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"With or without the elections, we will continue our policy of
pressuring Nicaragua." Secretary of State George Schultz, 2/22/84

Introductlion

During the first week of November, elections
will be held in Nicaragua in which citizens will
choose a president, & vice-president and
members of & constituent assembly.

The Niceraguan elections have bean planned and
are being carried out in an atmosphere of great
adversily. The country is struggling to
overcome the effects of yesars of
undardevelopment undsr the Somozas, s weil as
the destruction caused by the 1378-79 war of
liberetion. The fraglie economy of the nation and
the hard-won gains in health, education, and
nutrition are in Jeopardy due to the ongoing war
by the U.S.-backed conéras. Millions of doilars
of equipment and properly have been destroyed;
twenty five per-cent of the nations GNP is now
devoted to defense. More than 7,000
Nicaraguans have been killed.

Nevertheless, the Sandinista government has
devoted substantial resources Lo the elections.
The Nicaraguan government has made a sincere
and serfous effort to develop the legal and

institutional framework so that meaningful
elections can be held. As the following article
shows, the process leading to the November 4th
elections has beer one of careful consideration,
debate and compromise. The accusations of the
Reagan administration and of the contras about
the unfair and farcical nature of the elections
must be judged in Lhe light of the efforts which
have gone into preparing for the elections and
the legal-institutional results of thoss efforts,

But & consideration of how “fair~ and
“democrakic™ the Nicaraguan elactions will be
antalls consideration of two relsted gueslions:
how democratic is Nicaraguan sociely now and
how do the elections contribute towards making
the Sandinista revolution more democratic? Or
Lo put the last question differently, what role do
the slactions play in the further democratizstion
of the revolution?

what makes 8 system "democratic“? To snswer
this question in relation to a revolutionary
process s to consider issues and concepts such
as: the accountability of leadership at all jevels; .

the capacity of workers and peasants for-=



saif-orgenization and seif-management; the
existence of forums znd mechanisms for frag
public discussion and open debate; and the
institutionalization of democratic planning.
Underlying a discussion of the previous
considerations is the bellef that the popular and
democratic aspiratons of a revoiutionary
leadership, no matter how earnest, are nol a
substitute for the rea! and effective invclvement
of people in Lhe decislon-making and planning
procusses that affact and shape their lives. This
involvernant {5, after ail, ane of lhe major
promises of the Sandinists revolution.

An article in the nexlL issue of the Newsletter
(November) will examine the Nicaraguan
elections from the perspaclive of Lhe isrger
Issue of the relationship between the
revolulionary transformation of Nicsraguan
sociely and the development of democracy. As
Commander Daniel Ortega has said: "democracy
nelther begins nor ends with elections. It Is a
myth to want lo reduce democracy lo thal
siatus.”

Elections, however, are an tmportant component
of an overall orocess of democratization. The
foliowing article detaiis the care wilh which the
Sandinisias have devaloped the
institutional-iegal framework for Nicaragua's
firsl free elections.

Historicel Background:
The Legacy of Bubious Eleclions

The official title of the Nicaraguan junta is the
Governmenl of National Reccnstruclion (GRN).
The nare Is an accurate refection of the huge
Lask facing tha GRN when il came to power on
July 19, 1979, The nalion was in shambles,
The task facing the GRN in 1979 did nol just
involve the reconstruction of buildings, roads
and bridges. It did not Just involve feeding,
educating, housing and providing medical care
for a destitute population. Th entire political,
eccnomic and social fabric of the nation had Lo be
rebuilt. When the Sandinistas came to power,

they abolished the Somocista political, legal and
economic sysiems. The Program of the GRN
{1979} specifically provided that "[Llhe entire
Somoza power structure will be dissolved and
will be replaced by new democratic structures
organized in accordance with the laws
established for those purposes and in keeping
with the content of Lthis Program.”

The bresk-up of the Somoza powser structurs
was not & rash or thoughtiess act. The Somoza
power struclure provided iittle, if anything, of
value to bulld upon. As early as the 1940, the
State Department characlerized the Somoza
regime as A “repressive  goveroment
characterized hy farcical alections,
constitutionsl  violations and  negligibie
consideration of economic and social problens.”
iranically, the United Sistes, which now holds
Nicaragua Lo very high siandards of democracy.
played ar important role in the installation and
preservation of a succession of dictalorial
regimas in that nation.

U.S. support of Somoze was expressed by large
arounts of military aid. With the supporl of the
i1.S. and the National Guard, Somocisla sleclions
feslured forced voling, widespread bribery,
oullawing of parties, snd arrest and
assassination of opponsnts.

Scheduling the 1984 Eleclions

The Nicaraguan Governmenls stated goal of
popuiar participation was difficult o atiain,
given a national illiteracy rale in 1479 of
approximately S0R. The (lliteracy rale was in
fact as high as 75-80R for the rural populslion
and 100% for women In many villages. To
combat this problem, a lileracy crussde was
inslituted only eight months after the fall of
Somoza. At the end of the campeign illiterscy
had been reduced to approximately 13%.

On August 23, 1980, a month afier the firsi
anniversary of the Lriumph of Lhe revolulion,
Lhe Yleracy volunteers returned home from the



crusade. Al the closing ceremonies of the
crusade in Managua, leaders of the FSLN
announced a timetable for the electoral process,
and elaboraled their views of elections and
democracy. Daniel Orlega, coordinator of the
GRN, stated thal.

For the Frenie Sandinista democracy is
not measured solely in the polilical
sphere, and cannot be reduced only Lo
the participation of the people in
elections. Democracy is not simply
glections. It is something more, much
more. For s revolutionary, for a
Sandinista, it means participation by
the people in political, economic, social
and cultural affairs. . . . Democracy
begins in the economic order, when
social Inequalities begin to diminish,
when the workers and peasanis
improve their standard of living. That
is when Lrue democracy begins, not
before.

Elections were scheduled for 1985; thse political
process was scheduled to begin in January,
1984;

Aftar a year of lhe Ravolution, we can
respansibly state that the
backwardness and the aconomic, social
and moral destruction of the country is
so far-reaching Lhat we ¢annot expect
the country to be reconstructed before
1985. For that reason, the National
Directorate of the Frente Sandinista has
decided that the organised Junta of
Government must remain at the head of
governmentel ‘affairs uniil 1985.

Despite prolestations to the conlrary by
opponents of the Sandinistas, setting the
elections for 1985 was a timely bui ambitious
undertaking. In addition to the other tasks facing
the governmeni, the scheduling of eleclions
nacessilated the creation of a legal framework
for eleclions.

Since opposition parties had been outlawed under
Somoza, a politicai parlies law which legitimized
potitical parties and clearly artfculated any
restrictions on their aclivities was regquired.
Since Somoza's elections had been shams, an
election law which created a fair procedure for
the conduct of elections was necessary. Finally,
voter registration lists had to be established
becsuse none existed. '

Scheduling the elections for 1985 was not only
an ambilious undertaking for Nicaragua,
considering its posl-revolution problems, but
was also ambitious in comparison to other
nations in simitar circumstances. For example,
both the United States and Mexico wailed longer
before holding their first elections.

Development of 8 Structure:
The Political Parlies Law
and the Electoral Law

As the GRN came lo power in July, 1979, it
pledged:

The legistation necessary to organize a
system of effeclive democracy, justice
and social progress will be enacted; the
system will guarantee fully the right of
all Nicaraguans to participate in politics
and their right to universal suffrags,
and the right of political parties to
organize and  function,  without
ideological descrimination, except for
parliess and organizations whose
purpose is Lo restore the Somoza
regime to power.

The first two major pieces of legislation enacted
to fulfill this pledge were the Political Parties
Law (enacted August 1983) and the Flection Law
(enacted March 1984).

The Fundsmental- - Statute

In order to understand the legal framawork
developed to accomodate the elections, it is also



important to understand some of Lhe aspects of
the legat system of Nicaragua, as devised right
after the fall of Somoza.

Since August 21, 1979, a Fundamental Stalute
and the Statute of Righis and Guarantees of
Nicaraguans have served the function of a
constilution until a new constitution could be
written and ratified. The latter stalule includes
provisions  guarsnleeing Individual  civil,
political, economic and social rights to
Nicaraguans.

The Fundamental Siatute establishes an interim
organization of stale consisting of three
branches; the Junta (executive), the Council of
State (legislative) and the Courts of Justice,
headed by a Supreme Court. The statute slated
that the first elections would be solely Lo elect a
constituenl assembly.

The Polilical Parties Law

The Political Parlies Law was passed by the
Council of State on August 17, 1983, after 21
months of discussion and revision. The law
gusrantees thal “Political Parlies can be
organized frealy in ihe country with no
ideclogical restrictions whatsosver.” On the
other hand, “the existence of political groups or
parties which seek the return of Somocism or
which advocale the establishment of a similar
political systsm is prohibited.” (article 4)
Political parties "must respect the Fundamental
Law and the Law of Rights and Guarantees of
Nicaraguans and the basic principles of the
Popular Sandinista Revolution such as its
anti-Imperialism and its profoundly popular and
democratic character.” (article 5)

Political parlies are granied the right to
disseminate their principles and programs, to
carry oul propagands and proselytism during the
electoral period, Lo hold private meetings and
public rallies, Lo criticize the administration and
propose constructive solutions, to form
allisnces and act in concert with other parties,
to name representatives o the National

Assembly of Political Parties, Lo apply for
membershtp in Lhe Councll of State, lo Lake part
in and put candidates up for election, to possess
property, to mainlain centers and offices
Lhroughout the country end lo raise money.
(articte 6)

The duties of political parties are Lo comply with
the iegal structure of the country, io comply
with the resolutions of the National Council of
Political Parties, to promote and support the
patriotic unity of the nation in order Lo carry
out the tasks of reconstruction and development,
to contribute to the consolidation of the political,
economic and social achisvements of the
Nicaraguan people, to defend the Revolution
against any internal or external sitempts to
install a regime of oppression and exploitation,

to fight Lo preserve the freedom and
independence of the country and to defend the
national sovereignty and self-determination of
the Nicaraguan people, to foster and promote Lhe
rule of human rights in the political, sconomic
and social spheres, and to take responsibility for
their acts within the framework of alliances
with other parties.

Revision of the Fundamental Statute

With the Political Parties Law in place, the
government was ready Lo enter the next phase
in preparation for the slection, On September
21, 1983, the Council of State created a Special
Electoral Commission Lo draft a proposed
electoral law. The commission consulted with
all 9 official parties, and even with one political
group which had not yet formed inlo an official
party, before presenting its draft on February
B, 1984. However, in order to consider lhe
draft for passage as the Electoral Law, several
aspects of the Fundamental Stalule had Lo be
changed. IL should be noted that the Fundamental
Statute was an interim measure, intended Lo be
ftexible.

The required reforms were: 1) to grant power
to & new fourth branch of governmenl, Lhe



Supreme Electoral Council, 2) to change the
arlicle providing that the first election would be
only to elect a constituent assembly to one
providing that the first election would be for a
president, a vice president and an assembly
having both constiluent and legislative powers,
3) to add an article validating the Fundamental
Statule, the Statute of Rights and Guarantees of
Nicaraguans and the electoral faw (once passed)
untit a new constitution is approved.

Opposition right-wing parties of the Democratic
Coordinating Committee criticized the proposed
revisions, asserting thal elections should be helg
only for a constituent assembly. The president
of the Council of State, Sandinista Commander
Carlos Nufiez, answered thal elections as
proposed should be held for several reasons.
Glven the covert military aggression against
Nicaragua, it is important that the country have
execulive leaders who have been given the
support of direct elections and who are able Lo
make quick defense decisions. The difficult
economic situation of the counlry requires s
legislature and executive capable of making and
carrying out legisiation while the new
constitutlon is being drafted. Finally, the cost of
holding two successive elections was
prohibitive,

Following twenly hours of discussion, "the
revisions were passed by the Council of Stats
and approved by the Junta on February 21,

1984. The Council of State was finally ready to
discuss the proposed election Jaw.

The Election Law

In June 1983 two special electoral commissions
travelied on a fact-finding mission to the United
States, five Western European nations, and
seven Lalin American nations to study those
nations’ elecloral idws. In September, the
actual drafting of the Electoral Law began. in
drafling the law, Lhe commission took into
account opinions, suggestions and contributions
of many social seclors and political parties. The

draft was ready for presentation Lo the Council
of Stqte by February, 1984.

The first order of business was Lo appoint an
advisory commission Lo prepare a text of the
law for discussion in the Councll of State. The
commission was composad of three members of
Sandinista mass organizations and threg
members of opposition partles. Within the
second week of the commissions work, disputes
about the law surfaced.

The representative of the Social Christian Parly
(a member of the Democratic Coordinating
Committee) withdrew from the commission,
alleging his party planned to present a minority
text. The Social Christian and Soctal Democratic
Parties (members of the oppasition allisnce)
started to show signs that they might refrain
from voling on the law. After debate of the law
was well under way In the Council of State, the
Sacial Democratic Party formally withdrew
from the debate.

During the Mrst six days of debate, 32 of the
160 draft articles were approved without ma jor
changes. These included provisions aboul the
purposes of the law, electoral dislricls and
voter registration. (Electoral districts are
often hotly debated in the US. since election
outcomes can be strongly affected by
districting.)

Other provisions were mors controversial,
Debates in the Council of State lasted for as long
as ten hours. The opposition exprassed their
views freely and their positions were widely
disseminaled in the media. As a result of the
debate, the !law was revised.

Much debate centered around the issue of who
would have the right Lo vole. Originally, the law
required voters to be 18 years old. As s result
of pressure from the Sandinista youth
organizations, the voling age was lowsred to 16.
It was arguad that a lowar voling age was
appropriate since  Nicaraguan youth had

in



experienced an acceleraled maturing process
during the revolution and in thelr current role in
dafending their country. The opposition parties
were against the lowering of the voling age

because Nicaraguan youths are pradominantly
pro-Sandinista, and lowering the voling age
resulted in about 160,000 additional voters.

As in the United States, persons serving prison
sentences in Nicaragua are prohibited from
voling. Others who are insligible to vote are
those former officers of Somoz2a’s Natlonal
Guard or Office of Sacurity who sre stili under
indicLment, heads of  the armed
counlerrevolutionary  groups  who  have
reguested U.S. intervention in Nicaragus,
solicited funds from forsign powers for
counterrevolutionary activities, or directed
planned altacks against the people or economy of
Nicaragua. Rank and file contras have besn
offerad unconditional amnesty.

Another fiercely debated issue was the right of
military personnel o vote. Opposition parties
were against any participation by the military
because they sald they feared Lhat troops under
Sandinista control would be unduly influenced by
them. The elaction law allows soldiers to vote,
but Lhose on active duty may not run for office.
Soldiers may nol enter polling places with
lirearms.

Eligible volers are required by law to register,
but veting is & right which may be exercised or
not without legal consequences. This contrasts
.sharply with the law in El Salvador, where
failure to vola can result in punishment, loss of
employment or even death at the hands of the
death squads.

Several provisions have been included in the
Nicaraguan election law which are meant to
aliow apposition and even very small parties to
play & role in the new government. The nation’s
president and vice-president will be elected by
popular vole, much the same as in the United
States. The Assembly representalives will be

elected by a system of proportional allocatlon,
as in Italy, Spain, Germany snd Venezuela.
Nicaragua has introduced one variant, which was
propesed by the opposilion and favors minority
parlies: The residual’ votes will be counted on
a national rather than regional level. This will
increase the small parties’ chances of winaing at
least some representation in the Assembly.

Another amendment favoring minorily parties
gliminated the requirement Lhat a parly oblsin
5,000 signatures to participate in the elections
and that a party win at least 3% of the popular
vote Lo retain legal standing.

Alf parties ara guaranteed equal eccess to the
medis. In fact, 15 minutes per day on each of
the Lwo Lelevision channels snd 30 minutes a day
on state radio stations are allocated for pald
political advertising. Parties may use their time
dafly or accumulate it. Private radio stations
must reserve at least 5 but not more than 30
minutes s day for each parly. Newspapers are
free to reject political advertising. Adverlising
encouraging abstention or boycotting s
forbidden.

Public demonstrations and rallies are permitied
during the campaign, although notice of such
ovents musi be given to the Supreme Electoral
Council to avold conflicts of time snd place, snd
Lo provide police security.

The government has  guarsntesd each
participating party or coslition 8 Mnancial base
of & million cordobas for its campaign.
Furthermore, donations, both by national and
internationsl persons or organizations, are
allowed. This Is of particular importance Lo
opposition parties such as the Social Christisns
and the Liberal Parly which have internationai
ties.

The law provides for a rather elaborate sysiemn
Lo prevent fraud, Each political party will have
poll-watchers st each polling place. Voterswill
have their Lhumbs and their clvic booklets



marked. Three certificates will be filled oul as
people vote: one to verily that Lhe voting
booths are emply and Lo Indicate who verified
this; another al the end of the electtons to
verify tha number of ballols left over; and a
third to record the number of ballots casl.
These documents will be taken to the elsction
councils by all the poli-waichers. As a final
pracaution, international observers will be
invited.

Four electoral bodies (national, district,
municipal and polling place) were created to
aversee the functioning of the Election Law. The
national body, Lhe Supreme Elecloral Council, is
a fourth branch of government (as In Costa
Rica), and consists of three people appointed by
the Supreme Court of Justice. The members of
the Council, named in April of 1982, are Dr.
Marianos Fiallos Oyanguren, President of the
National Autonomous University of Nicaragua,
Representative of the National Council of Higher
Education to the Council of State, professor and
lawyer; Dr. Leonel Arguetlo Ramirez, Chairman
of the Nicaragusn Insurance and Underwriler's
institule; and Amada Pineds, (feminist and
peasantl activist. The Council is responsible for
setting the dates for the beginning and end of the
campaign, setting up the other electoral bodies,
supervising the polling and declaring the
winners. The system of electoral bodies also
deals with complaints or charges of fraud.

After being debated for 16 days, the elecloral
law was approved by the Council of State on
March 15, 1984, and was signed by Lhe Junta on
March 26, 1984, The five active opposition
members of the Councll of State had watked out
a waek sarller and were absent when the law
was approved.

The Slate of Emergency and
Freedom of the Press

While the machinery for the eleclion was being
put Into place, the Nicaraguan government was
facing a far less pleasant task: dealing with

U.S~backed coniras. In response to the
dynamiting of two vilal bridges in March, 1982,
the government instituled a State of Emergency.
Although not a Full-scale “state of siege®, the
Slale of Emergency did limil some civil rights of
Nicaraguans, including freedom of expression
and the right to assembly. Obviously,
limitalions on these rights have had an impact on
the election. Although it was substantially
relaxed on July 19, 1984 (the fifth anniversary
of the Revoiution), totai lifting of the Stale of
Emergency hss been urged and made a
pre-condition of participation by some opposition
parties.

Despite the existence of some censorship, the
fow of ideas In Nicaragua has been quite lively,
The debate in the Council of Stale aboul the
Election Lew was given extensive press
coverage. As the slaction approaches,
biflboards, posters and graffiti carrying the
slogans of various political parties are appesaring
throughout the country. When opposition leader
Arturo Cruz returned to Nicaragus, he held
rallies and his views were widely disseminated,
especiatly through the opposition newspaper, /g
Prenss.

This situation contrasts with that in neighboring
Eil Salvador, where eleclions wers held recenlly,
In El Salvador there Is no opposition press to
censor; opposition journalists have been
murdered and opposition newspaper offices have
been blown up. Nob even foreign journalisis
have been.able to escape the Salvadoran death
squads.

Although the Sandinistas have remained constant
about the date of Lhe elections, there has been
compromise about other timing aspects of the
elections. When the Supreme Electoral Council
announced. the proposed election timelable in
May, 1984, opposition parties were criticat,
asking for-more time. As a result, the length of
the campaign was extended by a month, the time
for candidate registration was extended by a
month and voter registration was extended by a
day.
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Opposition parties have called for foreign
supervision of the elections. This suggestion is
particularly distasteful to Nicsraguans, who
remember the result of foreign “supervision™ of
Somoza's elections, which in fact meant foreign
(US.) control. Instead of foreign supervision,
the government has agreed to foreign
observation of the elections and has proposed as
observers the Conladora Group, the UN, the
Christian Democrat international. the Liberal
international, the Socialist International, and the
Non-Alligned Natlons.

Conclusion

Although the atmosphers for elections 1in
Nicaragus is not perfect, serious sttempls are
being made to keep the elections fair and
democratic. One can point to many significant
ways in which the elections in Nicaragua are far
more democratic and allow a far freer voice for
the opposition than in Ei Satvador, where recent
elections have been Ltouted by Lhe US.
government as & mode] exercise in democracy.
Still, U.S. Ambassador Quainton has commented
on the Nicaraguan electlons by saying. "It wont
be a real election. They wiil only be voting on
who the players will be -- they wonl be
changing much.” in response to this comment,
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Council of State Presidenl Csrlos Nufiez
remarked to a US. reporter, "Tell me, when
your Repubiicans and Demaocrats light each other
at election time, do they do so to gain office —
or to change the system of govenment started
by your (§776) Revolution?”

The exchanga belween Cuainton and Nufez, as
well as the quote by George Schultz which
appears at the beginning of this article,
demonstrale perhaps the largest obstacle which
the Nicaragusns face as they approach their
elections. There seems to be little that can be
done, shorl of shdication of power by the
Sandinistas, which would win Lhe Nicaragusn
elections respect from the  Reagan
administration.  Absent Lhat respect and
acknowledgement of legitimacy, is there sny
way Lhe Nicaraguan government a3 we now know
it can continue Lo exist in the same world as the
Reagan administration? One cannot help but
wonder which election will ultimately have a
greater effact on the lives of Nicaraguans: their
own election, or that of the US.?
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Costa Rica:

A Reformist System Under Strain

intreduction

In meny respects, Cosla Rica has presented a
favorsble contrast lo the other Central American
nalions. (s per capita income of US. $1,520
was second only Lo Pansma's in Central Americs.
Universal primary education has resulted in a
population 90K literate. During the 20th century
Costa Rica has been wilh ons briefl
axceplion by civilisn governments which, with two
exceplions, have succeeded one another more or
jess in accordance with constitutional procedures.
More imporiant, Costa Rican eliles have avoided
use of the repressive viotence which is so common
in E1 Salvador, Guatemals, and, to a lesser degree,
Hondurss, and which was the most salient
characteristic of the Somoza regimes in Nicaragua.
Historically, the slability of the Costs Rican
system has been maintained as much through social
reform as Lthrough the use of force.

The prospect for the continustion of Costa Rican
compromise and reform Is uncertain. The last
decade has seen a sleady erosion of Cosla Rican
resources for offering reforms. The terms ef
trade fscing Costa Rica in the international
marketplace have worsened. Coffes export prices
have fallen, while the prices of imported
manufaclured goods, and the price of oil, have
plsen steeply. Stagnating industrial growth, the
mechanization of agricuiture, and sn exiremely
high rate of population growth (around 4%)
combine (o cresls incressing un- and
under-smployment. Costa Rice's exiernal public
debt of $4 billion Is one of the highest per cap/is
in the world (NACLA, Jan/Feb 1984, p. 37). The
price for Intsrnations) Monetary Fund (IMF) aid
with debt re-schaduling is “suslerity”, which

means & raduction of employment in the public
sector and of socisl welforse spending.

At the same time, Costa Ricz finds itself embroiled
in an Increasingly poiarized regional sitvation. The
Nicaraguan Revolution across Cosla Rica's border
has led to an Intensified U.S. presenca. The Contra
group ARDE also operatss out of Costa Rica. The
US. and the ClA-funded Contras find allies in high
places. According to April, 1984 New York Times
reports, Ltop Costa Ricsn security officlals have
sccepled CiA bribes. The chief of the National
Security Office and the Minister of the interfor are
widety belisved Lo have tles with ARDE. As the
economic resources for enacting- reforms are
dissppearing, sn esger US. government is
thrusting military resources upon & sometimes
reluctanl Costa Rican government. The cruciel
question for Costs Rican reformism s whether
clements of the Cosis Rican eliles will draw Lhe
link between fighting the Revolution across the
border, and Lightening domestic repression in the
name of Nghting the Revolution at home.

Costa Rican reformism is threstened, but it is not
desd. Recent oevidence of cooperation among
debtor nations and the wise counsels of the EEC
muonsmyrosultlntlndwclopnmtoflm
humane solution lo the debt crisis than
iMF-imposed  musterity (NVYT, Juw 23, 1984).
Traditionsl Costa Rican pacifism and {ndependance
from U.S. policy in regional alfsirs may preserve
Costa Rica's neutrality in the confiict belween
Nicaragua and the United States, and at the same
time prevent the militarization of Costa Rican
society. However, Lhe possibility also exists hat
the 1980's in Costa Rica will see a widening of the
gq:bctmﬂdamdmonunmhuﬂ.mm



growth of # repressive spparatus for control of
Unbulkortlnpopul.tlonby the privileged classas
on the other.

Overview

Costa Rica has g population of two and o hailr
miilion snd & lend area of sbout 20,000 square
miles (smailer than Arkansas). It is bordered to
the East and Wast by the Atlentic and Pacific
m.mmmuwmmmmwmmm
Pansma. The

contral, the Allentic, and the Pacific Cossts,
The mesets contre/ Is in the highlands in the
Cnter of the country. It conlains about 6% of the
country’s total area, and, in 1973, conlained 57%
of the country’s  population. Industris)
development, public employment, and public

2-3). only poverty and minority groups are

virtusl colonies of the U.S. owned fruit companies,
sspacially United Fruit (now United Brands). The
companies are stiij exiremely influentisl in the
coasls.

Bananas sngd Coffan

Dxring the Colonial period, Costs Rica's population
consisted of ethnically homogum yeoman
farmers overwheimingly concentrated in the
meselx coniral, Geographic Isolation, the lack
of Indian Isborsrs (the native population was
virlusily exterminated by Europesn persecution
ond disemsss), snd the sbsence of gold combined

with an sbundance of land. relstive to the small
Population to creats o frugal but relatively
based

The Introduction of coffee as a cash crop by the
British in the 1800's altered this egelitarian
siluation, As jand Prices on the mesess conirs/
sky-rockeled (Seligson, P- 24, cites an estimats
that between 1820 ang 1850 land prices on the
meseols ceniral rose 20 iy 30 times) and
Mechanized production replaced  traditional

1603, 718 of the sgricultural population were
lendless laborers (Seligson, p, 23), The
destruction of the YeeMan peassatry occurrd
simultanesusly  with the rise to economic
dominence of the embryonic Colonia) arislocracy.
Coffes provided the economic base for the nationgl
“oligarchy” which i this day is an important
factor in Costa Rica's economic, social, and
political life.

The drive to market coffes fficiently led to the
transformation of Costa Rican soclely in other
respects. The construction of o ralirosd to carry
coffes from the meseis cenlrs/to the Atlantic
Coast port of Limon led to the introduction of
banana cultivation. Cultivation of the new crop
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with banana cultivation came two new economic
po . The first was the U.S.~owned
international fruit companles, (nitially Unfted
Fruit, joined later by others including Del Monte
and Castle and Cook {Dole). Like the economies of
meny  Latin Americsn nations immadiately
following independence, Cosla Rica's ecohomy had
besn orlented towards Britain. The fruit companies
shifted the orlentation of the Costa Rican economy
towards the United States. The second economic
power was 2 rural proletarial. In the 1930,
banana workers began 8 tradition of union activism
under Communist leadership which continuas in the
present.

Coffes snd bansnas have played very different
roles in Lhe development of the Costa Rican
economy.  Coffee production WSS, nd s,
controlled by & domestic “oligarchy” which has
used the capital accumulated out of coffee profils
for investment inside Costa Rica. Banans profils,
however, have nol been re-invested in Cosla Rics
{Seligson, P- 56-64). - Just 88 important, the
virtusl independence of: the bansna companies from
government control hes ensbled them to avold
paying taxes. in 1928, coffee axporl taxes
gmounted o 1168 of Lhe vatue of coffee
exporled. Banans exporl taxes smounted Lo only
1.4% of totat value. United Fruit Company also
received a wholesale axemption from import taxes
(Sellgson, p. 60-61).

The Pattern of Reform Threzlened:
DebL. Ald, #nd NHeutrality

The naturs of the fscal crisis facing Cosla Rica a8
a result of ils reliance on foraign loans has been
me shove. A few examples will clarify the
human costs imptied by MF austerily measures.
and in turp L the extent of the strain placed
on political stsbility. In 1977, 24 8% of families
had  Incomes jnsufficient  to by B8

t-defined baslc market basket” of
gssential foods, school materisls, and utility
services. In 1980, 41.7% of familles Jived In
poverty Dby this definition. py 1982, the

percantage had climbed to an incredible 70.7%
(NACLA, Jan/Feb 1984, p. 38). Infant mortality
rates snd malnutrition smong children are on the
rise (ibid). Costa Rica's industrial wages are
currently the lowest In Contrsl Amarica and the
Caridbean oulside of Halti (ibid, p. 37). Costa
Rics's National Institute of Housing and
Urbsnization estimates that 61.6% of Costa Ricans
have insdecquats housing (Mesoamerica,

1983). Despite the land re-distribution program,
Dr. Fayid Aysles of Costa Rica's National
University notes that economic hard Limes have
led to “greally accentuated™ land concentration In
the 1980°s (CAHI Update, April 13, 1964).

in 1983, the Costa Rican government pald $396
million in interest alone on fts foreign dabt.
Foreign debt servicing currently equals S0% of the

February, 1984, provided  for 20%
across-the-board cuts in a budget already
sertously reduced in resl terms by Inflation. The
prices of petroleum producls were raised by 25%
(CAHI Update, April 13, 1984). The IMF also
required the government to and basic food price
gubsidies and Lo raise utility rales (Mesoamerica,
Nov. 1983, NACLA, Jan/Feb 1984).

Not surprisingly, the Costa Ricsn populace has met
this assault on its standard of living with mounting
Strikes, demonstrations, snd land

modarate teachers’ unich hes joined with mere
radical unions to demand price controls for items
in the basic “market pasket” (NACLA, Jan/Feb
1984). An slement of nationalism also enters into
these protests, since the IMF fs clearly viewed as
allied with U.S. Iinteresis. when the U haldup a
loan payment in Nov., 1983, ostensibly because
{he government had “improperly” used the funds to
establish day-care centers, the move was widely
interprelad as punishment for Cosla Rica's vote in
the UN. condemning the U.S. invesion of Grenada.

Although ils revenue-raising sbilities sre under &
greal deal of strain, the governmeni has 50 far
continuad the pattern of dual response. AS



recently ss March, 1984, the Rural Guard forcibly
evicted several hundred squatters from a large
flrmlnCohBrmlthomCosthu. Tear
gas wes used and one young man was killed. Threa
hundred pessants were arrested. Thet same week,
2,000 scres of the farm were expropristed for
re~distribution (CAH Update, April 13, 1984), In

$11 & month wage incresss, but only after
President Monge had sent Civil Guards lo occupy
the oll facility end “...threstened to meet other

further squalting wowld not be tolersted, A
Rationwide protest in May, 1983, which mobilized
formerly passive sectors of the population against
an iMF-inspired electricity rate hike (rates were
Up 300% in two years) resulted In the lowering of
the rates.

funded concessions. Eventually, the government
will be faced with three lternstives: tax the Pich,

procure large~scale economic ald, or increase the

politica! consensus for the first of these
sllernatives is probably unachiev=ble. The United
States is the obvious source of resources Lo
pursue sither of the latier two siternatives.

Soms steps heve siresdy been taken in the
direction of incressing the sffectiveness of Costa
Rica's polics power:
The ral police have been centralized
into » "Guargis de Asistencis Rursl*; the
military polics have been increased in
size snd offectiveness; :nd permenant
rursl military outposts have, for the Nrst

13

The United States has encouraged the sometimes °
reluctant Costa Rican government in this course. .
Shortly after tsking office in 1962, President

accepted US. offers of poiice and
counter-insurgency training which hed been
rejected by his predecessor President Carrazo
(NACLA, Jul/Aug, 1982). Howaver, in late 1983,
Monge's government decided against sending Civil
Guards to CREM (Reglonal Center for Miitary
Training) in Honduras to receive training from
Green Barets,

In addition to eccepling U.S. offers of security
training, Monge aiso has lent the suppart of his
government to Reagan sdministration policies in

Venezusla have criticized and to which Nicaragua
was not inviled. Most significantly, the Contrs
group ARDE, under the leadarship of Eden Pastora,
has been allowed to lsunch its CiA-funded aitacks
on Nicarsagua from Costa Rican territory.

mcﬂumumugummnmmum
of US. reglonal policy is obvious. In 1983, Costa
Rica received $110 million in U.S. economic aid,
the second lergest per capite level of US,

presenisd (ta
request for $3 billion in U.S. economic afd over lhe
next ten years Nov. 1983).

However, while avowedly pro-Americsn znd
snti-Communist in the ideologicil sphere, Monge
has sought to maintain 2 sembiance of neutrality in
the militz~y conflict (see the interview with
Minister Rodolfo Siiv: i Mescamerica, MNav.
1983). On November 17, 1983 o Proclcnation
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the Nicaragusn-Costa Rican border Lo guaranlee
Costa Rican neutrality (Mesoamsrics, Dec. 1983).
Also in December, ARDE leaders Eden Pastora,
Orion Pastora, Alfonso Robelo, Brooklyn Rivera,
and Josi Davila were charged with Clicit
assoclation” in violation of Costa Ricsn neutralily.

A debate is raging within Monge's own government
over neutrality. Former Foreign Minister Volio,
who resignéd under pressure in jale 1983
following Costa Rica's UN. vote on Grenada, is &
fervent  anti-Sandinista (Mesoamerica, Dec.
1983), as are the current and former chlefs of the
National Security Office, Colonels Mone and Tascan
(Guardian, May 16, 1984, p. 15). The Rural Guard
Chief, Colonel Rigoberto Badilla, wes fired after
accusing his superiors, Interfor Minister Carro and
Vice Minister Chacon, of links with - ARDE
(Mesoamerica, April, 1964).

Monge s atlempting a deilcate balancing act. He
must avoid involving Costs Rice in a disasirous
confrontstion with Nicsragus, which might lead to
intarnal conflicts (several Costs Ricans have
giready been killed in disputes ralated to Contra
activity in the North, Mesoamerics, Dec. 1983).

AL Lhé same time he must resist pressure from his

own right-wing and convince the United States that
Costa Rica deserves massive aconomic aid as a
loyal slly. |f he is unable to sccomplish this
difficult task, the 1986 elections may reveal 2
wider spectrum of contenders for power, oh both
the left snd the right, than Costa Ricas
=extremists of Lhe center™ have seen since 1984
(the phrase in quotes is from Minister Redolfo
Silva, in Mesosmerica, Nov. 1983).

-Rachel Kreler

Editor's Nole: Since this article was written,
a cabinel shake-up has occurred in Costs Rics.
The chain of events leading to this shake-up
begsn In  early July  when *..several
conservalive pressure groups including the
powerful Chamber of Commerce..” demanded

that President Monge remove Minister of
Securily Solano from office; °,.slraighten out
his economic policy, bresk diplomatic relations
with Nicsragua, denationalize the banking
system, and remove at least two ‘controversial’
ministers.” (Mesosmerics, Sept. 1984) In
August, Solano told reporters that rumours of 8
coup delal by gither the extreme left or right
had led him to plsce securily forces on glert and
mobilize 20,000 volunteers to protect Monge's
government.  Solano later retracted these
statements, but they led Lo a furor Inside Costa
Rica. Under the ensuing pressure, Fonge asked
for the resignations of all 18 cahinet members.
He accepled the resignations of four, including
thet of the relatively progressive Solano.
Monge also accepted the resignstions of the
‘hard-line anti-Communist Minister and Vice
Minister of the ntsrior, Alfonso Carro and
Enrique Chacon.  According to Mesosmerica
(Sept. 1984) the new appointees are consldered
lobe moderstes, snd supportive of traditional
Costa Rican neutrality.
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{ew York Times Coverage

ot the Nicaraguan and Salvadorean Elections

Medla coverage in the US provides virivally the
only information most US citizens have on foreign
affairs. Thus, the media play a crucial role in
influencing public opinion, which in Lurn can affect
foreign policy. This raises the question as to how
objective, factual and free from bias Is the
reporting by the major media?

in an arlicle reviewing the New York Fimes
coverage of the 84 Salvadoran and Nicaraguan
elections published in Covers Action, Spring
84, Edward S. Herman, Professor of Finance at
the University of Pennsyivania, exsmined the
underlying bias Inherent in the press coverage of
the two events. Herman chose the New York
Times for three reasons: 1)it is the most
important paper in the United States; 2Jit is a
media leader whose choices influence other
newspapers and the television networks; and 3)he
Times  provides s fuller and more critical
coverage of Central American issues than (he
average paper or TV news broadcast,

in his report, Herman examined 28 Times articles
on the El Salvador elections published between 1
Feb and 30 Mar 84, and sight articles on the
upcoming Nicaraguan elections published in the
same perfod. In Tables 1 and 2, Herman
summarized the sources used by the 7/mes In its
news articles on the Lwo elections. Herman
pointed out that for the Salvadoran elections
there was an overwhelming relisnce on
US and Salvadorsn officiels, amounting lo
80 percent of ihe source (lolsl, "
Furthermore, he shows that in 20 of the 28
arlicles, o/%icial sources wers not only
dominanl, they were uncontested oy any
olher ciled sources.*

He goes on to say: Although the majorily of
Salvadorans are peasanls, only two of
263 identifinble  sources used by (lhe

Times--under one percent of the total--were
peasanis. In Demonstration Elections, Edward
Herman and Frank Brodhead, the authors elaborate
on this observation; ¥/ Zse medis were o
alk  maily  with rebels,  peasants,
ordinary intellectuals and professionals,

members of lhe Salvadoran Church Legal
Aid Office, or refugess, & Jiffersnt
agends would force lhemselves into media
cognition and prominencs.

Table | shows that the Salvadoran rebels were
cited 27 times or approximately 10 percent of the
source tolal. However, according to Hermen, even
this small percentage Is misleading because in the
majorily of the cases the rebels were only asked
about their disruption plans and were not allowed

to elaborate on why they believe free slections in
El Salvador are unfeasible. In contrast, the armed
opponents of the Sandinista government were
regularly quoted on the reasons underlying their
objection to the slections scheduled for Nov 84 in
Nicaragua.

Table 2 shows that in the 7imes coverage of the
upcoming elections in Nicaragua published during
the same period, Sandinista officials accountsd for
only 39.5 percent of sources ciled, while US
officlals and Sandinista oppohenels accounted for
60.5 percent of the sources. In addition, Herman
notes thal nol only sre the Sandinistas quoted Jeas
frequently, they are used as an indirect source,
by parsphrase, which reflects 2 Joss
aulhenllc, Joss dramalic, and often more
skimpy mode or conveying fect and
opinian. ©  Thus, Herman concludes: “wherses
lhe US sponsers angd their
managers of the Salvadoren election were
given overwhelming space lo define the
olection asccording to lheir vision, /for
Nicaragua both lhe volume and the quality
of sourcing faevored lhe critics of lhe

i5
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electfon, nol s organizers.” This
imbalance has a definile effect on the public mind:
it paints the anLi-government rebels in €1 Salvador
as the Dad guys” refusing to participate in that
counlry’s ‘slep towards demaa_-:cy‘ and as
disruptive elements {n thdt process. Meanwhile,
the anti-government rebels fighting against the
Sandinislas in Nicaragua are porirayed as
lrustworthy opponents to @ dubious ‘glecloral
farce”. There is an obvious tendency for
journalists to follow the US government’s
perspective on the region.

Tables 3 and 4 show for the €l Salvador election,
the Times focused on Lopics compatible with the
US government’s sgenda while ignoring or
suppressing  topics not compalible with the
government's agenda such as the legal obligation to
vole, death squad threals and freedom of the
press. Since 79, over 30 journalists have been
murdered in El Salvador including four Dutch
journalists who were killed in mysterious
circunstances less than two weeks before Lhe
March 82 elections. Two libsral newspapers
were forced to close down and the unversity radio
slation was bombed on at least one occasion after
criticizing government repression. Yet thers Is
little discussion of Lhe tack of press freedom in El
Salvador and virtually no discussion of other
preconditions needed for free elections. Herman's
analysis of the Times treatment of pross
fresdom in the two counlries shows a definite blas
in favor of Ei Salvador. The Lopic is not mentioned
once in 28 articles on the El Salvador elections bul
it is mentloned in great detail In six of eight
articles dealing with the Nicaraguan elections
where no jounalists have been tortured,

disappeared or been killed and where the main
oposition paper, L& Prenss, continues to publish
and Lo make harsh criticisms  against the
Sandinista government despite the almost daily
censorship imposed on it.

Herman's article demonstrates the importance of
sources and toplcs In reporting on Central
America.  Another problem in the redia’s

coverage of Central America is the widespread
tendency for reporters 1o integrate the
Administration's assertions about the reglon as
standard vocabulary. for example, the Reagan
Administration constantly repeats the US's
support of anli-Sandinista rebels s based on
stopping Nicaraguan arms shipments to the
Salvadoran  rebels. Despite several
well-documented reports to the contrary, the
official. Washington line is repeated dally in
newspapers and on television and becomes truth tn
the minds of Lthe US public.

Herman does not discuss the editors’ role in
determining which articles will be published and
which will be excluded. One reporter living n
Nicaragua pointed out that it Is nearly impossible
to Interest editors in positive news sbout the
Sandinista government. Herman has observed that
edilors do promole reporters who incorporate the
US agenda In their coverage.

In his article, Herman accuses the mass media of
consciously manipulating the news to conform Lo
the government’s interests. His conclusion: “The
dichotomous trealment of the Salvadoran
and Nicaraguan elections by the New VYork
Times described above lends powerlul
support lo lhe hypothesis lested hers.
lhal the mass media follow 2 paltriolic
agenda, advance ceriain facls, SUppréss
others. and even lell oulright  lies.
Somelimes the lles are governmenl
untruths objectively {ransmitled:
somelimes Lhey are developed
independently.”

writing on the same subject, NACLA, July-Aug
‘B3, Lakes a softer view: 'A¢ limes of course,
Journalisls will consciously emphasize an
ideological interprelation of evenls. bul
for lhe most parl, the influence of
ideology s unconsclous. The journalist
will seize upon cerlain images or
angles-the lanalical revolutionary, lthe
apolitical Salvadoran voler who chooses
~ballots rather than bullels -rof so much lo



make & point as simply lo find & familisr
poinl o reference in an alien reality.
The inlention /Is lo present beality * in »
way lhe public will understsnd-and that
makes sense lo the journalist.”

Whether or not the US government's agends In
prass coverage of the region is the resull of
conscious or unconscious motives, the results are
equally dangerous. In the case of EI Salvador,
painting Loo bright an image can convince the US
public to accept an undemacratic regime. And by
bombarding the public with a negative picture of
Nicarsgua, the groundwork is lald for public
scceptance of a direct US mililary intsrvention and
full scale war

Article reprinted from MESOAMERICA,
September 1984, Parts of this article are based
on "7he New Vork Ilimes on lhe 1954
Salvadoran  and Nicaragusn  Flections ",
Copyright c 1964 by Covert Action Publications,
inc.; from Covert Action Information
Bulletin No. 21 (Sprint 1984); subscriptions
Slslyrlustzolyr. from CAIB, Box 50272,
Washington, DC 20004. Used by permission.

TABLE 1
Sources Used by the New York Times
in ts News Coverage of the El Salvador
Election of March 25, 1984+
Source Number of Percentage of
Times Used*® Times Used
U.S. Officials
Dinacge+* 42 16.0
Indirect 66 25.1
Total 108 4.1
Salvadoran Officials
Direct 3 20.2
Indirect 50 19.0
Total 103 39.2
Rebels
Direct 15 57
Indirecy 12 4.6
Total 7 10.3
Peasauts
Direct 1 0.4
Indirect 1 04
Totat 2 0.8
Other
Direct 18 6.8
Indirect 5 L9
Total 23 8.7
Totad 283 100.0
*Based on a study of the 28 articles published by the New York Times on the

Sllndormeleclionofmmzs. 1984, that appeared berween Feb, | and

March 30, 1934,

“Aloumei:mnledoneefcreach

opinion attributed to that source.

identifiable line of argument, fact. or

***Direct meuns that the source is quated rather than paraphrased (indirect),
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TABLE 2

Sources Used by the New York Times In
jis News Coverage of the Forthcoming
Nicaragua Election of November 1984*

Source Number of
Times Used**
U.S. Officials
Dircct*** i4
Indirect 8
Total 22
Nicaraguan Officials
Direct . 6
Indirect 24
Totul 30
Nicaruguan Opposilion
Direct 12
Indirect 12
Total 24
Total 76

*Based un a study of the cight articles published

\ween Feb. 1 and March 30, 1984, on the Nicaraguan electio

November 1984.

#»A gource is counted once for each identifiable line of argument, fact, or

opinion attributed 1o that source.

##*Direct means that the source is quoted rather than paraphrased {indirect).

TABLE 3

Topics Included and Excluded In the

in the New York Times be-
n 1o be held in

Percentage of
Times Used

18.4

15.8

15.8
L6
100.0

New York Times News Coverage of the El Salvador

Election of March 25, 1984*
Toplcs Number of Aclicles Percentage of
Dealing with Topic Articles Dealing
With Topic
Those Compatible With the
U.S. CGovernment’s Agenda:
1. Democratic purpose & hopes 6 21.4
2. Rebel disruption 15 53.6
3. Turnouwt 7 25.0
4. Election mechanics 9 2.1
5. Personalities & political infighting 10 357
6. Official refleciions on the election 10 35.7
7. The army as protector of the election 5 17.9
Those Incompatible With the U.S.
Government Agenda
§. The public relations purpose 3 10.7
9. U.S. investment in the election 2 7.1
10. Fraud in the 1982 election 0 0
11. The existence of free speech and
nssembly—Ilegal stute of siege 1 16
12. Freedom of the press 0 0
13. Organizational frecdom 0 0
14. Limits on the ability of candidates
to quality and campaign 0 0
I5. Prior state terror and climate of fear
as possibie electoral negative 3 10.7
16. Power of armed forces, links ta candidates*
and parties, as possible negative factor | 16

Table #3
continued on
page #19,



Toples ‘Number of Articles Fercentage of
Dealing with Tople Articles Dealing
With Topie
17. Legal abligation to vote 4 i4.
18. Legal penalties for non-voting 2 1.!3
1. Marking of voiers® fingers i 36
20. Stamping identification cards 2 7.
21. Legsl requiremeat tha authoritiss check
within 10 days that vaters have voted 0 0
22, Possibie non-legal threat to nog-voters
from death squads and security forces 0 o
23. The use of voting ums ! 36
24. The legal vight of the security forces to
in armed peesance at voting sations 0o o

*Based on a study of the 28 articles on the El Salvador election thas ppeared
in the New York Times between February | and Marck 30, 1984, ’
*¢Lydis C!uve: #ven made o false statement 1o the opposite effect—see
sccompanying hox.

TABLE 4
Tnplulndudodudladulodlnlhem York
Times Coverage of the Nicaraguan Eloction
Planned for Novembey 4, 1984
Topics Number of Artlces Perceniage of
Dealing with Tople Articles Dealing
With Topic

Theee Compatible with the
U.S. Government's Agenda in the
El Salvador Election:
(Of the 7 items in Table 3, aH are blanks

except one)
1. Election mechanics 3 31.5
‘Those Incompatible with the US.

t Agenda in the B2 Salvad

Election**: o
2, The public relations purpose 3 315
3. Frec speech 2 250
4. Freedom of the press 6 75.0
5. Organizational freodom 4 50.0
6. Ability of candidates o qualify ind run L] 62.5
7. Powuoflhnmedfucen. link to stage,

&8 negative factor 3 37.5

'Bnedonlmdyoﬂheeiﬂumichonmfmlmmln.ﬂiwumdeﬂim
lhuappeuedinﬂ:eNmYarﬂhubetwemFebmuylm 30, 1984,
"Mmyofﬂtehplulisledonhble!undumilmbhﬂdiumuuiem
wmeNlungumeleslion—nulhummeredlnlhmhluexmimdm
listed 5
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WHAT 1S CUSLAR?

Commitiee on U, 8. flatin American Relations (CUSLAR) 1

Hp s by st gronge dteech Woerks i Tnbsed and thn Soys
hu bl It + B jErmadie) v ereater aeterarandhyd of Lt ARl
; PR P i R (1 L Toby ATEQ ]-..Li,li.ul.ni.."} conckraen wini the rubo

cob ke Wmimesd Sibaboern b 1ol buenc s Lhe suclal, pulltirul; aind
vl ceaetiuionn nlothe rendon. Witk thls nonbesl wie supyeetd
pepe pipnd ool Lhu peopde i fubtin America amd tie variliean Lo
ebacpblidbiufn ated Lhaelo wliorts Lo Irew rhemselves from & Lo
iy wl veloalailism weterdeve lopisen, arnd olbression,
g catendar sl oevenls ineludes a very popular film serius,
Lyodbart oy adied panel discussions on curvent issues, uour office 1=
w Lt center, withoa latpe variety ol up-Lto-date piblica-
Chons dnelmiing periodicals, petesphilets, books, slideshows, &l
terdaly Lrem nationzl and international sources. CUSLAR v~
cvives uLpebngg tntormation {vum valivus national sulidarity nebwotio,
a5 il oan obther upstate ploups, ]
e LUsEaR office is in u-2Y, Auabel Taylor lall, at Coinuvli
Tdastans § sha-72u3). The otllee is upen to the community on wWuik-
Mayny Wuehi) peelings are Leld on Mondays at Spu in the CUSLALR wi-
Lieu.  Gomi Join us.  There is el work to Lue dune and we welewiwe
pasrivipation ol individuals as weil as loval ulpanizations.  bring
s your suppestions and o dselibs on sur ploblabes and written matervials,

CALENDAR

OcL. 18 3 short films: Ganana Company {Nicarsgua), 1t's the Res! Thing (Gustemaia).

Bpm and A Time of Daring (E} Salvador) Uris Hall
Oct. 28 Convocation: “On the Path to Wer: the Hidden Role of Nuclear Weapons in

Bpm Superpower Foreign Policy”, sponsored by the Nov 1 Commitiee Statler
Nov. 1 fiim: Grensda: The Future Coming toward Us (Gronads)

apm Uris Hail
Nov. 2 Concerl: Roy Brown, music from Puerto Rico

&pm Barnes Audilorium

Nov., 15 Films: mum.smtu.un.mmmntmmwm)
Spm Uris Hall

\We pian 10 have a Pefia (a Latin American party with music, poatry, food, dancing...) soon, 50
watch for the time and placel



