made his
case, contending the Spviet Union and
Cuba do indeed hope to spread their
anti-freedom virus throughout the
hemisphere, Carlos E. Palomo, who
headed El Salvador’s Agricultural Devel-
opment Bank in 1982-84. mnade a similr v,
one. He sought support for the Contras
on grounds that what happens in Nica-
ragua has direct bearing on Ei Salvador.
“The people of the United States must
understand that the war (in Nicaragua)
is not just the Contras’ war but it's an
American war, an ideological war, to de-
fend freedom and democracy,” Palomo
said. He said the guerrillas aim in his
country to destroy its economy — and
he said they’d done a pretty good job of
it.“We must fight this (ideological) war
together, we need help,” he emphasized.
“When ycu support the Contras. you
support El Salvador.”

THE BEST solution in Nicaragua, ob-
viously, would be a negotiated one as-
suring a free press and free assembly —
in short, a free atmosphere in which the
Nicaraguans could determine what they
wanted. If Mr. Reagan’s (or anyone
else’s) plan can hasten that, it should be
supported to the hilt. Nicaragua’s future
is, to be sure, related to that of America
— and the Americas.

Those who know what's happening
there, and most members of Congress
should have a fairly clear idea by now.
shouldn’t have any regrets 10, 20 — or 40
— years from now that they didn’t do
enough.

Robert Webb is a member of The En jui-
rer's edltorial board. .
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Seeing your revolution for what itis

The turning point is difterent for
different people.

1 will never forget the Cuban, now
an American citizen, who told me his
hopes for the revelution finally died,
alter Castro's takeover, when he [irst
heard political stogans tetween the
dial tones ¢cn the telephone. Some-
how that experience killed the last
traces a2 his belief that the new Cuba
cou!d b= a demncrallc creation of the
peogi» rather than something Im-
posed [rom abuve by the men with
the siugurs and the guns.

It ts always a graadual process, this
realizatiun reenacted so often in our
century. But usuully, there are mo-
ments that stand out.

Adrianna Gulllen, the Sorbonne-
ecucated wile of a Nicaraguan doc-
tor, synipathized with the opposition
to the Somoza dictatorship In her
country for a decade. Revulutionary
agentls used her house as a place W
put on disguises and hide weapons.
Af:er the revolution tn July 1979, she
tock a job with the Ministry of Cul-
ture s0 As o fallow through on her
commitinent Lo a democratic renew-
al of Nlciraguan soclety.

But the armed, Marxist-Leninist
party in the revolutionary coalition
-—1he Sandinistas—-was dominant
ifom ihe start Mrs. Guilllen was sent

to Marxist Cuba for training, and the
tntense indoctrination she was ex-
posed W raised grave doubts. The
trainers were Bulgarians, and the
subject was how to wipe out an old
culture and implant a new one.

After that, Mrs. Gulllen left her
government job and became a re-
porter for the chiel Nicaruguan
newspaper, La Prensa. On the first
anniversary of the Nicaraguan revo-
lution, she covered the comnmemora-
tion of the victory In a small town
outside the capital and flew there In
a goverument helicopter with the
Sandinista representitive, Tomas
Borge. ler biood ran cold, she sald,
when she realized that the pilot of
the helicopler was yet another help-
ful forelgner, a memnber of the Pales-
tine Liberation Organization.

Adrianna Gulllen, like s0 many
demorratic opponents of dictator-
ship in Nicaragua, is now in exile.
Another, Alfonso Robelo, who was In
Cincinnatl recently, toild what had
been the turning points for him.

Alfonso Robelo Cullejas was one
of the five members of Lhe revolu-
tionary junta thut officially govern-
ed Nicaragua afier Somoza fell. But
he was not a Sandinista. An
Americaii-irained chemical engi-
neer, he was a prominent leader in

E—

business organizations throughout

v the 1970s. When the assassination of

Pedro Joaquin Chamorro, editor of
the anti-Somoza newspaper La
Prensa, mobilized so many Nicara-
guans against the dictatorship,
Robelo helped call a general strike
and bring the privale sector and po-
ltical moderates Into active support
for the revolution. But his experience
in politics, he says bitlerly now, was
very smaill,

After the victory, Robelo remain-
ed In Lhe revolutlonary junta for
nine months, but from the start, he
sald, the Sandinistas’ determination
to consolidate all power In thelr own
hands and push out all other ele-
ments of the revolutionary coalition
was plain. So was their effectiveness
at achieving that end.

Within days of entering the capl-
tal, Sandintsta soldiers setzed key
Institutlions for the Sandinistas, not
for the revolutionary cualition. Thus,
the offices of Somoza's newspaper,
Novedades, becuine the base for the
Sandinista party newspaper, Robelo
suid. The headquarters of Sornozn's
pseudo-iabor unions becaine the
nerve center for new Sandinlsta
worker organizations. The army was
named the Ejercilo Popular Sandi-
nista. The democratic members of
the junta fought the Sandinistas

unsuccessfully every step of the way.

A specinl turning point for Robelo
came after the Soviet invasion of Af-
ghanistan, in December 1979. Robelo
called an emergency meeting of the
junta and urged an immediate pub-
lic denunclation of the invasion. One
of his arguments was that It was par-
ticularly important for Nicaragua, so
close to the United Stales, to speak
out against a superpower’s interven-
tion in L8 nelghbor's affairs.

The junta supported him by a
vote of 4 to ), with Dantel Ortega, the
key lender of the Sandinista party,
now president of Nicarugua, stand-
Iing alone. Yel on the heels of this
vote, the Sundinista party director-
ate, without Informing the junta, In-
structed Nicursgua‘s ambassndor in
New York to abstain on the U.N. vote
condemning the Soviet invasion.

Robelo is only one of the exiled
democratic revolutlionarles of
Nicaragua now {ighting the Sandi-
nistas und seeking American bnck-
fug for thelir cause. Arturo Cruz, for-
mer Sandinista ambassador to the
United Stales, and Adolfo Calero, &
businessman who was linprisoned by
Somoza for his opposition activities,
are others. What these “contras™
want 13 a falr chance to participate
in a democratic political process in
their country.

Thelr formal offer Lo the Sandl-
nistas is for a cease-fire and a na-

tional dialogue mediated by the
Nicaraguan Conference of Bishops
and guaranleed by observers from
Centra)l American governments.
Dantel Ortega would remain presi-
dent while a new eleclaral law was
being druwn up. Then free elections
for a new constituent asseinblyand a
plebiscite on whether w hold a new
presidential election would take
pluce under international supeevi-
slon.

It Is a decent offer, and to remaln
true to !tself the United Stales
should be backing the forces that
have made it. Yel the president's re-
quest for & modest $14 mlllion in
miiitary aid Is expected Lo be deleat-
ed In the House Tuesduy. A substi-
tute package of non-military ald
may then squeak through Congress.

We Americans, who rightly loathe
the use of force, are apparently un-
able to grasp that the threat our
democratic neighbors, and uttimate-
1y we, fuce Is from armed men men
armed with avapons and with un
international deology that justifies,
indeed requires, their use. Not
enough of us have rfiched the men-
tal turning point that makes & lover
of liberty Into a defender of Itberly
and nn enemy of oppression inwWw one

wha fighis {yianis.

Claudia Winkler is editorial page
editor of The Cincinnatl Post
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THE WEEK IN REVIEW

DEMOCRACY
IS THE ISSUE
INNICARAGUA

The people of Nicaragua, after overthrowing the Somoza tyranny, are again being forced to
struggle for their freedom and their dignity. Their struggle, like that in neighboring El Salvador, has
been waged against extremes both of the Right and the Left. Today they need and deserve the help of
all who share the democratic faith.

The Sandinista rulers of Nicaragua are now seeking to impose a totalitarian system upon their
people. They will not be deterred simply by humanitarian pleas, diplomatic appeals or economic
pressures. If the Sandinistas succeed, the Nicaraguan people will suffer greatly, and democracy
throughout the Americas will face an unprecedented threat.

But the Nicaraguan democratic resistance movement can alter this dangerous course of events.
Its leaders—figures such as Arturo Cruz, Adolfo Calero, Pedro Joaquim Chamorro and Alfonso Robelo—

. proved their dedication to democracy in the struggle against the Somoza dictatorship. They seek

negotiations for an honorable peace with the Sandinistas through the good offices of the Nicaraguan
Catholic Bishops. But the Sandinistas still refuse to negotiate with their dwn people. So the resistance
leaders are now asking for our help.

There are many issues in the present debate over U.S. policy toward Nicaragua, but the basic
issue is this: will we stand beside the Nicaraguan democratic resistance in its struggle against
totalitarianism? Or will we declare that this movement is a lost cause, and offer only to help its
supporters adjust to lives as victims, refugees and exiles?

We the undersigned—Democrats, Republicans and Independents, liberals and conservatives,
trade unionists, businessmen, professionals, religious workers and intellectuals—believe that our gov-
ernment and our people must now send an unmistakable message to Managua, Moscow and Havana:
the American people support the struggle for democracy in Nicaragua. We may differ over what form
our assistance should take, but we are firmly united in the conviction that our aid is a moral and
strategic obligation.

We urge you to join us by making your views known to the President, your Congressmen and
your community. Help us build a movement of support throughout the United States for those in
Nicaragua who, at great risk, are standing up for democracy. Please send a generous contribution so
this message can be reprinted in other publications, so speakers can be sent out to present our case, so
radio and television messages can be broadcast, and so our leaders (and the Sandinistas) will hear the
voice of democratic America.

Sunday, June 2, 1985
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By STEPHEN KINZER
New

MANAG e 27 —
For four nu m New
York City, a recent visit here was a
chance to work in a Nicaraguan mater-
nity hospital, sharing ideas and learn-
ing about health care in revolutionary
society. But their mission was as much
political as medical.

They are among tens of thousands of
Americans who have visited Nicarz-
gua since the 1979 revolution. These
visits have given many of them a basis
to speak against Administration policy.
But their critics, who include some
feaders of the Nicaraguan opposition,
say many fail to address fundamental
qQuestions about what is happening
wnder Sandinista rule.

““These trips are not propaganda,”
said Vice President Sergio Ramfirez
Mercado recently. “Anyone who comes
to Nicaragua tn.s an open possibility to
see anything.'

There are those, however, who say
that many visiting Americans are
paive about the true nature of the San-
dinista Front.

‘Partial to the Sandinistas

“Some honestly comne to investigate,
but most come to confirto what they al-
ready believe,” said Jaime Chamorro
Cardenal, an -diwr of the opposition
tevtptper La Prensa. * are sent
@own here by groups that are partial to
e Sandinistas, and once they get here

tv:ryt.hlngthzy
Themidmvsmed
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Madre, which has been aiding

. Nicaragua,

Mmumﬁnﬁm
“Our here is a sign of soli-
hﬂq wlth what is going on in Nicars-
dwives

in the States in opposition to what
is doing.* .
Farme's to Ship Tractors

e)(hnbohr; ber =
were instructing Nicaraguan purses
ethods of childbirth, a balf

*Narrow-minded politicilans in
Washington are back.lng the wrong side
in ' this pevolution,” said Rodger
McAfee, one of the farmers. **We are
supporting a reactionary military or-
ganization that blows up agricultural
plants that feed people.”

Anti-Sandinista insurgents have
often atiacked economic targets, in-
cuding Governmentowned farm ma-
¢hinery and grain depots.

The Minister of Foreign Trade, Ale-
jandro Martinez Cuenca, who recentl)
visited several cities tn the United
States, estimated on his retwn that
100,000 Americars had come 1o Nicars-
gua since the Sandinista takeover.

Meet Sandinista Leaders

Members of some delegations meet
with ranking Government leaders
while others take part in public cere-
monies or are quoted in the Sandinista

press. .
Many of the delegations are reli-
gious. In the last few manths, impor-
tant Lutheran, Presbylerian, United
Church of Christ and Methodist leaders
bave been among the visitors.
Most of the visits by Protestant

gov\:ps are organized the
estant Committee for Aid and
Development, Acco to Peggy

half are
. “They look around and see
what the Government here {s trying to
éo for the people, and they leave asking
what they can do to turn American
policy around,” Mrs. Heiner said.
One American religious organiza-
tion, Withess for Peace, bas estab
lishad & permanent in Nicars.
gua and has more than 1,300
people from across the Unitad States to
sake part in an unusual set of activities
bere. As part of their program, visitors
are sent 10 live for several days in re-
mote towns, many in area: where
rebels have been active.

Many ‘Get Very Fired Up’

t deter attacks, according 1o one
of the group's coordinators, Ed anﬂn—

. |Nolan, 38 years old. But Witness for

Peace is now active in
ﬂ;hn abuses by rebe! forces
that its workers say they have learned

about {n trips arcund the counttry.

“We are to bulld &n under-
'uﬂuh nited States of the
th and destruction caused by this

andinigfgs s ;gisitors: Mctives Touch Off Dispute

orgr,” Mr. CnﬂmNolm said.
On Thursday momnings, visiting
Ancncans often assemble in fmm of

Committee of U.S. Citizens Living in
Nicarapua, have been held weekly for
more than a year and a half.
Although there is no reliable esti-
mate of how many Americans live
oum

here, the ber is thought to be at
least 1,800. Among them are sociolo-
gists and ists working for Gov-

Ooe Side of a Story’

Some of the religious activists who
visit here have cnucs within their owmn
denominations. *'Unfortunately, there
is only one side of a story being told,”
said the Rev. Mario Fiandri, an Itahian-
born priest who was expelied trom
Nicaragus last year for purporied in-
volvement in political acts.

One American who recently visited
Nicaragua, Robert R. Peck, athletic di.
rector of Williarns College, said he and
other religious Americans who come
bere ‘‘believe in a philosophy that's
biblically based, which means it's kind

“Peopie understand the faults of the
revolution, but they also understand
the general direction of the revolution
and approve of it,” Mr. Peck said.






By Edward Cody
+ Wanhuygton Post Foreign Service

MANAGUA, Nicaragua, July
22—0ne honored guest at the San-
dinista revolution's sixth anniver-
sary celebration this weekend was
Mayor Bernard Sanders from Bur-
fington, Vt,

A church ceremony lauding For-
eign Minister Miguel d’Escoto and
his two-week-old fast for peace was
organized by U.S. citizens living in
Nicaragua. Their tribute ended
with two women, one strumming a
guitar, singing a song whose refrain
was “Thanks to the Nicaraguans,”
and with the Americans chanting a
Sandinista guerrilla slogan.

Tens of thousands of such Amer-
icans have come to visit the revo-
lution here since the Sandinista Na-
tional Liberation Front took power
in 1979. For most, short visits were
enough. Others have stayed to live
and work for an extended period.
Either way, most have made their
trip a gesture of solidarity with the
Sandinistas and a mark of opposi-
tion to-U.S. policy toward Nicara-
gua. )

For many, traveiing here con-

firms an already solid belief in what

the Sandinistas are trying to do.
Working on a coffee plantation for a
few weeks as an “internationalist”
provides an opportunity to share in
Concrete expression of an ideal,
much as some American Jewish
vouths find satisfaction working
summers on an Israeli kibbutz,

For others, the backpacking “san-
dalistas,” Nicaragua seems to be a
way station on a trip back through
the 1960s. One Nicaraguan calls
these young visitors “totally con-
fused Americans.” Although most
Americans here perhaps are not so
confused, few appear to make crit-
ical appraisals of what they see,

As a result, anti-Sandinista Ni-
caraguans charge that most Amer-
icans come here with pro-Sandinista
organizations, arrive with a predis-
position to like what they see, will-
inglv believe what they are told by
their Sandinista hosts and then re-
turn to the United States to get out
the “truth.”

Some cannot wait to get back.
Visiting U.S. correspondents fre-
quently have been buttonholed in
Managua hotel corridors by “inter-
nationalists™ with insistent sugges-
tions on how to improve coverage
of Nicaragua.

Salomon Alarcon, spokesman for
the government's Nicaraguan Com-
mittee for Solidarity with Peoples,
said such testimony by returned
U.S. visitors is an important source
of support for Nicaragua in the
United States.

"Without neglecting the impor-
tance of the rest of the world, we
think that solidarity from the North
American people has a special role to
play,” he added. “The visitors are . . .
very important, because our objec-
tive is not only to have these people
nick-coffee or build houses, but also

}

Alarcon said 3.000 Americans
visited Nicaragua in 1984 through
his organization's contacts with
sympathetic U.S. groups. Many
more visited through church and
political groups without contacting
the committee, he said, making the
number of visitors impossible to
estimate,

Bobbie Camacho, a 35-year-old
administrative assistant for a legal
services group in the San Francisco
area, made her visit to Nicaragua
for this year's anniversary celebra-
tion in a 15-member delegation
from Friends of Nicaraguan Culture.
The organization describes itseif as
a network of “artists, cultural work-
ers, intellectuals, opinion-makers
and all people who work with ideas”
seeking to generate support for Nic-
aragua.

“We also support the struggles of
the peoples in Central America and
the Caribbean,” including E! Sal
vador and Cuba, Camacho said as
she hurried from the d'Escoto trib-
ute to another event,

However they get here, high-rank-
ing Sandinista officials appear to ac-
cord importance to the gestures
from U.S. visitors. President Daniel
Ortega mentioned Sanders’ attend-
ance during his July 19 speech. The
government press office sponsored a
news conference later that day in
which Sanders and several visitors
from other countries denounced U.S.
policy toward Nicaragua.

In its coverage of the July 19 fes-
tivities, under the headline “World-
wide Support for the Revolution,”
the progovernment Nuevo Diario
newspaper listed visits by the U.S.
and other solidarity groups to De-
fense Minister Humberto Ortega,
then added:

- Americans Pay Tribute to a Revolution
. For Backpacking ‘Sandalistas, ’Nica'rc'zgua Seems a Way Station on '60s Trip

~“Debbie Reuben, representative
of the network of Solidarity with
the Nicaraguan People, which has
offices in all states of the North
American nation, called being in
Nicaragua very important “because
at this time when U.S. aggression
has been continuing to increase, we
consider that the friendship be-
tween our two peoples has only in-
creased.’ "

In addition to the visitors, several
hundred Americans live and work
here full time. Activists among
them, often joined by visitors pass-
ing through, gather Thursday
mornings for regular demonstra-
tions in front of the U.S. Embassy
to protest U.S. policy toward Nic-
aragua.

Lin Roth, daughter of a retired
U.S. Navy officer, teaches ecology
at the Jesuit-run University of Cen-
tral America and has been here
since October 1981. Roth, a 35-
year-old Radcliffe graduate, ex-
plains her continued stay here as
professional satisfaction accompa-
nied by political commitment.

“I've never been anywhere where

.what you do can count so much,”
she said.
Roth, who played the guitar during
the song for D'Escotod’Escoto, said
she particularly opposes U.S. fund-
ing of the anti-Sandinista contra
rebels known as contras who have
been fighting to overthrow the San-
dinista government for more than
three years.

“I think that this ts the worst
problem here,” she added. “The
other problems are not going to get
solved as long as the aggression
goes on. My main responsibility as a
U.S. citizen is to speak out against
this war.”
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The Newest Political Pilgrims

Paul Hollander

ARXIST-LENINIST Nicaragua has in the

last few years emerged as the new
destination of political tourists from the United
States who have revived a grotesque and embar-
rassing tradition in Western intellectual-political
history: the reverential pilgrimage to highly re-
pressive Communist countries by educated people,
beneficiaries of considerable political freedom and
material well-being.

By 1979 this tradition had temporarily fallen
into discredit. Following the death of Mao in
1976, his successors’ revelations about Chinese so-
ciety largely demolished the worshipful accounts
the pilgrims to China had brought back earlier.
Mao himself ceased to be deified and (even before
the official Chinese rejection in late 1984 of Marx-
ism as an infallible guide to the future) the new
Chinese regime began nioving toward more free
enterprise and better relations with the United
States.

By the early 1980's a number of developments
had also reduced the glamor and reputation of
another Communist country, Cuba. On the one
hand, Dr. Benjamin Spock still believed that

. the Castro government . , . has made remark-
able, admirable progress in education, in housing,
in . .. health care—for all citizens,” and for a
publication of the United Methodist Church,
Cuba, as of 1981, still represented “a vision of the
future.” On the other hand, the appeal of Cuba
to its American admirers was sharply reduced by
the outpouring in 1980 of 125,000 refugees (most
of them poor, and young, and dark-skinned), the
persecution of homosexuals, the growing militari-
zation of the society, the stationing of tens of
thousands of troops abroad, and the increasingly
intimate relationship between Castro and the
Soviet Union (which had lost its own attraction
decades earlier when even its most ardent sup-
porters were jolted out of their faith by the cele-
brated revelations of Khrushchev about the reign
of Stalin).

PauL HoLLANDER is professor of sociology at the University
of Massachusetts, Amherst, and a fellow at the Harvard
Russian Research Center. His books include Political Pul-
grims: Travels of Western Intellectuals to the Souviet Union,
China, and Cuba (1981, 1983) and The Many Faces of
Socialism (1983).
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As for Communist Vietnam, it was one thing to
celebrate it when American bombs were raining
down and its heroic guerrillas were defying Amer-
ican military might, but it was something else
again to sing its praises after over a million people
had escaped under extremely hazardous condi-
tions from the southern portion of the newly
united country.

In these circumstances the rise of Marxist-
Leninist Nicaragua could not have been better
timed. Here was a small country which had earlier
been dominated by the United States, run by a
corrupt pro-American dictator, and redeemed by
an authentic revolution, the culmination of years
of guerrilla war. The new regime came complete
with a youthful leadership. most of them former
guerrilla fighters, some of them intellectuals of
sorts (among the top leaders, Daniel Ortega,
Ernesto Cardenal, and Sergio Ramirez had poetic-
literary leanings or credentials), and others among
them devotees of liberation theology. There was
also something for the feminists in the person of
Nora Astorga. the Deputy Foreign Minister cele-
brated for helping to trap and kill a general of
Somoru (*Oh God.” said an American woman de-
scribed by the Washington Post as a political
activist, “to try to get the guy to bed and then
kill him! Fantastic. It's like a Western. That’'s my
dream, to do that to Reagan, George Bush, go
right down the line!™).

For many American svmpathizers, events in
Nicaragua represented a replay of the 1960's—
there was, at any rate, an appealing resemblance:
“Here,” said Playboy, “was a place seemingly run
by the kind of people who were 60's radicals.
Wherever we went, people were voung. singing
political folk songs and chanting, '‘Power to the
People.” Oue night there was even a Pete Seeger
concert in town!” Elsewhere the leaders of the
regime were described as "Rock ‘n' Roll Rebels

.into baseball, heer, and Bruce Springsteen.”

No wondey, then, (hat the roster of prominent
supporters of the Sandinista regime included so
many well-known veterans of the radical move-
ment of the 1960°s: William Sloane Coffin, Ron
Dellums, Ramsey Clark, Linus Pauling, George
Wald, Benjamin Spock, Allen Ginsberg, and Ab-
bie Hoffman. The National Sponsors of USOCA
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(U.S. Out of Central America), a major pro-San-
dinista lobby, included Egbal Ahmad (of the In-
stitute for Policy Studies), Noam Chomsky, Har-
vey Cox, David Dellinger, Douglas Dowd, Richard
Falk, John Gerassi, John C. Leggett, Robert
McAfee Brown, Bertell Ollman, Ruth Sidel (au-
thor of a glowing report on welfare in China un-
der Mao), Pete Seeger, Leonard Weinglass, Adri-
enne Rich, Jessica Mitford, the Berrigan brothers,
and many other Vietnam-era radicals.

People of this political stripe were, somewhat
paradoxically, reinvigorated by the 1980 victory
of Ronald Reagan (“the best organizer we have,”
as one of them said during a demonstration
against the administration’s policies in El Salva-
dor). Reagan was the exponent of everything the
Left detested: faith in capitalism, simple patrio-
tism, an expressed willingness to use force in the
defense of American interests abroad, and an un-
apologetic anti-Communism. Far from killing off
the Left, then, the election of Reagan stimulated
a resurgence of its political energies, especially in
the universities, the churches, and the media.

NowiING that it had this substantial

reservoir of sympathizers on which
to draw, and making good use of the lessons of
Vietnam—the main one being that public opinion
in the United States has great influence on for-
eign policy—the Sandinista regime began organiz-
ing and encouraging tours to Nicaragua almost
immediately after the triumph of the revolution
in 1979: “Now that the rebels are victorious,”
wrote a New York Times correspondent, “there
is a new rush of assorted politicians, journalists,
academics, and ‘revolutionary groupies’ eager to
witness . , . the first popular revolution on the
continent in twenty years.”

Throughout the early 1980’s the tours gathered
force. As another Times correspondent wrote in
1982: “So many Americans and Western Euro-
peans have descended on Nicaragua to study and
work with the Sandinista government that a word,
‘internacionalistas,” has been coined to refer to
them.” A year later, in 1983, the Times reported
that *Over the past year the Managua govern-
ment has been a near-permanent host to Ameri-
can fact-finding missions, ranging from church
delegations to doctors, students, and “Senators,
who are warmly received, briefed, and shown
projects.”

The scope of the new pilgrimages may be
gauged in part from the number of organizations
promoting the tours. They include Marazul Inc.
(specializing in trips to socialist countries; in Jan-
uary 1985 alone, Marazul sponsored 13 different
tours to Nicaragua); National Network in Solid-
arity with the Nicaraguan People (with branches
in 75 American cities); Nicaragua-Honduras Ed-
ucation Project (which “Sponsors trips to Nicara-
gua, mostly for state and local opinion-makers

such as elected officials”); Nuevo Instituto de Cen-
tro America (which organizes five-week courses of
language study); the Guardian (a weekly radical
newspaper which has organized tours since 1980);
Tropical Tours (the official representative of Tur-
Nica, the Nicaraguan national tour agency); Tur-
Nica itself; U.S. Out of Central America (a “na-
tional group with representatives in more than
100 cities actively opposing U.S. policy . . . in
Central America. Work includes lobbying elected
officials, tours, and donations of medical sup-
lies, . . . teach-ins, and a traveling slide show");
Witness for Peace (supported by the Quaker
American Friends Service Committee, with 100
chapters nationwide).

Careful preparations have preceded- the tours.
According to a story in the Christian Science Mon-
itor:

...Ata conference in Mexico City, Rosario Mu-
rillo, the wife of Nicaraguan junta leader Dan-
iel Ortega Saavedra, asked a well-connected
American, Blase Bonpane, to organize delega-
tions of prominent American celebrities to Ni-
caragua.... .

Mr. Bonpane, a former Maryknoll priest and
professor of Latin American history at the Uni-
versity of California at Los Angeles, is a libera-
tion theologian sympathetic to the Sandinistas.
He understood . . . the impact Hollywood stars
could have on American public opinion.

By now American liberals have created a
virtual industry of delegations to Nicaragua. . ..
More than 2,500 Americans have taken part in
such missions. . ..

Delegations of church activists, college profes-
sors, architects and planners, artists and photog-
raphers, nurses and health-care workers, jour-
nalists and media-professionals, Vietnam vet-
erans and average citizens . ., . have headed
south. . . .

Many of the most visible critics of U.S. policy
come from Hollywood-—celebrities like Ed As-
ner, Mike Douglas, and Susan Anspach.

Much of the Hollvwood interest in Nicaragua
can be traced back to Blase Bonpane who help-
ed organize a nine-city tour . . . with singer
Jackson Browne, actors Mike Farrell and Diane
Ladd, former Georgia State Sen. Julian Bond,
and others. The tour was aimed at rallying op-
position to U.S. intervention in Nicaragua.

TH}: extraordinary political importance
attached to the tours has also been in-
dicated by the readiness of the Sandinista leaders
to make themselves available to the visitors. In the
words of a Miami Herald account:

Almost any visiting American official, no matter
how low his rank, can now expect to meet with
at least two of the nine comandantes.
Non-official American visitors . ., . can, count
on at least one comandante and a well-worn
tour of revolutionary highlights.

There are visits to the neighborhood Sandi-
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/ nista Defense Committees, tours of schools and
clinics, and trips to the northern town of Julapa

to witness the damages wreaked by CIA-backed
( anti-Sandinista guerrillas. , . .

who cut sugar cane (the Venceremos Brigade),
have volunteered to work on various projects
such as picking coffee beans. However, the *cen-
tral thrust is what each volunteer does when he
[ ¥4 ni . . "
h When [h?y return to the United $tates. tl'ley or she returns to the United States.” In other
ave a multiplier effect on the public opinion words, to quote Diane Passmore, national coordi
of your country,” [Interior Minister Tomais) vords, to quote . A Da .
Borge said. nator of the National Network in Solidarity with
the Nicaraguan People, “The major goal is to
have them return and tell others about the coun-
try and their experiences.”

The experience of Texas Civil Liberties Union
Legal Director, James C. Harrington, was typical:

We met with Sergio Ramirez (a novelist and

member of the three-member junta . .. ), two AN? so they have. For example, follow-
department directors, with Deputy Foreign ing a ten-day visit, Republican State
Minister Nora Astorga (a charming heroine of Senator Jeanette Hamby from Oregon and her fel-
the revolution), . . . with the Minister of Cul- low women tourists returned with *“the fervor of

ture (Father Ernesto Cardenal), and with two
of the three Electoral Commission members. . . .

We broke mid-day bread with three Supreme
Court members. . .. In Oregon, Hamby and her friends have been
speaking regularly before political, civic, and
church groups. They are seeking to persuade

new converts.” Reported Colman McCarthy in
the Washington Post:

Claudia Dreifus, who interviewed members of
the Sandinista Directorate for Playboy, also found

! people . . . that our policies there {in Nicara-
them most accessible: gua] are politically wrong and morally corrupt.
After the interviews were under way, some of So too, Michael Harrington, the well-known

the Nicaraguan leaders began inviting Marcelo
[the photographer] and me, well, to hang out
with them. Things we did in Managua: go with
Borge to a prison farm for Miskito Indian

author and chairman of the Democratic Socialist
Organizing Committee, came back from Nicara-
gua feeling, as he wrote,

counterrevolutionaries; watch Father Cardenal more ashamed of my country than at any time
m put on an allday Latin American song festival since the Vietnam war. The Nicaraguans are a
in Revolutionary Square . . . dinner at Ramirez generous people, a poor and often hungry
4 house. people, who want to make a truly democratic
Y .. . . . revolution and it is we who work to subvert
ﬂ The Nicaraguan public-relations campaign has their decency.

been appropriately described by the Miami Her- o ] .

ald as . . . a low-key but relentless sales job, Slmll_ar feelings beh ﬂbOU_l the Nicaraguan

subtle but effective, high in moral tone but aimed  revolution and American policy were expressed

right at the guts of the Americans’ conscience.” by other prominent American writers. William

For as Minister Borge has said: “Nicaragua's most Styron joined a group of fellow novelists from
important war is the one fought inside the United Europe and Latin America in protesting Ameri-
States. . . . The battlefield will be the American- can threats to the “modest but profound achieve-
conscience. .. ." ments of the Nicaraguan revolution.” The poet

Accordingly, the regime has tailored its message Adrienne Rich described Sandinista Nicaragua as
to different audiences. As John Vinocur of the 2 society that took poets seriously” and approv-
New York Times has noted: ingly quoted someone who told her: “You’ll love

. . Nicaragua. Evervone there is a poet.”
. To Amgrlcap visitors, frequently fr(_)m church This remark recalled the news brought back
and university groups, the revolution is de-

scribed as a2 humanist one, a struggle against from North Vietnam by Tom Hayden and
1 1 e, g g i 5:

misery. To other visitors, with left-wing views, Staughton Lynd in 1966:

the talk is of “'scientific change” with no interest
in achieving “perfect democracy,” but a revolu-
tion aimed at a “total social transformation.”

We knew . .. what the Vietnamese contribution
to a humane socialism would be: it was evident
in the unembarrassed handclasps among men,

Not all visitors have been mere sightseers. The :\}']:mg rcl)erlglyat?c;]rihsio?gth? frte}::ioirexntfrwe%f m:::
Washington law firm, Reichler and Appelbaum, liced‘by everyone ps. Here we began tolx)u?der-
which is the Nicaraguan government's official reg- stand the possibilities for a socialism of the
istered agent in the United States (and is report- heart.
edly paid about $320,000 per year for its services) . 2
h has sent hired investigators who have been pro- Q(her CCh;);szf}?aSt pl_lgrlmages to Commu:!l_st
vided “in-country transportation, boarding, hous. ~ F¢8!Mes cou " eard in comments about Nic-
( ing, office space [and] staff,” to help collect in- ~ @TaBuan prisons:

formation on atrocities committed by the contras. The prison we visited was the first of seven
Other visitors, like their predecessors in Cuba prison farms. Former national guardsmen will-
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ing to cooperate are moved through a series of
more and more relaxed prison settings. The
prison we saw had 38 inmates, no armed guards,
conjugal visits. . . . The man speaking had high
praise for the government and said if freed he
would go to fight for the FSLN [the Sandinistas]
in the north. Money made from the crops is put
back into improvements for the prison. . . . As
part of the routine the men attend classes in
literacy and agriculture, Many who previously
had no skill but shooting a gun now have plans
to become farmers.

This, from a group of American churchmen.
And indeed, of all’the pilgrims to the Marxist-
Leninist regime in Nicaragua, it is church groups
who have become its most active and dedicated
supporters (perhaps because, as former President
Jimmy Carter put it in announcing his endorse-

ment of a project “to build homes for landless -

peasants”’ in Nicaragua, ‘“We want the folks down
there to know that some American Christians love
them”).

Thus: Maryknoll nuns have returned from
Nicaragua to lobby in Washington and have ex-
erted considerable influence on House Speaker
Thomas P. O'Neill. The Reverend William
Sloane Coffin (who had earlier affirmed the de-
cency of the North Vietnamese Communist re-
gime) now assured readers of the New York Times
that the -Nicaraguan regime could not possibly be
Marxist-Leninist since it included Roman Catho-
lic priests (all of whom, incidentally, were on rec-
ord asserting the compatibility of Marxism and
Christianity). In any case, Coffin was satisfied that
the goals of the Sandinistas were “to stop the ex-
ploitation of the many by the few and to end
foreign domination.” A reporter for the Catholic
Worker sensed ‘“‘an atmosphere of youth, vitality,
and hope throughout Nicaragua.” Father Richard
Preston of Lansing, Michigan, reached the con-
clusion that “the reign of God has arrived in
Nicaragua” as well as “the reign of truth, hope
and justice.”” A member of the Quaker Witness for
Peace group disclosed that he had “never been in
a society so permeated by religion” as Sandinista
Nicaragua, and David Sweet, a founder of Witness
for Peace, emphasized “the Christian nature of
the Nicaraguan revolution” and insisted that “the
revolution is drawing its strength from Christ-
ians....”*

On this point too the echoes of past pilgrimages
are loud. For example, D. F. Buxton, an English
Quaker, wrote of the Soviet Union in 1928: “In
the emphasis they place on the spirit of service,
the Communists have taken to heart some of the
most important maxims of the New Testament
. . . their society is a more Christian one than
ours.” An American Quaker, Henry Hodgkin, pro-
posed in 1932: “As we look at Russia's great ex-
periment in brotherhood, it may seem to us that
some dim perception of Jesus's way, all unbe-
known, is inspiring it. . . .,” Hewlett Johnson, the

Dean of Canterbury, regarded Stalin’s Russia as
“singularly Christian and civilized. . . ."” And to
a group of Christian theologians, Mao's China
“has come to exert some particular impact on our

understanding and experience of God’s saving

love.”

I T Is not being suggested here that Nic.
aragua today is nearly as repressive or
violent a country as the Soviet Union under Stalin
or China under Mao. But on the other hand, as
Octavio Paz, thte eminent Mexican writer, puts it,
“the process of Sovietization is quite advanced” in
Nicaragua today. Thus even when allowances are
made for the overpowering effects of favorable
predisposition and the inherent limitations of
learning about a country through a short con-
ducted tour, the credulousness of the pilgrims to
Nicaragua remains staggering. Not only do they
ignore the lessons of similar pilgrimages and
tours in the past; they also blind themselves to the
abundant information and testimony available
about Nicaragua, much of it coming from Nica-
raguans untainted by any association with the
Somoza regime and who were in fact supporters
of the revolution which deposed him, that belies
the image projected by the Sandinistas and care-
fully cultivated through the tours.

Edén Pastora is one such prominent leader who
first fought against Somoza and is now fighting
the Sandinistas, He writes:

Sadly, the revolution’s bright promise has not
been realized. The Sandinista directorate has re-
placed the Somozas with a totalitarian tyr-
anny. ...

The government has emasculated the coun-
try's independent labor unions. . . . Freedom of
the press has been practically extinguished. . . .
The directorate has set up a powerful secret-
police apparatus. . . . [The regime] remains
silent in the face of the Soviet invasion of Af-
ghanistan and acts as an apologist for the . . .
crackdewn in Poland.

. . . Despite . . . loans and outright grants
totalling over $1.5 billion, the economy is in
shambles. . . . Living conditions are deteriorat-
ing. The real wages of Nicaragua's working
class have plummeted 60 percent during last
year. ...

Domingo Sanchez Delgado, ““a dedicated Marx-
ist-Leninist” and nominee of the Socialist party
for President, says:

We are not Sandinistas. . . . We don’t want a
country where the press is not free . . . where
power is abused . . . where young people can’t

* The German novelist Guenter Grass agreed. After visit-
ing a Sandinista prison in the company of Minister of the
Interior Tomds Borge, Grass decided that “in this tiny,

sparsely populated land,...Christ's words are taken liter-
ally...."”
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go to the movies because they are afraid they
will be captured for military service.

.. . There is arrogance and abuse of every
sort. This is hardly revolutionary conduct. . . .

Virgilio Godoy Reyes was Minister of Labor in
the Sandinista government from 1979 until 1984.
He has reached the conclusion that

these five years have shown the great error we
made in giving our confidence to those who
think of nothing but the interests of their
party. . . . After so many dreams, disillusion. In-
stead of liberty, new forms of oppression. To say
that the workers and peasants are in power is a
monstrous lie. . . . The only equality we are
achieving is equality in misery.

Arturo Cruz, former Sandinista ambassador to
the U.S. and the most prominent democratic
critic of the regime, writes:

The Sandinistas are evidently determined to
ignore the democratic yearnings of the Nicara-
guan people. . . . The problem of Nicaragua is
not MIG’s and assault helicopters. It is, funda-
mentally, the absence of liberty—the character
of the government that will put such weapons
to use. '

There has also been criticism from some former
American admirers of the regime. Robert S.
Leiken of the Carnegie Endowment is one of
them:

For one who has sympathized with the Sandi-
nistas, it is painful to look into the house they
are building. . . . Each succeeding trip to Nica-
ragua drains my initial reservoir of sympathy
for the Sandinistas. . . .

One of the most depressing aspects of our trip
was to hear from so many that their lives are
worse today than they were at the time of
Somoza. )

. .. A Sandinista nomenklatura has emerged.
Party members shop at hard-currency stores,
dine at luxury restaurants restricted to party
officials, and vacation in the mansions of the
Somoza dynasty, labeled “‘protocol houses” [as
in Cuba). . .. Vans pull up daily at government
and party offices to deliver . . . delicacies un-
available elsewhere.

. . . Ration cards are confiscated for non-at-
tendance at Sandinista meetings.

. . . Draft resistance has become a mass move-
ment in Nicaragua.

Senator Edward Kennedy, generally speaking
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not a harsh critic of the Sandinistas, has had this
to say about their policy toward the Miskito Indi-
ians;

. .. The Sandinistas’ treatment of the Indians
continues to be unconscionable. One-third to
one-half of the 90,000 Indians on the coast have
been displaced. Some 20,000 fled to Honduras to
escape the Sandinistas’ scorched-earth policy. ..
10,000 are confined to resettlement camps. . . .
Most disturbing of all, 3,000 to 5,000 have lived
for two years in forced-labor camps which re-
semble concentrations camps. . . .

The treatment of the Indians is not the only
manifestation of the repressive policies pursued
by the regime. Contrary to the claims of Ameri-
can sympathizers, the Sandinistas (according to
the Nicaraguan Commission of Jurists) carried out
over 8,000 political executions between July 19,
1979 and December 12, 1982. This and many
other examples of political violence and human-
rights violations have been extensively docu-
mented in what probably is the single best com-
pilation of the true record of the Nicaraguan re-.
gime. Its author, Humberto Belli, used to be a
supporter of the Sandinistas and editorial-page
editor of La Prensa.

I N THE light of such information, and
against the background of past prece-
dents, the current political pilgrimages to Nica-
ragua emerge as a remarkable example of the con-
fluence of deception. and self-deception. This, in-
deed, is in part the message that Michael Massing
intended to convey in an article in the Nation
{'Hard Questions on Nicaragua,” April 6, 1985),
a rather mild demurral from the Left’s blind en-
thusiasm for the Sandinista regime for which, pre-
dictably, he was then heavily pilloried in that
magazine's letters section. As that exchange once
again underscores, today’s new pilgrims demon-
strate the same tenacity of belief, the willful in-
ability to learn from history, and above all the
hostility toward our own society that have re-
peatedly predisposed certain groups and individ-
uals to admire and idealize political systems op-
posed to ours, especially when they are run by
revolutionaries acting in the name of Marx. The
only question is—and it may not be premature to
raise it, since as we have seen there are already
signs of ‘disillusionment with the Sandinistas—
who will be next?
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Owrran Cay Drvelopment Bird will interview.

Meeting with Mayor Charles Luken, Democrat.
Pewer R. Roserbiatt Mayor's office.

A Pele Kandoivh bucaae 4:00 P.M. Meeting with Bill Messner, President of
Prosdent Boson Urpersity the World Affairs Council.

Max Singer* 5:00 P.M. Departure for Texas

A romprofit. nonpertisen educational orgenitstion formed by prroate citizens who care about
democracy. human nghts snd socws! jushce in Central America,

200 Park Avenue, Suite 303E, New York, New York 10166 212-818-0420
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FRIENDS OF THE DEMOCRATIC CENTER
IN CENTRAL AMERICA (PRODEMCA)

SCHEDULE~~ACTUAL

April 18 -

1985

Thursday, April 18th

5:30 P.M.

Interview with Morton Kondracke,

Newsweek magazine. Mr. Robelo.

Friday, April 19th

7:00 A.M.

11:30 A.M.

Live Interview with National Public
Radio. Bob Edwards will interview
Mr. Robelo for 20 minutes.

Live interview witﬁ WTOP radio station.
Mr. Robelo.

Editorial Board interview with Scripps-
Howard. Mr. Cruz & Mr. Robelo.

ABC interview with Mr. McWethy. Mr. Cruz
and Mr. Robelo.

Luncheon interview with Boston Globe.
Present will be Bob Healy, News Editor.
Mr. Robelo.

Interview with UPI. Mr. Cruz and Mr. Robelo.

Interview with NBC. Susan King will
interview Mr. Robelo.

Interview with Time magazine. Bill Stewart
will interview. Penn Kemble will accompany
Mr. Robelo.

Interview with AP. George Gedda will
interview. Mr. Robelo & Mr. Cruz.

Interview with Cord Me&er, syndicated
columnist. Mr. Robelo. :

Dinner with Dave Mason, Legislative
Analyst for Cong. Trent Lott.

A nonprofit. nonpartisan educstional orgeniration formed by privete citizens who care about
democracy. human nghts end socsl justice m Central Amenca.

200 Park Avenue, Suite 303E, New York, New York 10166 212-818-0420
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WASHINGTON, D.C. SCHEDULE

April 18-22,

1985

Saturday, April 20th

11:15 A.M.

Noon

Interview with Cable News Network. Terry Frieden
will interview. Mr. Robelo.

Interview with Michael Kramer, New York magazine.
Mr. Robelo.

Sunday, April 21st

White House meetings.

Monday, April 22, 1985

9:30 A.M.

10:30 A.M.

3:30 P.M.
4:00 P.M.

4:30 P.M.

Congressman Bennett, D-FLA. Mr. Robelo.

CBS News Nightwatch taping for the evening program.
Mr. Robelo.

Wall Street Journal interview with Robert Greenberger.

Mr. Robelo.

Cable News Network. Live Interview with Bernard
Shaw. Mr. Cruz and Mr. Calero.

Congressman Claude Pepper, D~FLA. Mr. Robelo.
Congressman Bart Grodon, D-TENN. Mr. Robelo.

Congressman McCurdy, D-OK. Mr. Robelo.

" Senator Gordon Humphrey, R-NH. Mr. Cruz,

Mr. Robelo & Mr. Calero.





