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Comments of the GovernmentJOf El Salvador on the interim:report"bf
the Spe01a1 Representative .on the situation of human rights in
El Salvador (A/36/608)

This document contains the prellmlnary comments by El Salvador on the 1nter1m
reportprepared by Mr. José Antonio Pastor Ridruejo, and contained in
document A/36/608, dated 28 October 1981.

In view of the provisional nature of the report, the present reply does not
claim to be exhaustive, but makes general comments, criticisms and remarks, so
that they will be taken into due consxderatxon.

The document in question contains unfounded statements, judgements that are
biased or distort the facts, misused information and an approach marked by
interference in the internal affairs of El Salvador. It is also based on
resolutions which suffer from serious defects and have, without exception, been
rejected by the Salvadorian Goveprnment. In this connection, El Salvador has not
recognized the appointment of Mr. Pastor Ridruejo as Special Representative and,
although it did not refuse to allow him to visit El Salvador or stand in the way
of contacts with officials with whom he wished to speak or deny him access to the
places he wished to visit, the reason being that it favours dialogue and the
transmittal of correct information, this does not mean that there has been any
change in that legal position., Consequently, the Government of El Salvador does
not regard it as a valid document, but it has been submitted, and cannot be
disregarded, more particularly because it contains serious errors and inaccuracies
as well as hasty and unacceptable conclusions.

Another reason for this reply is the fact that El Salvador is also the object
of a broad campaign of disinformation and denunciation waged by interventionist
organizations and Governments which are vainly seeking to destabilize the
Salvadorian Government, a campaign that includes the sponsoring of resolutions
and reports hostileto it, thereby simply making use of the United Nations, normally
in connection with the topic of human rights and ostensibly on humanitarian grounds.
The use of the United Nations as a political weapon must be unmasked and it is
imperative to note that, just as this activity is being directed towards
El Salvador today, it has consistently been confined to situations involving
Latin American countries, something which has already been denounced by a number of
Govermments. It means that organs of the United Nations are being forced to adopt
an interventionist attitude and, also to act in a discriminatory manner, contrary
to the universalism embodicd in its Charter.

However, the Salvadorian Covernment is confident that truth will triumph
and that the role of the Organization will ultimately prevail in the context
of the purposes and principles for which it was established and in which it
reaffirms its international credo; through its well-meaning criticism, the Government
hopes to serve it with dedication and integrity.

It is appropriate, at the outset, to draw attention to some of the procedural
errors made in respect of the interim report.
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- In requesting a Special Representative .to submit an interim report -to the
General Assembly at this session, the Commission on Human .Rights was guilty of a
serious irregularity, since it placed a document in the hands of the Assembly
before the Commission itself had taken cognizance of it, thus bypaSSLng -an
established body. Strictly speaking, the Commission should simply have 1nformed
the Assembly that it had begun consideration of the item and had appointed . a
Special Representative; next, it should have awaited the report produced
by him and only then have expressed an opinion on its substantive aspects and.
transmitted its own conclusions to the General Assembly However, the bommlswlon
not only introduced this conflicting element but also, at one and the same tlme,
made substantive judgements, and in so doing committed an error similar to that
made in connection with the resolution adopted last year by the Assembly, in which
it first gave an opinion on a situztion i1t was to investigate later..

By these actions, the Commission on Human Rights and the Assembly have deviated
from their mandate, purposes and functions. Consegquently, the only course for.the
General Assembly, at this session, would be to take note of the interim report,
because 4f it expresses an opinion on the substantive matters, it disrupts the.legal
structure shaped by the organs and the steps involved. We wish to stress that it ..
was for the Commission to inform the Assembly of its conclusions and recommendations .
at the proper time, and not the Special Representative, who is responsible to.the
Commission and was expressly required to submit his findings to the Commission
itself. 1In this regard, reference may be made to operative paragraph T{(c) of
Commission resolution 32 (XXXVII). From the outset, everything has been done
contrary to established order and logic and in disregard of normal procedures
and good sense.

In paragraph 5 of his interim report, Mr. Pastor Ridruejo acknowledges that
during his visit, the Government extended its full co-operation to him and allowed
him complete freedom of action and movement, and he states that in addition to his
other activities, he had interviews with senior authorities in El Salvador.
Unfortunately, the Government's helpfulness is hardly reflected at all in the
body of the report, which draws only marginally on these sources, in contrast to
the extensive coverage it gives to information from individuals and organizations
of the radicalized opposition.

A few examples will suffice. When Mr. Pastor Ridrueljo discusses the agrarian
reform undertaken in E1 Salvador, he bases himself on mainly a paper entitled
"El Salvador and Land Reform 1980-01" by Simon and Stevens, the only one known to
be critical of the process of agrarian referm in El Salvador.

The question is taken up in Dar”graphs 41 to 50 of thc re port, which 1nclude
a very small amount of ECLA data, buf unfortunately neither the subject-matter
of his interview with Dr. José intonio Morales Erhlich, Chairman of the .
Salvadorian Institute for Agrarian Reform and a member of the Revolutionary Government
Junta, nor the documented information obtained during the visit have been
reflected in it. Again, it makes no reference whatsoever to the information that
was ‘supplied to him unofficially in Geneva and consisted, inter alia, of -brochures
containing official data on agrarian reform. Indeed, the Government wonders whether
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its helpfulness to Mr. Pastor Ridruejo has served any purpose. The report implies
a kind of divorce between the Government and the peasants, who are the people that
benefit from the agrarian reform. .Suffice it to say that the Chairman of the
Salvadorian Communal Union, a rural organization with over 200,000 members, was

the Chairman of the Salvadorian Institute for Agrarian Reform until he was murdered
by extremistg:hostile to this far-reaching programme, which is one 6f the keystones
of social change in El Salvador. That organization continues to form the backbone
of agrarian reform and, as such, plays a decisive role in the process. It must be
remembered that the agrarian reform in El Salvador is the most thorough of its kind
on the American continent. Consequently, it would have been desirable for the
report to present a comprehensive view of the question through visits to rural
co-operatives and their leaders. In short, the Government rejects the attitude
taken towards the agrarian reform and the author's unjustified assertions that it
was accompahnied by repression of the rural inhabitants, as noted in paragraph 45
without mentioning any source. How.strange, since the expropriated landholders,
the people directly affected by the reform, were precisely the ones who protested
about Government coercive action. '

As to social and economic reform, in paragraph 40 the author of the report
mentions the Junta'’s intention of undertaking the nationalization of the banking
system and foreign trade, but fails to point out that this aim was fully achieved
over a year ago and the system now operates accordingly. This proves that the
social reforms are irreversible.

Another exanmple occurs in paragraph 98, when Mr. Pastor Ridruejo refers to
information and explanations given by the competent authorities of the
Republic of El1 Salvador regarding the difficulties which prevent the normal
functioning of justice in the present situation of widespread violence.

- If we compare the above with paragraph 5, we see that he had interviews with
judges of the Supreme Court, the Minister of Justice and Government Attorney.
Mr. Pastor Ridruejo should have been able to conclude from these interviews that
there is serious concern about respect for human rights and about the difficulties
in investipgating cases as a result of the state of violence, and that there is a
widespread desire to improve arrangements for administering justice and to
strengthen the appropriate executive and judicial organs. This contrasts with
the assertion in paragraph 115, in the form of a moral conviction, that the
executive and judicial organs have adopted an attitude of passivity and inactivity,
thereby erroneously implying that a deliberate policy is involved.

The concern experiesnced by the organs of the State in connection with the
administration of the human rights system might have been clear to him from factors
such as the broad scope of the law which he describes in chapter I¥I. This concern
is apparent in particular in the ratification by the Revolutionary Government Junta
of the International Covenants on Economlc, Social and Cultural Rights and on Civil
and Political Rights in the framework of the United Nations.

Such concern might also have boenAbeious to him had been aware of the efforta
deployved by the Ministry of Justice in matters relating to the prison system and in
elaborating lawsg and arrangements for minors in El Salvador.
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Such concern might have been plain for him to see from the contents of
paragraph 100 of the report, which describes the Government's actions even against
members of the armed forces. If there was no concern, how could a ccnsiderable
number of the members of the security forces have been expelled, handed over to the
courts and arrested? Is this a passive attitude?

The Government reiterates its concern to improve the human rights situation
in El Salvador and rejects any contention that its attitude is one of passivity or
inactivity. The Government of El1 Salvador understands and is aware of its legal
and moral responsibility in this matter. Otherwise, if it did not feel such deep
concern, the Salvadorian Government's attitude would obviously not be so positive
and open, unlike the attitudc of other Governments; this is demonstrated in
paragraph 80, which states that the Government authorities have allowed staff of
the International Committee of the Red Cross to visit, without notice, all
permanent or temporary, civilian or military detention centres and to interview
all the prisoners without any officials in attendance.

This attitude has enabled the International Committec of the Red Cross to do a
great deal of work in El Salvador, where it operates freely, in conformity with the
authorization it has received. Its humanitarian endeavours are fully supported by
the Government. This is so because it is dealing with a State which cares about the
human rights situation. This is so because the State does not murder, kidnap or
torture political prisoners. The International Committee of the Red Cross has
lists of all persons who have been arrested. The humanitarian concérn to prevent any
ill-treatment of prisoners is demonstrated by the permission granted to the
International Committee of the Red Cross to visit any detention centre when it
wishes to and to talk to all the prisoners, without any officials in attendance.

In view of these facts, which are mentioned in the report, it is unfortunate that
the report does not draw the logical conclusions. A grievous situation of violence
does indeed exist in El Salvador. However, the Government is aware of its
obligations, is deeply concerned and is anxious to secure peace, harmony and full
application of the law, with which it complies and to which it subordlnwtes its
officials.

In order to demonstrate the Government?s positive and responsible attitude, we
venture to quote, in the proper context, from the ICRC's report on its activities
for 1980, in which the chapter on iﬁs work in El Salvador states on page 29:

"An agreement was signed on 12 December between the El Salvador
Government and the ICRC officially establishing the headquarters of a
delegation in the country.

"Protection

"PERSONS DETAINED FOR SECURITY REASONS - At the end of February the
governing Junta renewed the general authorization to visit all places of
detention. This enabled the ICRC to continue its activitics for the
protection of persons detained as a result of cvents (the first series
of visits had taken place in autumn 1979). These visits were requmed

on 17 March and since the end of June, after the lel.geition airll weg

increased, were carried out at regular intervals Both in San Salvador
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and in the provinces, ICRC staff visited places controlled by the
Ministry of Justice, the National Guard, thc Customs Police, the
National Police and military barracks. Special attention was given to

. places of detention cantrolled by security forces of the police and . .
National Guard, and such places were visited once or twice a week.  The.
ICRC was especially concerned with detainees under interrogation. The
main purpose of the ICRC's visits was in fact to see and register the
detainces as fast as possible after their arrest in order to ensure some
degree of protection for them.

"In 1980 ICRC delegates had accoess to 95 places of detention
"~ (including 4 hospitals) in which there were 544 security detaineces.
Confidential reports were sent to the E1l Salvador authorities.

"The JCRC also enquired into the fate of combatants who had
surrendered to the authorities after the amnesty offer made on
25 October, but as the first visits showed, no special activities were
required on their behalf.

"HOSTAGES - As in 1979, the welfarc of civilians held as. hostages by
Qpposition,gPOUps continued to cause conecern for the ICRC.

"On 15 January the ICRC accordingly appealed to the kidnappers of
the South African Ambassador to respect the basic humanitarian principles.
and offered its services as a neutral intermediary. It specifically
stated, however, that it would not take part in negotiations for his
release, and that its intervention would be for a solely humanitarian
purpbsc.v;The ICRC was unable to -obtain permission to visit the
South Africgn Ambassador, despite repeated requests.

~ "In 1980 various opposition movements occupied premises (embassies,

government .buildings, etc.) and took hostage the people there. the ICRC

intervened in certain cases at the request of one of the parties and .

with the agreement of all concerned. Tt acted in close collaboration with
_E1l Salvador Red Cross. A medical delegate spoke to the hostages without

any witness present, examined the conditions of detention and: demanded

the release of certain persons for reasons of ill-health: a number wre

released as a result. He also mointained contact between the hostages

and their families.

"CIVILIAN POPULATION - With the help of the %1 Salvador Red Cross, the
ICRC took charge of several operations to remove groups of civilians
caught up in the hostilitics to areas of greater safety.

"It also intgrvened on beh2alf of some 200 civilians who had sought
shelter in July, togeﬁhqr\with:members of the 'Popular Leagues of
28 Fébruary', in the Costa Rica Embassy in San Salvador and were
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requesting political asylum. These refugees included a large number of
women and children, which led the ICRC to ask the El Salvador Government

to refrain from any action which might endanger the lives of the

occupants should the Costa Rica Government decide to transfer its embassy
zlsewhere, in which casc the diplomatic immunity of the occupied embassy
would cease to be recognized. At the samc time steps were taken to provide
assistance. in collaboration with the El Salvador Red Cross. A peaceful
solution was utimately found®.

In the light of this unchallengenble testimony by the International Committee of
the Red Cross, does not the conduct of the senior authorities of the State speak
for itself?

The report devotes ne more than five paragraphs, from 90 to 94, to the subject
of terrorism in general.

It should be stressed that it is public knowledge in ELl Salvador that
25 mayors ond 40 municipnl aldermen belonging to the Christiocn Democrat Party have

N

been assassinated.

El Salvador is suffering from an 2cutc outbreak of terrorism which is being used
by extremist organizations ~s a means of destroying the national economy and
destabilizing the Government in order to seize power. This is being done after
the resounding failure of their calls for a general strike and their campaign of
war, which culminnted in an unsuccessful final offensive in January of this year.
Thelr disregard for numan 1ife is 211 too obvious in the many ‘vigilante raids?”
and attacks, with enormous losses in human lives. The Government of El Salvador
finds itself comnelled to face up to those activities, whicn are causing anguish
throughout the 1a

)
SEIEIN

Peragraph 94 of the report guotaes nn explanation of the terrorism, from »
document which states that neither the Frente de Liberacidn Farabundo Marti
nor the Frentc Democritico Revolucionario deny ncts of ceonomic sabotage, although
such acts are prescnted by those organizations sz being directed ageinst the
economic infrastructure of the olignrchy and never against the Salvadorian people.
This clumsy explanation is not only a confession of their deeds, but also a bogus
repudiation of the fact that their efforbts to bring about the economic breakdown
of the country have a direct and harmful impact on all sectors of the Salvadorian
population and that the economic allinnce of the oligarchy wos smashed by the
reforns.

A clandestine radio transmitting from foreign territory broadeasts reports on
acts of terror and violence for which thoese organizations claim rosponsibility
and Jus tify themselves. An instance of an extremelv ambitious terrorist act which
recently caused consternation in El Salvador wags the dynamniting of one of its
most important public works, the Puente do Oro bridge over the River Lempn.
Immediately after this outrage. the Salvadorian Catholic Church reiterated its
condemnation of acts of sobotage and the Archbishon, Monsignor Arturo Rivera y Damas,
snid that public works are for everyone and should not be touched.

It is all too plain from this that the interim report says very little about the
phenomenon of terrorism, which is the main reason for the anxiety, the affliction
and the harm in El Salvador.
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The overwhelming majority of Salvadorians, who have nc fies or sympathy with the
extremist-organizations, know, feel and say that terrorism is the main cause of the
anxiety, the affliction and the harm in El Salvador. This is the truth which rarely
comes out in the international press, This is the reason why the Salvadorian people
have withheld their support.from these organizations in their calls for strikes and
in their armed attacks. This is the reason why they will not be able to achieve
their ambition to seize power, becausé‘the Salvadorian pecple reject their methods of
fighting. In contrast, it should be noted that the people thronged the stadiums in
the Republic for the national celebrations on 15 September in a display of public
spiritedness and repudiation of terrorism. The Salvadorian people ardently desire
peace.  An outstanding example of this attitude of the population occurred recently
at the start of a match in the National Stadium between the National Football Team and
an Argentine club. Attacks with dynamite plunged the Stadivm into darkness and the
thousande of persons present, insbtead of giving way tc panic, stayed in their places
and sang the national anthem in the semi~darkness until the clcetricity supply was
restored a few minutcs later and the match went on, Instead of the sorrow anag the
decaths that ferror and panic could have caused, the occasion was yect another token of
the national will for peace, which is the subject of the national anthen.

Perhaps the brevity of his visit and his lack of contact with the various sectors
of  the Salvadorian population prevented Mr. Pastor Ridruejo from Wrasplng this kecen
patriotism and conveying it in his report.

There is another matter to which we should like to draw attention. The report,
in an excess of peal, containg judgements which disregard the principle of
non-intervention in the internal affairs of States. It will be remembered that, in
sapoct, Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations states:

L: 11_L 3T

it
o s

7. Nothing contained in the present Chartcr shall avthorize the United Nations
to intervene in matters which are cssentially within the domestic jurisdiction
of any Statem ...

Degpite this, the author gives hig views on the currcent political situation in
the Republic of El Salvador, formulates opinions and makes suggestions regarding the
political menagement of a scverecigh State, something which is improper.

With regard to our view that the report misuses information, in this instance by
over~reliance on doubtful sources, it is worth whilo noting that out of the report's
76 quotations with foot-notes, 21 refer to data taken from "Legal Aid". Accordingly,
since 27.6 per cent, or morec than onec quarter of tbp guotatlons in the entire rceport
are taken from this body, it is important to ascertain what it is, as well as its
nature and its role in the Salvadorian political context, in order to determine
whether the report has an acceptable basis,

The Government of El Salvador has no hesitation in stating that this body is an
affiliate of the radicalized left-wing opposition movementsy ite information
therefore lacks objectivity and, what is more, it communicates distorted or cxaggerated
data intended to discredit the Salvadorian Government.
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The Spanish title of the book fc which foot-note 14 rofers ends with tho
words "Justicia Insurrccciocnal del Sccorro Juridico® (Insurrcctional Justice of
Legal Aid). From this phrasc alone, anyonc can scc bthat Legal Aid is working as an

H
instrument of insurreccticn and not as 2 legal or humanitarian aconcy
cgal or humanitarian agency.

A number of imporfant statements concerning Legal Aid Dby the highost
representatives of the Catholic Church in 81 Salvador reliszbly csteblicsh that
Legel Aid is conducting a political campaign.,. They reject its right to speak on
behalf of the Church and urge it fto oonfine its rolc to the legal framework beyond
which it has strayed. It is obvious that Legal Aid maintains completc silence about

the terrorist activitics of the guerrilla movements and, whet is more, is using ite

resources in an attempt to distort the image of the Government through mendacious
and fake information.

In New York City, according tc a UPI dispatch of 20 Hovermber,
Bishop Pedro Aparicic, the Vice-Chairman of the Salvadorian Episcepal Cenference,
accompaniced by Monsignor Fredsy D.lr , its Sccretary, made public statements in
which, inter #lia, he eaid "We have this group called Legal Aid, which is lefvist
and is blind to what the guerrilla fighters are doing® (scc alse the Fow York
newspaper, La Prcnsa, 22 Hovember 1981).

According to a quotation from page 6 of the New York
Noticias del Mundo, of 25 November, the same pricst, speaking

giving the world statistics on persons whe have died, but in such a way zs to
convey the impression that it is the Government that hae killed them.

There can be no doubt about this, if one bears in mind that a rocont
ACAN/EFE dispatch about the Archbishop of Bl Salvador, Monsignor Arturo Rivera y Damas,
said the following: '"Rivera y Damas todey accused Legal 41d publicat Iy
"onc~sided" .,V  He recalled hig scrmon of 31 May lagt, when he said that the only
persons who may epcak on behalf of the Archdiocesc arc the Bishop, the Vicars Goneral
when they arc representing the Bishop, and the Sccoretariat for Social Commmunication,
when it sccks to cxpress the thinking of the Bishop.

"No other office or organization comnccted with the Archdioccesc is it
or unofficial spokesman" declarced the prelate, who said
T

B
(@]

V)

Purthermore, on pags A.10 of The New York Times of 24 November 1981 an erticle
by Mr. Raymond Bonncr under the hecading "Salvador Parties Begin Campaigning' quotes
.- . N N . Y . e AT o = o e
Legal Ald as saying in a stetement 1t hed issucd the provious weck: "At the present
1o
L

moment, there do not exist in the country the conditionsg tc begin the clectoral
process”, This statement clearly confirms that Legal Add is a pol;tical rather
than a humenitarian body, with thc samc political views ag the FDR/FMLII.

Everyone in Bl Salvador is awarc of this.
The Salvadorian Government theorefore denics that information from this source

has any validity and rcjects the figurcs and the statements obtained from it, which
somc people might think the roport appears te cadorse.
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Az to thoe sclf-styled El Salvador Commission on Humen ngqtg, which LhC Teport
Juotos oight timuo. it is also worth drawing attention to its bias and ite :
affiliation with the FDR/FMLN, which anyonc can gat
publications. Everyonc in Bl Salvadcr is awaroe t

L"

It is striking that only th
Government of Bl Salvador.

ion supplicd by the

In crder
it is pbrop ia
Josdé N pol .
as followss

c believe thaet
mbc 1980 by
vhich rcads

"E wave of viclence has boon unlcaghed in Bl Salvedor by those who have
kept thce country in a state of terror for 50 years and those who or thc past ton
years, have believed that violence isg the only way out. 8o they have tricd to cnforce
a gcheme that gocs againgt th shes=o the peoplce and nt to do it by fire

and gword, The ecxtreme leit is ¥illing and murdering to reach power and this time
they have cven forgotton the reasons for the people's strugglc for 20 pany yoears.
They have forgotton that the people wanted social change, wanted Tarlﬁﬂ rblﬂrm and
other rcforus.

"The extremiets arc sauw1ng that all they want is power to destroy cverything
and then got up a totalitarisn xvégi R

"At the same this has produced the same reaction amony

t . o8 T
unwilling to give way, and when the ¥ rose up ari 15 October so as to offer the
b oup

country a way out and sccure socinl changes and a denocrotic process, thosc gre
then unleashed oxtraordinary violence. Thig way they created thoe panorama of -
viclence and Joatq that woe all 1 athe that takce place whon a gucrrilla
band reaches a village and, taking th to itg own hands, cxccultes a person
simply because he hos belonged to the PCN or ORDEN, without realizing tﬂut idecas
cannot bc fought by killi ot people must mot be murdercd because of thei
convictions.

o
o

¢ by those other
them commnists

"hig 1s what we rejoect and wo
gentlenen who wipe ouvt the oncs they

|
Lo 4

and drawing up 11 moving on ¢ condermoed by all

Salvadorians and, say, by thosce of uve in the Revoluticnary Government ™

Junita™.

What doce tho authoritaﬁivc vaice of Church have to say about
Yyl 1 )

the phcnombnop of vio!

We ghall refer o the Pastoral Le the Episcopal Conforence of
Bl Selvador published on 15 September 1980, which statos:

aro threatencd by the spectre of

¢ in sccrecy, In this hour
and fanatical bitterncess, hatre
nesty, ““VﬁldTC\, treachery,
overcome by anguish and arc

nope in thig verbtex of madncss that threatens

N - SN
tragedy,
-’)

YIn this hour of grict
1 sarati

irrational and blind viol
of confugion and nmora
and vengcancce.  Whorn i
perfidy and crime are
tenpted to ask oursclves if
to engulf us in 2 bleod-bati
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"The state of violence to which we have alluded is partly a legacy of the vast
which, with its burden of injustice, has produced a reaction of rescentment and
digtrust among many Salvadorians. In addition, the ingidiocus inrvoads by international

communism and the violent reaction of the oxtreme right are systematically undermining
every governmental or private initiative to rectify the crrors of the past.

"This choicc of wviolence has led to gunmen trying o gain power by viclence and
to use tcerror to enforce the ideology of the groups on the extreme left or to defend
the interests of the cxtreme right. '

"Once it is unlecashed, violence becomes ever more irrational and difficult .
to contain., In the climate of social tension in which we have becn living, along with
the gunmen we have gpoken of, gangs of thicves and armed groups Have gprung up and
kill for reasons of animosity, abusc of power or sclcective repression, at times with
a cruelty so bewildering - as to roveal the hatred which hag been smouldering and is
now breaking out in a dograding and shancful way. ‘

"Thig viclence by the oxtrenists is zlso creatving a climate of tension, ranging
from the telephone call demanding support for a particular group to armed attacks to
plundcr, burn and destrey the property of individuals, industrial ontoerpriscs, banks,
buscs, merkets, crops, plantations, and so on. It ig producing a decsperate situation
that is forcing large numbers of the rural population to flee from their towns and
cantons, cither to ncighbouring countries or further insidc the Republic, far from
their homes. '

"But there is another powerful factor that has helped to maintain and aggravate
the gituation of violence in El Salvador. This factor is disproportionate and
maliciously distorted international propagsnda, and an unfair intcernationalization of
our problem to serve geo-political interests. These factors, situations and attitudes,
which conspire against peace and kcep our people in oppression, tension and foar
mast be denounced boldly ond resolubely by those of us who profess to be membersg of
the Church of Christ, which shores His charisma for provhecy.

this juncturc, for us to call attention conce again

cc. Decilsiong upon which the ccuntry's future deponds
carmot be left to the whims moticrn and passion - we repeat as was said at the
Medellin Conferonce (2.15)'— nor can wolﬂnCu be & meang of liberation and of altering
structurcs. Active participation in politics, which is cvery citizen's right, must
not be confusced with militancy in groups or partics which make violence the only mcans
of changing sociaty.

"It is not superfluous, at
to the serious problem of viclen
.r\
(S5

;_

"In conclusion, we wish to make a2 fow preposals which summarize our position
as Bishops of El Salvader in the present scriocus political crisis.

"l. We ask thos¢ who have taken up arms to end the violence, repression and
terrorism and to give way to dialogue in the interests of the welfarce of the mejority.
One cannot defond tho people by atbacking the people.

2., On the basig of the teachings of the Church, we offer our co-operation in
any coursc 1eac“:inb to peace and we rojoct v1olenuc as being incompatiblce with the
Gospel and the establishment of 2 lasting pon
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scnior cecclosiastical hicrarchy and docs not represcont
vernment of Bl Salvedor. However, a comparison of
ops' Pastoral Letter with the dnterim report shows

¢ jectivity when vicwed in the light of the

t of the country's gituation.

This assessnent is by the
the official positicn of the Gox
the idecas cxpressed in tho Bigh
that the report lacks balance
Salvadorian Bishops' asscgsnen

On Tucsgday, 10 November 1931, an ACAN-EFE dispatch

digpatch reporicd on statements by
the General Scerctary of thoe Episcopal Confercnce of Bl Sz 1V"dor,
Mensignor Freddy Delgado, whe gave the poeltlsp of the Snlvadorian Church in an
exclugive intervicw for La Prensa Gréfica on 9 November. I v vturo te quote this

dispatchs

"The fact that an inter-party forum has beon arranged with the participation of
six political partics means ~ as I sce it -~ that the clectoral process is fairly and
gquarcly under way, The people arce starting to take an intercet in the elcctions

and arc alrcady airing their likes and dislikes of cortain political foctions. This
is differcont from our usuel topic in the pasts terrorism and violence. The pecdle
want to cxpress thelr wishes through gonuinely free clecticns. In this way, the
world will discover what the real Salvadorian people want, the cobjectives of the
various political factions in the contest w:ll be revealed and it will be possible to
sce whether they rcally represent the people. The narticipation of our peonle in
public lifc will have to lead to an open dizloguc between the various political
trends, and thie will be the first stoep owards sccuring the peace that cverybody
longs for. The gucrrilla groups -~ woe Salvadorians all know and they themsclves have
admitted it - no longer have the qb"‘m;d to geize power by force and this is why,
throughout the country, they heve turnced to ferroriswm in 211 its guiscs, destroying,
murdcring, inflicting damage and the like',

We belicve it importent to have ro
cr

r”@uccd iz ime views becausce they cxplain.the
situation in Bl Salvador properly and impal

..L

The Governrent of Bl Salvador ig cnsag in a process of demecratization and
gsocial justice. To this crd, the Governnent is proncting clections and social
economic. changes despite all the adverse cirvcumstances.  This commitment is founded

on o decply Christian gpirit which socks to oncourage peace.

The Government rejocts any over-all asscssnent of an inquisitorial kind which
conbaing an inadcguate picture of the real situation in Bl Salvedor and ignorcs
the régine's firm will to cncourage rcespect for the low and the offorts it is meking
in the facc of gecial injusticc and 2 pagv of political opprossion, It is not truc
that the hopes rouscd by the Proclamation of 15 October have been dashed. On the
contrary, the text of the Proclamation stands ag the basic framework for the
activitice of the State and, far frowm heving fallen into disusc, hag been rciterated
in reaffirmation of the cormitment to the peeple to meve ﬂhoaﬁ Witﬂ activitics to
help the disposscssed masses in the pursuit of
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In conclusion, for the rcasons sct out above, the Government rejects the interim
report, which also reflects the biased approach of a hostile international press and
organizations which, like Amncsty International, campaign skilfully to depict the
Salvadorian Government as onc that opposcs the peeple and publish comments and
accusations which the report has incorporated indiscriminatcly and abundantly.

Any implication which, by inferecnce from what is stated in the report, night be
used against the Salvadorian Government on humen rights issucs rust be categorically
rejected once and for all.

The Commission should not take a decision on the bagis of the interinm roport;
the proper course would be to tske note of its submission and of this reply.



