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Preliminary Progrdss and Follow-Through resy Indian
Crisis in Central America Resclutign.

10 June, 1982

Subsequent to the adoption of the atove mentioned resolutlon,

1.

the following actions have been taken:

I discussed the steps for formally releasing the resolution

with a "cover story" to the wire services, domestic press

and international press with Theresa of the NCAI staff abd

was assured this matter would be taken care of. I have seen

no evidence that the "press" was systematiclly and thoroughly
briefed -- except several interviews with radio (local San
Diego) by R. Eluska, J. DeLaCruz and myself. I had asked

D. LaCourse (of the CERT Report) to help facilitate distribution

On Wednesday - 2 June - I called the NCAI O0ffice to determine
if %the resolution had been transmitted to the WCIP "with all
deliberate speed" as required in the resolution. I was advised
that key staff were not yet returned from San Diego, and
wouldn't be back until Monday, 7 MAY., The transmission had
not been executed. I called WCIP to advise them of the res-
olution noting that the Non-Aligned countries were meeting

the week of 1 June - 4 June in Havanna, Cuba, I further

urged that the resoluticn with a WCIP cover be sent to key
non-aligned countries including Tanzania, India and Yugoslavia
following a telephone consultation with George Manuel., I sent
a copy of the resolution to the WCIP Secretariat on Wednesday
with the understanding of General Administrator, Marie Marule,
that the Secretariat would act in accordance with the NCAI
resolution. I called WCIP/CORPI President Jose Carlos Morales
in San Jose, Costa Rica to advise him of the resolution. I
advised him that coples ¢f the final resolution were being
hand~ carried by Juana Vasduez and Flapiberto Diaz Gomez to
CORPI by way of Ellizar LobezZ., Jose exXpressed pleasure with
the resolution and extended his gratitude to NCAIL. T briefed
former President {WCIP) George Manuel over the telephone and
provided a personal five hour briefing to him on 8 June in
Blaine, Washington near the Canadian border. I called Juana
Vasquez in.Mexico to confirm that she and Floriberto returned
to their homes safely and was encouraged by Juana’s comment
that the political }eadership {(Indigenous) in (xaca were pleased
with the resolution'and were actively holding meetings on it.

I have completed a preliminary assessment of steps that should
be considered concerning implementation of the Resolution in
connection with NCAI actions toward the U.S. government. This
assessment follows: '
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The United States foreign policy in Central'AmerLca and Mexlico

Emust be seen in the context of a broader setl of policiea which include

the whole of the Carribean Basin. The US operates on the basis of
the Monroe Dectrine which asgerts that tha Carribean Basin (including
Mexico and Central America) is within the US sphers of infiuence which
must not ba "penetrated” by countrids outgide the Western Hemlsphere.
The shpere of influence is defined as geographical, milltary (strategic)
and economic. Central American and South American countries have beome
the largest source of imported raw materisls and goods to the US,and
U.S. companies (invlioved in mining, timber, specialty agricultural crops
1ike bananas, coffee and cdton; and banking, getroleum and aluminum)
have investedt heavily in bueiness and induatrial activities which serve
rimarily the U.S. markets. U.S. stretegic interests in the Carribsan
znclude the commercisl interests, shipping lanes and ‘the Panama Canal.

The advent of revolutions in Cuba, Granada and now Nicaragua are
gseen as examples of "external penetration” by other gtatesa which threaten
U.S. strategic, commercial and import/export dominance. Communism
igs presented as the mosi gignificant external influence though in fact
the principal concern is not fdeologlcal but rather mllitary and gconomic.
U.S. policy opposes any sxternal penetration including Britlsh, French
and Spanish as well as soviet and Chinese penetration. Japanese com-
mercial influence is equally opposed by the U.S, The justification
of U.S. policies in the Carribean basin during the last thirty years
hes been generally "anti-communism® dispite the actual mogivations
arrieing from military and economic gself-interest. The U.S. has treated
the Carribean Basin as its own strategic and economic preserve.

~ The U,S. has maintained a large military presence in Panama and
a flest of ships in the Carribean for decades. These milltary capabilitie
have been used primarily to support and maintain U.S, economic and
commercial interests, and more recently they have been used to destabilisze
wnfriendly governments. DMost all of the National Guards and police
forces in Central American and Carribean countries have been trained
in the United States and most all of the Secret police and security
forces are directly connected or associated with the US CIlA. The
principal bases for CIA operaticns are located in Mexico City and the
Capitol of Honduras. .

For the period funning from 1964 to 1979 the U.S. government has
provided "friendly" governmenta with modeat economic and military support.
Economic ald has been devoted primarily to emergency aid in areas of
natural disaster and economic aid to assist countries threatening default
on loans secured from the Inter-American Bank, the World Bank and “the
international Monetary fund., U.S. economic ald funds have been used
primarily to prevent default through payment of vdebt maervice® costs.
Mexico currently has the highest foreign debt (equalling about $30
Billion) and is unable to pay on the principal much less the interest
and debt service. FEl Salvador has a forelgn debt estimated %o be in
excess of $2 Billion while Nicaragua has & foreign debt of more than
$2,4 Billion. None of the Central American Countries and Mexico ls
able to pay the principal, interest or debt services to avold defaulit.

The U.S. is eager to prevent default by any of these countries to avold
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a total collapse of the international monetary system (which has been

"in trouble ever since the United States devalued $t8 currency in 1971

snd vemoved the dollar from the gold gtandard in that year). U.S.

Carribean Policy has therefore, been rencently directed tewargagroping

up governments and falllng national economies through: bi-late

; financlal 4ransferrs. Mr. Reagan's recently announced Carribean

. Basin Initiative, which proposed $300 Billion in credits and direct
- transferrs was primarily designed to deal with the prospects of

internationsl lean defaults.

Apart from its militexry installation in Panama and the Carribean
fleet the U.S. has more recently begun to increase its military aid
%o Central American and other Carribean Countries. Direct U.S. Military
ald to Central Amapican countries in 1981 was about $90 million while
economic aid was about $214.7 million. According to the Noxth American
Congress on Latin America and Time Magadine U.S. direct military and
economic ald in Central America was dletributed in 1981 as followas
cuatemsla: Military aid= $0, Economic aid $11.7 million; El Salvadory
Military aid= $80C millien, Economic aid= $104 million; Honduras: Milltary
ald $10 million, Economic gld= $38 million; Nicaragua: Military alg=
30, Economic ald $10 millions Costa Ricai Milltary sid= $50 Thousand,
Economlc aid= $51 million. Additional military support to these Central
American countries has been {ndirectly provided by the United States
through Israel through arme transferrs. Such transferrs were also
a product of Israell military sales and manufactured export. Belween
1970 and 1980 the Israelis have transferred arms to Central American
countries as followss Mexicos 10 Arava (STOL) Transports; Guatamalas
11 Avve STOL Transporis, 10 RBY Mk Armored Cars, 15,000 5,56<mm Galll
Assault Rifles, U4 Field Kitchens; El Salvadors 17 Arava (STOL) Transports,
6 Pouga Magister Trainers*, 18 Dessault Ouragan Fighters#, 200 60~pm
Rocket Launchers, 200 9-mm Uszi Submachine Guns, Ampunition and Spare
parts; Honduras: 12 Dassault Super Mysjere Fighters®, 4 Arava (StoL)
Pransports, 1 Weatwind Reconnalssance Plane, 106-mm Mortars, i4 RBY Mk
Armored Cars, 106-mm Rifles, 5 Fast Patrol Boakk (unconfirmed)y Nicaragua:
2 Arva (STOLS Transports, Rifles, Ammunitions, Patrol Beats, Radios
Panama: 1 Westwind Reconnalssance Plane.

(Notess *Indicates rebully planaa framrthe Israsli Air Porceé. Souroces)

DMS Market Intelligencs, Poralen MiliTAX: Marketss Soulh Amexica-
Australagia, 1981, p. 93 various lssues ol knd Waekliy Report ol Sixa-~
ic Latin Ap an Affairasjand World Armsments and Dissrmameny --

STPRT 1069/1970 and 1971 & 1981.)

Along with the Soviet Union, France, Britein, Israel, Brasil,
Venezuala and Argentina, the United States has in 1982 dramaticlly
increased its foreign military sales %o Third World Countries. Arms
shiggmants into the Carribean and particulariy Mexico and Central
America have increased an eatimated $300% in the last few years. Covert
military actions 1nvolv12§ the US CIA and the intelligence agencies

of other countries have slso increased dramatically. An eatimated

$19 million has been commijted hy the United Statea for one operation
alene in southern Honduras in connection with insurgencies in Nicaragua.

Trends in U.S, forelgn investment in Central America and South America
follow the military investment patterns: ;
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( During the period from 1967 %o 1977 ~- the momt recent figures--

U.8. corporate investments kn in developing countries has grown
from $59.5 milllon to $148.8 millien) |

Investments in Centras SnC o0lbi i
% of Total U.S. investments 2).8 49,6 18,6

% of U.S, Invest in Develp Countries 63{2 5.5 82.2

$1.7 %21 $1.6
3.5 B.3 3.4
3.6 5.6 10.0

(Sources Survey of Current Business, Sept, 1973 and August 1978.)

As a proportion of invesiment capital going to developing countries

the U.S. has dramatically increased its involvement in Central and
South Americe. The trend for development is increasingly focusing

og magnfacturing because of the large pool of labor that can be puchased
cheaply.

It 18 in this military and economic context that the United States
has defined its "national security” interests. It should be apparent
that because indigenous populations represent & large and inexpensive
labor pool and they ocoupy territories which are increasingly found
o eoﬁ%ain important raw materials these military and economic trends
cannot be seen as beneficliel. When U.S8. military and economic trends
are combined with similar esculations by other countries the viclent
ggliziial responaes and extraordinarily adverse social consegquences are
un 0 oCCur. ;

U.S. Central American policy is recelving signficant attentlon
in the U.S. Congress with curreny consideratien of foreign aid bills
and military ald biils, The Reagan administration has proposged to
increase its military aid to El Salvador, Honduras and Costa Rica '
while attempting to promote new direct aid %o cuatemala. (Note: Military
ald to Cuatamala was stopped by the Carter Administration even though
indirect 2id and transferrs continued) Legislation concerning military
ald to these conntries is currently pending before the Senate Forelgn
Relsations Committes, Senate Appropriations Sub-committee on Foreign
Ooperations and in the House Appropriations Sub-commitiee on Porelgn
Operations and House Foreign Affairs Sub-committes an Inter-Amekrican
Affairs. It sppears that such legislation will be concluded in July,
1982, The Senate Forelgn Relations Committes has recently voted to
reduce the Reagan requested military ald appropriation to El Salvador
from $166 million to $66 miliion in response to a racent decision of
the El Salvadoran National Assembly to delay and therefore repeal the
U.S. supported "land reform” program. There i® considerable sentiment
5n the U.S. congress opposing U,S. arms ghipmente and Military ald
An Central America. CORPI has been urging for three¢ years that U.S.
arms shipments and military aid be stopped. :
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The WCIP hes also ssught to reduce US armé shippments and military
through letters %o the US Department of State, ‘In the light of
these efforts and the view of CORPI 1% would seem prudent that the
NCAI adept a systematlc strategy %o advocate the elimination of
arms shippments, U.S. military training of Central American Nationals
. end an al tion of U.S. military aid to all Centyral American
Countries. Such an effort could be coordinated with a similar effort
by the WCIP at the international level to push for a halt of all erms
ghipments, sales, transferxs and aid efforts inwhich other countries
are invelved. While persuing this course NCAI, WCIP and CORPI msy
press for recognition of Indigencus populations in Central America
end Mexico as negotiatérs on their own bekalf in multi-lateral negoatiatlon
for cesge-fire betwean rival groups. L

rOVTeInnel )y

I woald urge>that NCAI congider carrying out theifqllowing
actions in connection with the U.S. Govermment (in coordination with
CORPI and the WCIP)1 ;

1. Notify the following agencies, commitlees and individuals

{nside the U.S. governmeni of the NCAL resolution with a
cover-lietter and & copy of the NCAL resolution: '

Key U.S. Senators:

Henry M. Jackson John Glenn Charles Percy

Boward Baker Richard Lugar Robert Packwood

Barry Goldwater Clairborne Pell Mavrk Hatfleld

Ted Kennedy Orrin Hatch Nanqy'xassebaun
onoraisine

Clement Zablocki Thomas Foley John Dingell

Don Bonker Jim Wright Morris Udall

Paul McCloskey Joel Pritchard Clarence Long

Thomas O'Neil Guy Vander Jagt _

Edwin Meese Jim Baker Alexander Halg, Jr.

Walter Clark Jean Kirkpatrick |

In connection with this letser NCAI should offer %o provide
personal briefinga as a follow-up to the correapondenca. Such
briefings should be conducted by R. Eluska or his surrogate.

#Notes all coprespondence should contain a full Tisting of the
cc's _ _ : 7
2, NBAI should conduct immediate follow-up briefings with CORPI

at their scheduled meeting in San Jose, CosteRica in the
month of June. ;

3, NCAI should censult with the WCIP Secretariat Yo monitor itm
follow-up efforts and specifically urge wide distribution of
its resoclution Ainternationally. 5

4, NCAI should send a cover letter and its resolution direotly
to the following forelgn embassies located in Washington D.C.:
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El Salvador ﬁonduras

Chile Costa Rica Fuatamala
Mexico Nicaragua Panama.
France Venesuals Isxrael
Union of Soviet Cuba India®
Socialist Republics : )
Kuwalt#® L.esotho¥® Noxrway®
Papua New Guinea® Saudi Arabla® fanzania®
Nauru#® Canada* Barbados®
Australia® :

(# indicates that resolution and cover &r® transmitted as

a point of information for refervence to the respective
foresign ministries.)

5, Saveral specific agencies of the U.S. shoulé receive the
aame letter and reseolution as the Key individualss

State Department: ,
Bureau of Inter-American Affairs '
Assistant Secyetary for Inter-American Affalrs
Director for Central America
Director for Mexican Affalra

. Bureau of Internatlonal Oorganization Affalirs ,
Asslgtant Secretary for International Organization Affalrs

Bureau of Humen Rights and Humanitarian Affairs
A.Bﬂiﬂ‘tant SECYRLALY sasass

U.5. Senates _
Senate Approgriatiuna ' 3
Sub~committes on Arms Control of Armed Services
Bank%ng, Houging & Urban Affairs Subcommitiee on International
finance i ;
Forelgn Relations Subcommities on Wegtern Hemisphere Affalirs
Indian Affairs Commlttee ) :
U.8., Houmes 7 :
Appropriatlions Subcommittee on Foreign Operations
B , Finance and Urban Affairs Subcommittee on Inter-
national Development Institutions and Finence.
FPoreign Affairs Subcommittee on Intar-American Affairs

A letter of transmission and & copy of the resolution should he
forwarded to the above mentioned agencles, individuals, gwbassies and
committees immediately., A formal briefing and position paper should
ve developed &s further follow-on use, Our correspondence must be
co'ed with referrences %o ‘the WCIP Secratariat and CORPL as blind coples.

(Note:s This memorandum must be held in confidence within NCAI -~ 1%
{8 not, I repeat, it is not %o be used for public atiribution
or general distribution.) :
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NATIONAL CONGRESS OF AMERICAN INDIANS
MID-YEAR CONVENTION
May 25, 26, 27 1982

San Diege, California

A Resplutlon
{ INDIAN CRISIS I z \MERICA+ A Resolution coﬁcerning the urgent
aituation ral ican Indian Peoples in the face of violence

and genocide, with particular references %o situations in El Salvader,
fiuatamsla and Nicaragua.) :

1.0

ent of ¥

The more than fifteen million Indigenous peoples (Indians) located
within the asserted boundaries of Panama, Costa Rice, Nicaragus, Hon-
duras, El Salvader, Belise, Juatamala and Mpxico constitute majority
populations within their respective territorial enclavee. The ma jority
of Central American Indigenous peoples retain their own cultural
practices, their own native languages and internal political systems
and have maintained their distinet group identity despite Spanish

and British colonization of thelir territories and subsequent formation
of eight nation-states by Spanish and British descendents. None of

the Central American states recognize the distinct political character,
nor do the individual states recognise the right of indigenous peoples
to participate in the state governments as digtinct political groups.
(Notes Indigenous group repregsentstion in the Nlcaraguan government
wae accepted in the new Council of State formed by the Sandiniasta
regime, but was terminated in 1981.) The Indigencus populations of
Mexico and Central Americs are treated as peasants at the bovtom of
the genaeral economic aystem, though in reality Indigenous peoples 2re
forced, by virtue of their Indian lineage, t¢ live as the poorest of
the poor. Over the generations rival Eroups of Spanish and/or British
descendants have met in violent confrontasions to control the various
gtate goverrments which have in ‘turn formulated lawa or used violence
%o confiscate indigenous lands and natural reaources for the direct
benefit of a minority of wealthy, landed familiea. Thus forced off

of their rich lands into lesa productive lands, Indigencua populationa
in Central America and Maxico now occupy the last remalining parts of
their original homelands. During the last wenty-five years Indlgencus

B

. 4erritories now occupied have been found to contain vast smounts of

etroleum, gold, nickle, timber and other raw materinls of economic

mortance to the weelthy, ianded familles; and of significant sira-
tegic importange to the industrbal states of North America and Eurepe.
The current violence in Central America reflscts & resurgence of
rivalries among non-indigencus groups sesking %o hold or gain control
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over the instruments of state government to gain ultimate control over

the newly found wealth in the remaining indlgenous territories. In

' ¢the course of resurfant violence acts of genocide and ethnocide are

being committed ag % indigenous groups. Indigenous populations

are caught between the rival forces as 2 olitic orce which
holds ideals and asgirationa. values and polltic ews in opposition
to non-indigenous rivals. '

Non-indige ral £: guatamals are directly and indirectly
responsible for the vl  an estimated 25,000 Indigenous
Mayan people during the last ten years, and the dislocation of thusands
more who have baecome refugees in other countries. The Guatamalan
government, privais death squads and their non-indigenous rivals are
carrying out a deliberate policy of genocide to deny the Mayan peoples
thely fundamental human rights, their territorial righta and thelr
1ivelihood a8 & peaceful people by confiscating Mayan lands and
natural resources for the benefit of wealthy, landed families, national
and multinational corporations and for the benefit of nations which
receive impord products from the exploitation of Mayan lands and
natural resources. The Mayan population constitutes the majority
population in Guatamalsa 1iving under the domination and control of
a minority which holds control over the millitary and instruments of
governance. Phe ruling minority uses torture, intimidation and coercion
against the M majority to secure virtual slave labor and thera
ruling minority practicles toréure, mass murder, intimidation and
coercion to induct Mayan men and boys into the military to carry out
insurgency and counter insurgency actions among the minority population
and against Mayan copmunlties, Weapons and armaments widely used

% indigenous communities are imported <o cuatemala from the
United States, Brazil, Israsl, Venezuala, Chile and Eastern Block
atates through governmentmto-government gales or through the private
black market. :

or are directly and

1.2 Non-indlzenous foxrces » Salvad
indirectly responsibi. For the violent deaths of an undetermined
number of Indigenocus Piplles (Hahuat*Pipiles) whose collectiive popu~

1ation is estimated at 369,000, El Sal?adoran'governﬁent officials,
private militias, death squads and their rival counterparts are
carrying out a deliberate policy of genocide against the Pipiles to
deny them their fundamental human rights, thelr territorial rights
and their livelihood asg a peaceful people. The Pipiles constitute
a majorlty populations-within thelr own region llv under the
domination and control of a majority which holds control over the
milivary and instruments of governance. Rival forces within the
majority use torture, intimidation and coerclon against the Pipilaa
to gecure virtual slave labor; and the ruling majority practices
torture, mass murder, intimidation and coercion %o induct Pipiles
men and boys into the military to carry out insurgency aad countar
23:§ﬁ§§§§y attacks within the najority population and agalnst Piplle
communi es. Weapons and armaments widely used against indigenous
tina, Vgiggﬁgi: §§§°’*ed to E1 Salvador from the United States Arzen-
. and Israel through government-to-government sales

and transferrs, and through '
Western Block étate.s and %as:?&pgizgkt eS Ei‘?gg-mrket froa Libys,
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1.3 Non-indigenous rival forces in Nicaragua, in the border areas

of Honduras and Costa Rica and in Guatamale are carrylng out acts

of genocide and ethnocide againat the Indigenous Miskito, Sumu and

Rama peoples who have a combined populatlion exceeding 180,000. The
Miskito, Sumu and Rama constitute the majority population living

on the Atlantic Coast, in Belaya Department, within the asserted
boundaries of Nicaragua. Acts of violence against the Miskito, Sumu

and Rama have been percipitated g{ the 1979 overthrow of the Anastasio
Samoza Regime by the 2Frente Sandinista De Liberacion Nacional” (F.S.L.N.)
which subsequently established the Sandinista Regime. An undetermined
number of Miskito, Sumu and Rema have been murdered by the military
and insurgency forcea of the former Samaza Regime operating from pro-
tected enclaves in Honduras and Costa Rica with the covert aid of

the United Statee governmen?, paramilitary forces in Florlda and
California, and covert forces organized by Argentina, Chlle and other
South and Central American states. These enclave and covert forces

are using tortkre, pags murder, intimidation and coercion to induct
Miskito, Sumu and Rama men and boys into thelr ranks to carrylout
violent actions against Miskito, Sumu and Rama communities, and agalnst
communities and installetions under the control of the Sandinista
Regime. The Sandinista Regime has snacted a policy entitled "Declar-
ation of the Popular Sandinista Revolution in Regards to the Indigenous
Communities of the Atlantic Coast™ which contemplates "forcible
agsimilation of Miskito, Sumu and Rama peoples and their territories
into Nicaraguan society despite their relative independence prior to
1979. The Sandinista policy further contemplates annexation and
confiscation of Miskito, Susu and Ramm territories and natural resources
sgainst the will of the coastal indigenous peocples. These policles

are now being executwd as demonstrated by the foreced relocatior of
more than 8,500 Miskito from their native villages Imomethadent
government controlled "model communities”. The Miskito, Sumu and

Rama peoples are being tortured, murdered, intimidated and coerced

by representatives of the Sandinista Govermment and the United States
supported forces seeking to overthrow the Sandinista Government. Weapons
and armaments from France, Libya, the United States, Cuba, the Soviet
Union, Argentina, Isrmel, Brazil and Chlile provided through govern-
ment~to~government sales and transferrs, and through the black-market
are being used against the Indigenous Miekito, Sumu and Rama peoples.

1.4 The acts of violence against indigenous peoples, as revealed
by events in Guatamals, El Salvador and Nicaragua, demonstirate a
systematic and calculated pattern of state supported and rival group
gupported practice of genoclide and ethnocide agalnst the indigenaus
peoples of Central America, The illustrated events also demonstrate
complicity in the acts of genocide and enthnocide by the states of
Argentina, Chile, Brasil, Honduras, Venesuala, Jarael, Libya, Cuba,
the United States, the Soviet Union and France. :

2.0 WHEREAS: In consideration of the Founding principles upon which
the Constitution of the National Congress of American Indians
is based where member Tribal Governments are committed to the _
prese¥vation of Indian cultural values, the equitable adjustment
of Indian Affairs, the preservation of Indian rights, the
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2.3

2.4

2.5

2,6

3.0

:Pags 4

the promotion of the common welfare of the American Indiany
and a better understanding of Indians, and ‘

WHEREAS:1 Recalling that the National Congress of American

Indians is a Charter member of the World Council.of Indicanua
Peoples, founded in Port Alberni, Canada on October 27-30, 1975,
and ig, thereby, committed under that Charter toi"Promote unity
of Indigenous peoples through knowledze and organisationy %o
combat racism, to abolish genoclde and ethnocide; to ensure '
political, economic and social justice; and to establish equality
among indigenous peoples and other peoples of the world", and

WHEREAS: Recalling that the National Congress of American Indlans
has from time-to-time extended its support and assistance Vo
indigenous populations throughout the Western Hemisphere through
the adoption of relevant resclutions in convention, and

WHEREAS1 Recalling that the National Congress of American Indians
hag mandated international iniatives to organise and promote
supportive action within the Unlted Nations and other international
organizations to stop national governmeny policies of genocide

and ethnocide against tribal peoples ** in South America, Central
America, North America, the South Pacific and Northern Europe, a8
provided in the "Tribal/ilobal Relations: Policy & Action Plan

For the 80's” adopted by the 37th Annual NCAI Convention, October
28, 1980, and

WHEREAS: Recognizing that the ricshte of indigenous E:pples to

gel P-determination and self-goverrment is accepted international
law, and has been increasin;ly given effect in the domestic law :
of States, and :

WHEREAS: Considering that the Recognition of the Inherent dignity
and the equal and inalienable rights of individuals and of peoples
is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world, and
considering that these principles are recognized and proclaimed

in the Charter of the United Nations, the Universal Declaration

of Human Rights, the International Covenani on Economic, Soclal

and Cultural Rights, the European Convention on Human Rights and
the Inter-American Convention on Humen Rights, and

WHEREAS: the Indigenous peoples of Central America and Mexico '
are suffering from systematic and calculated genocide and ethnocide
due to the actions of State governments and their rivals; and the
Indigenous Indian Peéoples of Central America and Mexico are suf-
fering from the systematic and calculated efforts of States to
force assimilation, annex indizenous territories,and exproprate

and confiscate indigenous landa and naturad resources.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE National Congress of

of American Indiane dogshehebyby, proclaim its endorsement and
support of the Indigencus peoples of Central America and Mexlico
and offers its assistance and participation in World Council of
Indigenous Peoples sponsored commigsions or other actions which
may be ingtituted to protect Indian Rightes in Central America
and Mexico, and '
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3.1

3.2

Be IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the National Concress of American
Indisns does call upon the World Council of Indigeénocus Peoples

to receive this resclution and transmit it to the good officea
of the United Nations, Organization of American States, Organiz- -
ation of Non-Aléfned,caun%rles. the European Human Rights Commission
the U.N., Human Rights Commission, the Inter~American Human Rights
Commigsion, the Foreign Ministries of all of the hostile States
governments, representatives of hostile rival sroups located in
Central America and Mexicc, and the relevant international press,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the National Congress of American
Indians does direct its President and Executive Committes and
gtaff to take all necessary steps to eéxXpreas our collective
outrage and the contents of this resolution %o the Executlve

and Legislative officen of 4he United States Covernment relevant
40 our concerns, and v :

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the National Congress of American
Indians does direct i%s President and Executive Commiites and
relevant staff to take all neécessary gteps to convey the contents
of this resclution to the U.S. electironlc media and press,and

%o the Central American Regional Indigenous Council (CORPI) with
all deliberate speed.
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INDIGENOUS CRISIS IN CENTRAL AMERICAN AND THE CARRIBEAN REGION

Nicaraguas: Sandinistas, MISURASATA and theRights
of the Miskitos, Sumus and Ramas

(A background and Policy paper of the NCAL 0ffice of Tribal Inter-
national Relations prepared by Rudolph C. RyseTr. ) :

Indigenous populations in Central America and the Carribean
region have suffered increasing violent attacks on their leaders
and communities during the last twenty years., The wave of violence
now blanketing Central America and southern Mexico is proclaimed
by the international press and forelgn ministries from capitals
in North America to Europe and the Soviet Union as a contemporary
struggle between the forces of the political right and left to
gain control over each of the Central American Countries. Hidden
under the propaganda and rhetoric is the struggle of millions of
indigenous peoples to control their own political and economic
future. Tribal groups and indigenous nations have become targets
of minority political factions within each Central American country;
the result of which is that even as each faction seeks to destroy
the other indigenous populations are being caught in the "cross~fire.
The current conflicts in Central America have many dimensions
which hold great significance for the future of Indigenous peoples
all over the world. This paper will examine the historical, economic
and political circumstances that surround the Miskito, Sumu and
Rama peoples who live on the Atlantic coastal strip of Honduras
and Nicaragua. Though the focus of this paper is on Nicaragua
and the Miskitos the circumstances throughout Central America are
directly related, At the root of our discussion 1ls the basic
question of tribal survival and the future of the rights of Indigenous
peoples to live freely. This paper will demonstrate that the actions
of nation-states in pursuit of their own interests are aimed at the
dislocation and eventual distruction of indigenous societies. The
Indigenous Crisis in Central America boldly demonstrates the fact
that while nation-states will agree that genocide must not be practiced
on each other it can be practiced on indigenous populations and
tolerated. To prevent nation-state genocide agalnst indigenous
populations the World Council of Indigenous Peoples called upon
indigenous populations throughout the world to help one another,
The National Congress of American Indians has accepted the WCIP
challenge, and has therefore adopted its own policy to aid indigenous:
nations and groups in their efforts to defend against nation-state
threats.

The questions this paper will attempt to answer are: What are
the historical, social, economic and political circumstances surrounding
the Miskito, Sumu and Rama tribes and how do they relate to the current
confrontations with the Nicaraguan Sandinista Regime? To what extent
would @ sohution to the Miskito (et al) and Sandinista conflict con-
tribute to a @ession of of hostilities throughout the Central American
Region. What place should indigenous have in the proposed conflict
settlement negoiiations ( President Portillo of Mexico proposal)?
What role can the National Congress of American Indian play in the
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reduction of hostilities between Miskitos and the Sandinistas, and :
the protection of Indigenous interests in Central America and Mexico?
What initiatives whould the NCAI ‘take to increase the WCIP's effective-
ness as a supportive influence in Central America?

Statement of the Problem:

The Miskito, Sumu and Rama peoples are currently caught in the
political and military cross-fires of non-indigenous powers and in-
terests -- their livelihood, security of their peoples,lands and
natural regources are threatened with destruction and expropriation
as a consequence of the following:

1. The powerfully nationalistic Sandinista Regime which over-
threw the regime of Anastasio Somoza on July 20, 1979 has assumed
governmental authority over Nicaragua. The new Regime is attempting
%o consolidate political and military control over Nicaraguan ter-
ritory and now seeks to "integrate the Atlantic Coast as a priority”
(the Atlantic Coast is the Miskito regserved territory which has been
semi-independent until 1962). To consolidate its authority, the
Sandinista Regime has begun to institute a series of "agsimilationist"”
policies and installed its military presence in many Miskito, Sumu
and Rama villages and towns. Through their current "national" organ-
ization, MISURASATA and local indigenous community organizations ‘%ribal
leaders have pressed the Sandinistas to recognize and respect Miskito,
Sumu, and Rama territory (land rights) and their right to control
and use their own natural resources. The Sandinistas have responed
by charging the indigenous leadership with being "anti-revolutionary,
separatists and racists, The Sandinistas clearly regard the Indizenous
demands for recognized land rights and control over natural resources
as a threat to "national stability" and the regime itself,

2. Remnants of the followers of Anastasio Samoza (landed oli-
garchy, businessmen, politiclians and military) have taken up exile
Tn enclaves located across the border from Nicaragua and Miskito
territory in Honduras. The Samoza forces in Honduras (with similar
camps in Guatamala, California and Florida) are staging incursions
into Miskito Territory with the intent of overthrowing the Saminista
Regime, The Miskito population located in the PuertoCBazas area
(the northeastern part of the territory on the Honduran border) has
born the brunt of incursions in the last year, Sandinista military
forces are heavily entrenched in this part of Miskito Territory. In
an effort to prevent subversion of Miskito people., and to prevent
pro-Somoza forces Irom organizing Miskitos against the Sandinistas
the Nicaraguan Regime relocated up to 10,000 Miskito people by moving
them farther south and to the interior,

3, Former MISURASATA leader, Steian Fagoth Muller, became an
exile in May of 1981 after having served in prison from the time
he was arrested with other tribal leaders in February 198l. Fagoth
attracted 3,000 Miskito followers to join him in Honduras as he
closed ranks with the Somoza folbowers. A pro¥isional tribal leader-
ship has been installed to head the MISURASATA organization. Mean-
while, Fagoth appears %o have come to the belief that the Samoza
forces will help protect Miskito, Sumu and Rama interests against
the Sandinista Regime. Fagoth has traveled %o Washington D.C. and
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consulted with U.S. authorities, and made public charges against
the Sandinista Regime. Some Miskito, Sumu and Rama leaders have
closed ranks with the Sandinista Regime, while many others remain
neutral.

: L4, The United States and the Soviet Unlon have elevated the
civil strife in Nicaragua, Honduras, £1 Salvador and Guatamala %o

the status of a "confrontation between the super powers" Both

the US and the USSR have attempted to apply military measures to

problems which are essentially polictieal in character. The U.S.

has claimed hegemony over the Central American and Carribean Regilon

off and on for decades. As its "great power sphere of influence"

countries in Central America and the Carribean have been eBpected

to be loyal to the United States. U.S. dominationg of the region

was upset when Cuba experienced a revolution opposed by the United

States. Cuba established close relations with the Soviet- Unlon.

Jamaica was closely allied to socialist and non-aligned countries

until the government of Michael Manley was,in-effect, overthrown

at the ekction polls in 1980; his government was replaced with

a government more sympathetic to U.S. interests. The island country

of Granada became & progressive socialist regime aligned with

Cuba and then the Sandinista forces overthrew the Samoza Regime

which had been sympathetic to US interests. These events have caused

US policy makers to generate reactionary policies aimed at the
noverthrow" of any government not gympathetic to U.S. political

and economic interests. The U.S considers its vital interests to
include: the Panama Canal Zone, fisheries and oil resources in the

Carribean Sea, U.S. multi-national corporate activites in control

of timber, oll, bauxite and alumina production, coal and gold. These
interests combine with the US desire to control shipping lanes. The

Soviet Union is seen as a threat to US interests as it supports (econ-
omically and militarially) the Cuban, Granada and Nicaraguan Regimes.

The Soviet Union portrays itself as supporting popular revolutions

which break down feudalistic systems in the region, Clearly, in

the "great powers" contbext the Soviet Union believes it is protecting
its political and economic goals by providing ald and assistance

to countries experiencing violent revolutions. The Sovietf§ Union's

activities in the Carribean and Central America may be closely linked

to their need to counter U.S. military and economic support to Poland,

Turkey and Afganistan., Each of these countries sit on the USSR border,

well within what it consideres to be its sphere of influence.

The "great powers" struggle has focused on El Salvador, Nicaragua
and Cuatamala in large measure due to the instability of the govern-
ments in each of those countries., Nicaragua has become a specific.
propaganda target for the United States while E1 Salvador has become
a propoaganda target for the Soviet Union. Cuba, Mexico, Granada,
Lyhia, France and the Soviet Union have formally offered their support
to the Sandinista Regime to oppose Somoza followers and US intervention.
- The United States is the only country formally supporting counter-
insurgency moves against Nicaragua. Canada, West Germany, Australia
and Soandinavian countries have publiclly remained neutral though
behind the scenes each ig applying political pressure on behalf of
Nicaragua. The United States has publicly focused its attention on
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Nicaragua to distract attention away from the turmoil in E1 Salvador
and Cuatamala -~ two military regimes the United States is attempting
to legitamize and support. In its attempts to undermine the Sandin-
ista Regime, the US has seized upon public disclosures (made by
Stedman Fagoth Muller) concerning the Sandinista's treatment of the
Miskito, Sumu and Rama peoples., The US has implied that it will not
prevent former Somoza militia and other counterinsurgency forces

From attempting to overthrow the Sandinista Regime.

Private gun runners inside Central American Countries and in
the United States are transporting large quantities of waapons $which
originate in Germany, Israel, Brazil, China, France, Canada , Soviet
Union, Lybia and Argentina into all three countries of Nicaragua,
El Salvador and Guatamala.

5, President Jose Portillo of Mexico has been attempting sbce
last year to set in train a process of negotiations to halt the
violent conflicts in Nicaragua, Honduras, El8alvador and Guatamala.
Portillo has gained the support of the governments of Cuba, Granada,
France, Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Panama and Canada. Such negotiations
do not now contemplate participation of Indigenous leadership. The
Central American Regional Council of the WCIP (CORPI) has been con-
sidering this possibility since August of 1981, There are community
and "national" indigenous organizations in each of the central
American Countries. In their own territories indigenous populations
are the majority with a total region-wide population estimated at
more than 23 million. Miskito, Sumu and Rama peoples are sophisticated
in indigenous politics, but do not have a great deal of direct eX-
perience with "western" idiologies and political methods. If the
negotiations or the violence is permitted to continue without organized
indigenous responces, Indigenous peoples in Central America stand

to sustain major setbacks and continued exploitation.

Demographics of the Reserve Territory of the Miskitos:

The boundaries of the so called Miskito Reserve Territory are the

same as the Department of Zelaya, which comprises two~thirds of the
entire area of Nicaragua's claimed territory. Nicaragua claims

a territory with an area of 57,143 square miles. Miskito, Sumu

and Rama territory (not including parts of Honduras) contains about
38,000 square miles =~ an area about the size of the state of Indiana.
The Reserve Territory has a population of about 200,000 people., OF
the total sixty percent or 120,000 are Miskitoss five percent or
10,000 are Sumus; 3% or 1,000 are Ramas; 19% or 38,000 are descendents
of Arawaks, Africans and Antillians; and, 15% or 30,000 are mestizos
(descendants of Indian and European marriages). The Indigenous
populations live in 250 communities all along the coastal strip

and toward the interior up to the mountains.

According to MISURASATA statistics provided in 1981 13% of the
indigenous population is literate in Buropean languages. Native
languages are spoken within each group though the majority speak
English, Spanish or both. Most of the Indigenous communities have
subsistance economies dependent on agriculture and fishing.

The principle export agricultural products are bananas, cotton, frult
and jucca. Shellfish, turtles, and assorted ogean-going and fresh-
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water fish are taken, Large,deposité of gold, silver, and oil are
located in the northern part of the territory, while soft and hard
wood forests cover the tropical plains.

Community Organization:

While the Indigenous peoples of the Reserve Territory have
a tradition of governance embodied in a "king" +his role has always
been largely ceremonial. The notion of a king originated with
early relations with the British when a "$reaty" of committment
was signed in Jamaica in 1687 when Britain claimed Miskito territory
as a protectorate. The actual pattern of governance (which continues
to the present) has been decentralized authority vested in community
elders and family heads. This pattern is reflected in the formation
of indigenous community organizations established in the 1960°'s for
the purpose of promoting and advocating indigenous land rights and
natural resource rights. It is the older people who hold the principle
decision-making power at the community level. The influence of these

people over community affalrs is both significant and wide ranging.

In. 1967, local community organizations were joined together
under a "national® umbrella organization called ALPROMISU. This
ninter-community” organization was established to promote and
advocate indigenous land and natural resource rights in relations
with the Samoza Government in Managua, With the overthrow of Samoza
in 1979, ALPROMISU's name and organization was "reformed" into the
present-day MISURASATA organization which has maintained the local
community organizational links, but divided the Reserve Territory
into five "administrative" regions. MISURASATA has one delegate
who sits as the representative of the Miskito, Sumu and Rama peoples
in the Council of State in the Sandinista Government.

The younger "educated" members of indigenous communities tend
to dominate the "national" organization and its regional administrative
components, Local governance remains pretty-much in the control of
the elders. The younger, educated members of communities have tended
to play an active role in the "1eft/right" or "liberal/conservative"
western style politics of the Nicaraguans while the older, more
traditional people have tended to occupy themselves with community
and family politics.

MISURASATA; Its Relationship to Communities and the Sandinista Regime

Folhowing the assumption of power by the Sandinista Junta on
July 20, 1979 the Miskito, Sumu and Rama leadership demanded a po-
1litical role in the new government, This demand was inkeeping with
earlier understandings made between Sandinista (FSLN) organizers and
ATLPROMISU activists in the years before the overthrow of the Anastasio
Samoza Regime. Within months after assumption of governmental control,
the Sandinista ledership agreed to authorize the creation of a Miskito,
sumu and Rama coalition organization (MISURASATA) which would have
one representative who would sit in the leggslative assembly of the
new government., MISURASATA would function as the social, economic and
political 1link between the new government and the indigenous communi-
ties of the Reserved Territory. MISURASATA announced its goals %o
include social, economic and cultural development of the indigenous
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peoples of the Department of Zelaya, MISURASATA was structured to
include five administrative regions as follows: Northeas?t Region,
headquartered in Puerto Cabezas; Rio Coco Regiony headquartered in
Bluefields+ Waspan; Mine Region, headguartered in Rosita; South
Region, headgquartered in Raiti, Representatives from each of the
250 communities would participate in MISURASATA through community
organizations and the regional administrative units.

Until February 1981, Stedmean Fagoth Muller was the principle
leaders of the national organization, Norman Cambell Smith was the
international relations coordinator and Armondo Rojas Smith was the
representative from Miskito Territory to the Central American Regional
Gouncil (CORPI) of the World Council of Indigenous Peoples.

The roots of MISURASATA can be found in the establishment of
local indigenous organizations along the Coco River in the early
19608, The need for such community organizations was sparked by
efforts of the Anastasio Samoza Regime to "nationalize" Miskito
1ands and forests in the northeastern part of the Reserve territory.
Before the 1960s the principle external presence in the Atlantic
coastal strip was United States timber and mining companies. Though
these companies operated in Miskito Territory under Nicaraguan
governmental jurisdiction and paid taxes to the Managua government
no effort was made to impose political control over Miskito territory
until US companies began to withdraw from the region. The most
recent companies to work in the Miskito area was the U.S. Nicaragua
Longleaf Pine Lumber Company (NIPCO), which opened largescale
lumbering activities on extensive pine forests in northeast Reserve
Territory. Within a few short years the pine forests were completely
depleted and plans for reforestation were droped by the company
in favor of paying a higher export tas to the Samoza Regime., When
this company withdrew from the area, the Samoza Regime "nationalized"
the former company lands and forests. Samoza removed the Miskito '
peoples from the area; an act which gave rise to complaints againt
the Samoza Regime from community leaders. IT was this act which
caused the Miskito population to establish community indigenous
rights organizations., .

In 1967 the first "national® indigenous organization was formed
to "protect the Indians' right to land and natural resources." ALPROMISU
was an independent indigenous organization established to promote
indigenous interests against the Samoza Regime's further moves to
place indigenous lands and natural resources under his government's
control. Charging ALPROMISU with anki-government activites, separatism,
regionalism and associating with foreign enemies; Samoza's guardia
frequently disrupted ALPROMISU meetingsand frequently jailed indigenous
leaders. During the intervening years until 1979, Indligencus leaders
continued to demand that Indian land natural resource rights be pre-
served, and that the Samoza Regime not attempt to extend its economic
and political authority over Indigenous territories.

After July 20, 1979 Miskito, Sumu and Rama leaders were unwilling
to give up their local organizations so they replaced ALPROMISU with
a new "national" organization called MISURASATA (which means: Miskito,
Sumu and Rama and Sandinistas working together). Through MISURASATA
THE Sandinista Government began to promote opporbunities for bilingual
education, agricultural assistance and representation within the
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Council of State,

In August of 1980 the Sandinista Regime announced new plans
for nationalizing lands on the Atlantic Coast. These plans were
born from the realization within the Sandinista Junta that major
exportable raw materials located in Miskito Territory should be
harnest to fill the economic development needs of Nicaragua.
MISURASATA quickly obtained the Councii of State®s approval to
postpone any nationization until Indigenous land claims were settled.
Tn September of 1980, MISURASATA obtained a grant of funds from the
U.S. based organization, Cultural Survival, for a study of Indian
community land rights on the Atlantic Coast. The research was
completed in January 1981 and was submitted to the National Insti-
tute of Agrarian Reform (INRA), the National Institute of Natural
Resources and the Environment (IRENA), the National Forestry
Institute (CORFOB) and the Nicaraguan Institute of Mines (CONDEMINA).
These organizations were responsibile for helping to determingng
%he nature and extent of the Indian communities' rights to natural
resources and lands.,

MISURASATA's efforts to protect Indian land rights and a degree
of community control have been interpreted by non-Indigenous Nic-
araguans as evidence oi the "historic antipathy of the Miskitos
toward Nicaragua's Spanish speaking population.” Nicaraguans have
charged the Indigenous leaders as belng racist and separatist and,
therefore, a threat to the revolution. As some indigenous observers
and others have noted: the Miskito reaction to the proposed nation-
alization of their lands and resources was not a product of some
historick opposition to "Spaniards", but rather, "it was a response
to a perceived threat against their subsistence security and their
status as equals in relations with nation-states." Put another way,
Indigenous leaders saw this most recent attempt at Nicaraguan nation-
alization as an encroachment by one sovereign on the sovereignty
of the Miskitos, Sumus and Ramas. .

As MISURASATA worked to ensure Indian community rights to land
and natural resources in January of 1981, accygsations of racism,
separatism and incipient regional revolt became more widely heard.
In February 1981, such accusations led to the arrest of 33 MISURASATA
leaders by the Nicaraguan Security forces.

In mid-May 1981 Steadman Fagoth Muller, who was arrested along
with other MISURASATA officials, was relased from prison and fled
to Honduras where he was joined by an estimated 3,000 Miskitos.,
During the Summer of 1981, the Sandinista Covernment declared tlhe
"integration of the Atlantic Coast a priority." The Sandinistas
subsequently made new efforts to secure 2 working relationship with
the new provisional leadership of MISURASATA. 1In December 1981
the Sandinista Junta made efforts to secure international indigenous
support for their efforts with The Miskitos by requesting support
for their revolution from organizations like the international Indian
Treaty Council and the World Council of Indigenous Peoples. The ITC
announced its public support for the Sandinista Covernment while
the WCIP offered no public comment either in opposition or support.

In late Becember 1981, reports were circulaTED IN THE INTERNATIONAL
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PRESS stating that the Sandinista government had sent troops across
the border into Honduras to disrupt "anti-revolutionary" training
camps set up by former members -of Somoza's guardia. Some of the
reports indicated, though not confirmed, that five hundred Miskitos
in exile were killed before the Sandinista forces withdrew.

Newspaper accounts in January and February of 1982 showed
increased interest in relations between the Miskitos and the San-
dinigta Junta. This interest was in part due to two stories develop-
ing in Nicaragua and in the United States, On February 10 there
was a report that the Sandinista Regime "resettled" between 8, 500
and 10,000 Miskitos from the northeastern part of Belaya Department
(in the area of Puerto Cabezas) to camps btoward the interior, The
Sandinistas relased a statement saying that resettlement was nec-
essary to protect the tribal members Irom raids and assaults being
initiated by former Somoza Guards located across the border in
Honduras. Reports that the MISURASATA Organization released a
communique on February 14 stating that the Iindians had been sub-
jected to "armed aggressions by counter-revolutionary bands" and
that 31 communities had been burned have not been confirmed.

On February 26 newspaper accounts described Steadman Fagoth
Muller as having traveled to Washington D.C. %o conferr with U.S.
State Department officials and present testimony before a Senate
Appropriations Subcommittee and the House International Affairs
subcommittee., Fagoth charged the Sandinista covernment with
committing grave human rights violations against the Miskitos,
saying in part that, Indians are being "murdered, burned and buried
alive" by government troops. He Ffurther stated to a Senate Ap-
propriations Committee on Foreign Operations that Miskito anti-
governgent activity had"started when the Sandnistas Tirst took
~ power.,"

Elliot Abrams, Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights
stated on February 25 that troops of the Sandinista Regime have
vviciously attacked these Indian tribes, killyng many." Abrams
was quoted as having agreed with Fagoths reports in news conferences
on the 26th of February.

Upon the occassion of a meeting with Nicaragua's new ambassador
to the United States, Francisco Fiallos Navarro, Ronald Reagan
condemned Nicaraguan policies toward the Miskitos and scolded
the Sandinistas for "inviting alien influences and phikosphies
into the hemisphere,"

Secretary of State Haig, the U.S. President and Assistant Secretary
Abrams have become increasingly vocal about the situation of the
Miskitos -~ largely based on remarks made by Fagoth. All of these
reports have been broadcast into Miskito, Sumu and Rama territory
through the U.S. Voice of America.

~ Upto March 8th both Sandinista representatives and represent-
atives of the U.S. government have simply repeated their charges
and counter charges regarding Miskitos,
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Analysis and Comments -

The "localized" conflict between the Sandinista government and
the indigenous populations is symptomatic of the historic conflict
between the state governments and indigenous populations throughout
Central America and Mexico. These conflicts date back to the 16th
century when Spain and Britdin colonized the region. The central
issue +that motivates popular indigenous political activity in the
Reserved Territory of the Miskitos is the same issue that dominates
indigenous activities in Honduras, Costa Rica, Panama, El Salvador,
cuatamala, Belize and Mexicos Indigenous land and natural resource
rights, All of the governments, whether controlled by an olligarchy,
military junta, coalition government; politically "leftist or right
wing" regimes have historically taken the same political position
as regards indigenous populationss isolation of the population from
the political system, political annexation or assimilation of indigenous
lands and natural resources and isolation of the indigenous popu- .
lation from the benefits of the prevailing economic system, The
Indigenous populations, for their part, have saught to maintain
their distance from the ruling governments by not engaging in the
political system and process; they have maintained organizations
internally, but have had little suscess maintaining inter-group 7
organizations which have functioned as a political force in competition
with the ruling non-indigenous organizations.

 Though the Indigenous population is the majority population
in spécific parts of the region, they have not used their popular
strength to counter (the sometimes minority) non-indigenous encroach-
ments. Independent Indigenous organizations are operating throuzhout
the region and most of them are connected with the Central American
Indigenous Council (WCIP) (CORPI). Despite the fact that the indig-
enous populations have such organizations they have not been geriously
considered as a significant political force by either the left or
the right. During a meeting of the CORPI in Chiran Astico, México
a year ago delegates from tribes loaated throughout Mexico and Central
America established the principle that indigenous political organiz-

ation was necessary to defend indigenous populations, but that indignenous

organized efforts must "not be aligned with either the left or right"
political ideologies- of the non-indigenous peoples.” The frank con-
clusion of that meeting was that Central American Indigenous peoples
must organize a. "separate" political force to represent indigenous
political interests. When left and right political factions from

the non-Indigenous population have battled each other, the indizenous
populations have consistantly been caught in the cross-fire. No
matter which political faction controls the government indigenous
populations have suffered loss of 1life, property and territory.

Because of its involvement with the World Council of Indigenous
Peoples and because it is the oldest and mos® respected Indian
organization located in the United States the National Congress
of American Indians has assumed new responsibilities.to aid other
Indigenous populations whose. right of gelf-determination is threatened
by the actions of nation-state governmdnts; NCAI has become a
participant in the conflicts in Central America because of requests
for support from Indigenous groups in Central America and Because
the United States government policies in that region are damaging
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indigenous populations which share the same interests as the tribes
inside the U.S. Finally, NCAI has the duty to ald indigenous peoples
in Central America because it may have the greatest potential for
influencing U.S. policies, and in conjunction with the WCIP Central
American government policies.

NCAI may be a positive influence in the efforts to reduce
violence against indigenous populations in Central America by taking
some or all of the following initiatives:

In accordance with policy objectives mandated by the NCAT
convention of 1980 in Tribal/Global Relations: Action Plan and
Policies for the 80°'s:

1. Conduct a fact-finding mission focusing on the Miskito
situation by consulting with the Sandinista government
and indigencus leaders in the Reserve Territory.

2, Prepare a draft assessment of the situation and transmit
that report to the World Council of Indigenous Peoples.

3, Conduct a briefing with CORPI officials in Costa Rica

4, Open channels of communications with the U.S. House
international relations subcommittee, Senate Appropriations
subcommittee on Operations, Assistant Secretary Elliot
Abrams to discuss Indigenous policies and concerns.,

5, Open channels of communications with the Jose Portililo
government in Mexico regarding pending efforts to arrange
negotiations in Central America

6. Open channels of communications with former Westeerman
Chansellor Willy Brandt (now head of Socialist International)
to request his support for the indigenous position in
Central American talks.

7, Through the World Council of Ingigenous Peoples initiate
a series of releases describing the situatlons of indigenous
peoples in Central America -- call for Indigenous particapation
in conflict settlement talks. The focus is primarily on
Miskito/Sandinista relations but includes discussion of
indigenous populations in El-Salvador and Guatamala.

NCAT: Policy Recommendations re: Miskito/Sandinista conflict.

NCAT advocates and endorses Miskito,Sumu and Rama claims to
lands and natural resources but urges the Sandinista Regime to
recognize and respect indigenous sovereignty in the Atlantic Coastal
Strip., Ncal does not oppose the right of Sandinistas to govern and
control their own territory as a free and independent nation, but
pelieves the Nicaraguan Regime should not oppose Miskito, Sumu anil
Ramz claims to their territory.

NCAI reminds the United States that it has failed to protect
+ribes within US boundaries and demands that it with hold 1ts con-
demnation of the Sandinista Regime until it has respected the rights
and sovereignty of U.S tribes.

NCAI demands that both the United States and the Sandinistas
respect tribal rights %o self-determination,



4 September 1981 728 212th Pl. SW
Lynnwood, Washington
98036 U.S.A.

EDIGEEOUS PEOPL& CRISIS IN ENTRAL AMER;C

(A-dlscussion by Rudy Ryser, Special Assistant to the President,
on approaches 40 a "Crisis in Central America information :
Campaign" further to consultations with AL and his discuasions
with the CORPI Executive in Panama.)

T0s Jose Carlos Morales

As you know, since fhe'CORPI Regional meeting earlier this yéar

the WCIP Secretariat has issued one public statement regarding
the "Crisis in Central America". Former President George Manusl
issued a statement to the press from Vancouver, Canada last Sprin
The statement focused on the tendency of state governments to
ignore the violence and its impact on Indigenous populations
particularly in Guatamala and El Salvador. Further, the state-
ment observed that Indigenous pogulations were being caught
between the forces of left and ght and conswquently they are
threatened with violence from both sides. In early August I met
with Lish at the WCIP Secretariat <o discuss the possibility o

gaining agreement within the CORPI Executive on a plan to promo 4
wide international political support for Indigenous peoples
Central America. A more detalled descrlption of this disuas&ﬁ
follows:a

CoRPI, in conaunction with the WCIP network. should organize
a worldwide information campaign during a period of gix to eigh
months (beginning in September *81) to raise the profile of CO
8

and the Indigenous Peoples generally as a political force® in
Central America and Mexico. The Indigenous Peoples Crisis
Entral America campaign would be designed to achlieve the purpo
goal and objectives proposed below:

PURPOSEs The ultimate purpose, I propoee. whould be to romote
political unity among indigenous peoples within three pr nciple
sectors of Central America and Mexico so as to establish a third
political force designed to rebuild indigenous political influence
and control over indigenous territories and indigenous populations.
The purpose necessarily argues the "intent to reestablish indigenous
control in indigenous territories” and the removal of colonial- ,
influences and controls now eXercised by existing state governments.

GOAL: The goal. I propose. ‘should be to establish international
recognition of the legitimate political role of indigencus populations
in the stabilization of Central America and Mexico.

OBJECTIVES: 1. Eatabllsh lnternatlonallpublic awarenes that
indigenous peoples in Central America and Mexico
are a third pclitical force which must be reocosr- -
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nized to play a direct role in the establishment of peace
in Central America if peace and stability is indeed to be
achieved, , o :

2., Establish international recognition of

CORPI as the legitimate voice of Indigenous .

Peoples in Central America and Mexico with~
which outside and state political forces must deal.

3. Establish political ties between CORPI and
seletted state governments (perhape some southern
African states and particular Western European
and South Paciflic States)} with the intention

of securing their willingness to politifally support CORPI

- and the lndigenous populatlons, and to present the indigenous

situation before specified intergovernmental forums (i.e.
United Nations, North/South meeting, etc.).

ANALYSIS:

There are at least three principal sectors of Mexk&c and
Central America which are already principally occupied by indigencus
populations, Within the first sector in excess of eleven million
people indigenous to Southern Mexico (including Yucatan), the

‘Northern two=thirds of Guatamala, the Western half of Belize and

the Eastern half of El Salvador constitute the majority population.
This sector primarily includes tribes and communities which made

up the constftutnt parts of the Mayan Empire. For about five '
hundred years this territory has been divided into four parts '
colonized by Britain and Spain and now their successors controlling
the governments of Mexico, Guatamala, Belize and El Salvador. The
status of indifgnous peoples in this terriésdry has been divided
and converted to groups of mass cheap labor supporting a system

of elite neocolonialism and indigenous resource exploitation,

The second sector includes the indigenous populations located
in Esstern Honduras and Eastern Nicaragua, And the Third sector
includes indigenous populations primarily located in Southemn
Costa Rica and Northern Panama. Within each of these sectors the
indigenous population is in the majority yet these same populations
are denied political identity and their rights by the neocolonial
governments eatablished within their original territories.

International recognition of these territories and the
majority populations within them is essential to the indigenous
cause of freedom from economic, polltical and cultural exploitation.
Such recognition of indigenous populations as the Third political

Force is essential to establishing a pew political order in Mexico
~and Central America. Indeed, as we have argued in other papers,

the indigenoua populations hold the greates potential for bring-
economic and political stability to the region. The indigenous
population holds the bakance between continued conflict and
instability or normalization. As long as the neocolonial successors
of Spain and Britain maintain dominance politically (whether left,

right or political center) indigenous people will continue Yo be
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exploited for the benefit of the colonial elite. The major
political alliance that makes practical sense is one between

the indigenous peoples within each sector and between all

three sectors. The major political action that offers the

best opportunity for an indigenous role in the badanee of power
in the region is the securing of international recognition of
indigenous peoples as a legitimate political force geparate from
the political factions within the colonial structure.

To achieve the proposed purpose of an intensive "crisis
injCenzral)America" orgaxion campai%n éan its goal agd _
objectives) I propose that CORPI and the WCIP org o ccdl 0.0
network undertake a series of public activitieséa%géégga“ggi‘
achieving support and hi level understanding among the
1. Aintermational press (particularly in Western Europe, selected
third world countrges and NorthAmerica), 2. selected non-
governmental organizations reglstered wilh the United Nations,
and, 3. no fewer than ten gelected nation-state governments (my
immediate suggestions include: Vanuatu, Tanzania, France,Zambia
Uganda, Norway, Nigeria, Lesotho, Barbados and Canada).

The public activities should include planned and coordinated
news conferences initiated by CORPI (in Geneva, 0Oslo and Cancuun
during the next two months) and the regional representatives
of the WCIP network. within their respective regions.

A "policy document” which exposes the eltuation of indlgenous

eoples in Mexico and Central America (this document should also

clude proposals for the political role of CORPI and the Indigenous
sectors)should be prepared in advance and used (handed out) at :
the news conferences in all the regions. The document should
be sent to selected NGOs seeking their commitimant for support
(economic and political) and their willingness to widely destribute
the document and futura_COﬁ;; (and‘WCIP)‘communicat%gp oy the .
issues in Central America. #CORPI should make direc hﬁ%p 8 to
skkected nation-state representatives ( ng as ambhassadors or
High Commissioners) as well as direc éﬁf&ﬁ“ﬁggtbnistate

foreign ministers and heads of state requesting the estabishment

of communications links and future political/and (perhapa) econo-
mic) support. During the early months special emphasis should be
placed on potential supportive countries which intend to partici-~
pate in the North/South meeting in Cancugn in October..

The planned campaipgn should be detailed enough to provide
guldance angaclear direction to the WCIP Secretariat and the WCIP
network, ormation and clear directiveq\are epsential %o the
achievement of success. o5 aTimely faol, '

I look forward to your comments regarding this subject.
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the condition of
indigenous ®onles within Central imerican Countries. Véyicuqer; Q’;ﬂw&
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Zaite Fhe world has becom incressingly aware of the military

While.

and political conflicts within Central American cmﬂtrles.m’t,tnhe
nations . ) * .
creat mewers of the east and west Dlay vowsr gawes eFerspReses—O-

iwElwenee in that reglon,thousands of indigenous psonk s are belag

)

ndiscriminately killed. qule villages of indigenous peoples are

e

being murdersd and their property destroyed while y’yf,i’l;é the Tast

s e "‘},_\\ _ .
and. Yiewt block nmations and The forces of 0 Holitical Jleft and rigthé
onpete for dominetion =znd conirol. I have called this news conferencs
today to draw FEEALLAY the worlds atbention to the opiedesd reality
of wWoabwev—oe—etmtwd The crisis in Central America. I have also

4 mwtgl’x,aﬂ.;_

called this news conference to release/\a propogel by the worldCouncil

of Indl genous TFeop offers

snf idsight into a practical means for reducing tenslons inm—bGenteed
peece.
Amertes while establishing a method for brimging seasses—in lentral
Ameri ca.
The World Courleil of Indigenous Paornles doss nobt erter upon Uhis
matter perhaps
mepsTeme 1ichtly. Ue, ;e;h.%-s,. more than anj other neoples in he

world/under*stand th= violent consewusnces of economic and pol ji: ical
struggles. The World Council of Indigenous neoples 1s the first
gloval ermmTTmttem=t clfortggsstabliched by indigenous peoplel,

created to -preserve and protect the grou integr¥k y of aboriginal

peoples thr cughout the world. Ve rdgard the »rsservation and protsction
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ssential ke the nreservabt ion of world

of indigenous interests
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peace and world dveloprment. In Central :Smler*ica}ihe military and
political violence throughout those lands threaten to wipe out

the existence of millions of indiga ous wpeoples Wl EacEmemrmee

i
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eqd‘*:c for thousands o Fzal .
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of thas neoples occupylr
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rural territories throughous Cenbral America ars indig

They are pecvles whose ancestors wers YibfAAAbA/ o part of the ancient

Aztec.’ and Mayen Fmpires which fl;\vu. shed Hroughoub the reglon befDe

2enous peo vl es.

the arrival of the Spenish and ¥nglish Explorers. The indigerous peopls
in Central America snd Hexico are the original tenants of the landa

The govermments in the region have become landlards over the territories
etill occupied by thoussnds of Indigencus com unities.

The World ms t know that the indiger ous communitlss are not

direct parties to the civil confiilcts raging throughout Central
descendonty Frev

imerica. It is the relatively small group ofﬂmror)ean settlers who

heve dgvided themselves into the political left,center and rignb.

Who are fighting onefnother to gain conmbrol cover the ;‘%P’ lerge
f rure]
nunbers of indigénovs peonles and the ,\iaﬂqs and Teources used by
for thousomel, - Yeors | s A
indigenous T*ecmlvj Bespiie the conflicts between Furopeans the

M.a.jofn'—-’
yesb—aumtler of peonles vho are being killed come from the indigenous

communities. That on the surface appears to be a clvil war 1ls inéees

a war of genocide and ethnocide ageinst 1ndigenous peoplss,c wmml Tt ed
wihe aré
oy Buropean decendqntsl\ eelzing economic and political combrol over

The. —~

Central America. -dmes atrocit#¥les now being conmitter‘?"by Huronean

decendart s laginst indigen
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s in Cenbrsl imerica fls comparable
i

to @ the atrocities comits ndigenous

oplea of N(r- th america dxrid ainieansl Cent Vnhode vomunitiss
B inedeen
are being slaughtered. Litsie dlilé‘;ren are being used for target

DTactlce, i u)meﬂ and meri are being hackad todeath by marauding

soldisrs and Wolutionary cue ¥ T he sure, atrocities are heing

committed agalinst $ -ovean workers, religious leaders end poiltical

1

loaders. The distruction of humen life is massive by any stendarde

Fe princinle targets of the

the thousands of ighigenous communitiese



Cavght bebtween the fighting EZuropsan decendents Inmdigenous cammuniiti es
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are defefueless. Large nunbers of indigencus peoples are belg Torced

out of their howmes, off o their lands sand into the AALHE mountains.
Thousands have become refugess in thelr own landseff As Tl Zuropeans

. ‘ lavgeh . L .
SEpraear,organize death sguads and military sxpeditions it o

Aofions

indigenous territories,ths poweriul eezaries O The Fast andWest

‘\

are compounding the tragedy.

The weapons mow being shipped To Central

imerican countries are weavons used by both left and right political
such as

forces to dscimate indigencus peoples. Countries h_-ﬁﬁr Trazil, the

United States, Vietnam, Israecl, Frence, Ganada and the Soviet Union

are either directliy shipping deadly weapons and armament ¢ or TmEs

wortrdes are encouraging wmeré€nary gun-runners to increase te

death snd carnage being heaped upon indigerous vecoples. Large

5

corporations are taking adva tage of the chaotic state of alfairs

by infusing money to supoort one Taction or another.

w

)

wno will gain from the &l sbtruction of Centrel Awmerican indigenous

Pecples? In the snd Burcpean 1and holders and multi-nat ional corporatim
of Fais ﬁ’a;eﬂ’f
ions will be the major be:ﬂeflclarles/‘ It ig these corporations and

the Surovean middlemen who will take fram indigenous lands isrge—sberes

-

&% nebroleun, nick%, silver, sgricultural lends, timber sl & convilen=

thise e, b,y ! Gkl
ient shivping base for mwustriai uroduch@#ﬁgsa‘& he Atlan fc eeesll

acrp SS
and Pacific Oce:nge As a result of the r*m'loc::'LCLeil war againagl Indizal ous
§urwfar’5 ) €}Lﬁ£’oi7‘¢¢/ ot -~ ) .
neople 2) the Remmserre—saegela 110 D2 @& lshor wo sunorlt

5 -

he mulbinational corporate goals.

seld is verely speculation. Bub,

look desver and find what e

world Council of Indigenous Beoples has found. We Ieve seen the

d@struction being hesped upon indigenals comunities. We have
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seen the results of the left and right
hindered by nallonzl governments from oﬁFi 12 the @entral imericen
Yegion. We have examined the commesctions between multiretiorml

corporations and the nstional goveranmernts in the Zast andwsta

The rsalities of the Centrel smerican Brlisis snd the Indigenous
E»tuu; feept Sccn—'(“

Trom the ordim ry neoplee. »
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oth the Zast and West are Intentisonally

(o3

Governmant lsazders Trom

misleading the crdinary neople by portraving conflicts in Central »
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America as merely a sbruggle bebween pollitical Torces of the le{t
and right ) Ofm shripeles between Communism snd Capitalism. Such
diversions from the rasalities exweriencad by Indigenous veopies
only serve to hide the distruction of whole races of }r.ople.,iﬁ
The world mwet recognize that the struggle in Central imerica is
between forces who would dominate or dfstroy indigencus peoplese.
The finsl destruction of indigenovs peoples can only mean the
eventusl destruction of a way of 1ife and a view of the universe
that has long served ag the very foundaticon of human
Tk, 107k Th e Kndbenedion af snbiogpumen peaples, Yos proaf ¢
Cﬂf in the ¥Worid Counc ¥ ndigenous *GOi“vleS,

indigenous peoplesbelieve that sudh an oubtcome 1s nell

sutomatic. je belleve that we can mdke a positive

ner

to the ezsing of teng ons and the establishment of peace in Cembral

fmerica. We beileve this because B indigerous peonles heve the

NG bie] ang we gellsve wo u ERIAEC R CIVR N Lol
WL art no{— - pou’% -!Juf probleean 1 Conal Aataico; but- e must he Part of e Solubron .
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domesbic reosbraints on reprasentatives of mulbimmiional corporet I0Ns eme
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o pravent thelr further suoversion of the

C_ﬂ—_’?‘ie pelisve that a setblement of conflicts in Central America is only
pdssible if the nstional lesdsrs of cach Central fmerican &unt vy
and the leaders of the left and ri/ht poii‘tical factions accept
indl genous leaders as formal nartlcipants in Internab ionally supervissd

neace cattlement. (Ve belisve indi genous aflon e dhonld be gavasunbeed

reats from either the

el =% 1 A oan ] EPrI. T B s
left or right or Trom the governments g8 we oifer vhe World Councll

of Indigenousz Peoples as & dwect &id to facilitybe the esteblis ment
of & vneaceful resolution of conflicts in Centrel America.
The Swocific details of our proposals will be released alter

the various government offid als have had an opportunity to respond.
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e CAISIS IN CENTAAL AMBICA -
T WORLD COUNCIL CF INDIGENCUS

The past ad present conflicts in Central America have pAELoPIC

been chrouded in debates over conflicting ideoclogies but the cantral
issues have always been duestions sbhout wo controls economic develop-
ment snd who controle the use of lend and naturel resources. The
indizenous populations, decendents of theorgginal occupants of tie
area, have long recognized these ilssues as central to their survival
and certral to establishing a peaceful order in Central america and
the Carribean. Desspite their commitment to the reolution of these
issucs bthe descendam ts of Furopesn settlers have ignored and discourt ed
indigenous particivation in declisions which can resolvathe issues.
indeed, the historical reaililty is that the Furopean descendea ts heve
sought to suppress Indigenous political and ecconomic devdl opment

by pushing indlgsnous populationsfarther from the role of full

T

perticipante in the declons thaet will stdhilize the arca. 48 &1
2l btsornative to removing indigemous populations the various nabtiom 1

covemmsnts have sought to force hispanic assimilation on the indigenous
populetiame. The Zuropean dascerndent s now in control of the govern-

ment s of Central America have ignored the fundamentel confiict betwe n
the goals and aspirations of iIndigenous peoples and treir own

poals and amp irations . This conflict rages througout t e western
hemisphere. Instead of directly dealing with the Indgenous/ Furome an

e nflict the Turopsan descendent s have placed themselves socid 1y,
sconcmically znd politicel in =z superior or dominating role throughout
Central Americs. The core eGuence of this unrealistic assertion of
dominance the Furopesn descendents have divided therse lves iInto

nolitical forces of the left, middle and right. This ideoclogical
polsrization among the BEuropem descendsnts h: e created violent conflicts
tnaet fregvently focus on one or the other noint of view zing to
d _ - ; ,

us copulat Sor
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SCONTILs SVsT 1ndlzanous
- . s 3 e
vsen 1eit t has only

t igenous vopulations
er the european left or ridt becazuse
s populab jons are mass ecered, one

produced mor
find that they cannot support
the outcome is the s=ames Indl
of the Turowm an ideologies achl
people are used to achileve suro

When the repression of indigeno DEUr
ous peovles revolt agamst the domina

temprary dominance sml the indigenous
sponomic and political goalse
ie too great then the indigen-

3 iny‘s-‘i,

it
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i power. This is usuelly
followed by efforts of the Zuroos : or left to assume control
over the indigenous discountent and a new le 8t/ rignt cor 1ict emergess.
The cycle corb inues with no sebtlsment, no psace. dpile Turonean
dsscerdent s sre often killed ina the renewsd conflicts it is the 1ladigemo
us peoples vho must take the f111 brunt of the violsnce.

" The world Council & Indigenous Peoples belleves that sudh recyclimg
of violence and distruction serves nelthsar the fSuronsan descendents nor
the indigenous populations. The major beneficiavies are the large
indxstrial powers ;sz from the Tast end Vest as well as the increasingly
powerful multi-national o rooretions. It is these int ere sts which
now seeck to dominate end corm rol the strategicly irportant Carribean
snd Centrel dmerican Heglone Their domine tion and cotb rol of ths
region will neither benefit the indigenows populations nor Toe _
Turopean descenentse TO svoid thds externsl coib rol and in fluence
Then the Turopean descendsnts and the I populati O7F mos b
sesk to fullicll & course of metion walCh S5

K
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ths indigenous peoplss and =Zuropean descendents socially, gcormmical 1y
and politicsily coexist as neighbors. cofebtance bebwsen BuropeaB ‘
and Indigen ous veoples requires that each group respect the other

and not atbempt to dominate the other. "

Many indl ga ous groups are divided by natlonal hourder les
ssbablished during e colonial era. Such divi comp Licat ed
indigenous on pu L L SRS SRR AL 1 boundser
have 1 i g maliind e of nolis lca - indligan=
dus T stlon in bringlng nmeace
e ;18 le

hould serve 88 &n
to the conflicts in Central
1. Tno us wolitleal force which
nei Akt western 1dsodocgles.
In g e 2 neutral political
ZTY0UDe )
2. Though the descendants of srg have controlled
varials natlonal gover nmen sglected to formulate
g political process whereb coples
an saual part. i
%, Ths political force of left ancd right among the Suropean
s snts must play & direct role in sebitlemsnt of
I Se
4. enous peoples selschbed by thelr own comiunities
externsl intimidabion must have & direct role an
nt of contfiicts. '

10.

11l.

The Furopesn descendent e must respect the original rights
of Tndigenans meoples to lands, natural resonces and tieir
owrnn culture and 1l gUaZe.

Indigenous peoples must respect the acquire i righte and
interests of Furopsan descendents to live in Central Americé.
Ho pol colution to the vielence in Cenbral Amerlca

1s nossible as long as induetriel countries from the Hastern
Tloclk snd Westem Elock are pemitted to continue shipning

T
armrament & into central dmerican Countriec.

L sebtlement in Centrsl aAmerica will not De possiple as lorg
as wmiti-nationsl corporations continue to exert inf luence
directly or indirectly

Any solution to the conflict in Cert ral Amerlca must
nocessarily be AEEAIAAA initisted vikhin a reglmal
context without univited external interferrence.

Txternsl involvements in the Carribean and Central American
Zegion must be 461 introduced only with the invitation of
the majority of the regional mriies.

an international political and economic orgenization
mist be craated for Central America and the Carrivean
which includes represenbation from Indigenous SrounSe
to promote political and econo i ¢ development In the
region.
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12. 4 fundamental dranze in political, eccnomlc and socizl
structures must be encouraged as a part of a long temn
settl amente
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vg Toward Peace

1. Leaders of the
& Regional P oqféfence b*’ "ay 19813 Mexico,
Guba, E{enouala, Cosba Rica, Nicaraguaz, Jamaica.
PT’iOI’ to the Pesce Conference these nations should

*’D
ga
(D E

reiease a joint statement call ing upon the Zaslern
anr:l ‘f}festem Nations to withdraw their militgry and
gceonomic invodvensnt in the Central Americean/ Caribian

Reglon -- vhereupon the Zsgion would be declared =
militarily nevt ral zonv. As & Part of this Joint
Stat emant 211 counbtriss within the region woul d be
called unon to declars a coage fire in the areas where
violence is active. Ths leaders @& FUEAE vho will
form the basis for a Regional Peace Confersnce must
formmulate a structure which pemits the particim tion
of Indiganozs 1 oples, 3ight and left Buropean ideologlical
lezders 28 well as the lesders of the existing juntas.

2. Under the ausvices of the 3eglonal ConTerence &area
peace conferences sjould be comvensd. An aTe& Deace
confersnce should be convened involing lMexico and Guatamala,
ancth er area peszce conference should be established
betwean Guatarﬁla andBleldd wador, another beltween Elsalvador
and Honduras, another bstween NWicaragua and F?onc‘mrw_s and
fire 11y & peace confersnce shoauld be arwa. 1
Joste Gica B Tach of theszse : j
ghrolld he suoervises by ";he "%ﬂwo..e? STEILCG
TIn all 1nstgnoeq each ea psace conference mmt inchide
varticipation from the af:"@c:ueo. govermments, representatives
of the left and right and repregentatives of thkr indigenoms
nopulalt iong »

.The United Nations must be askad to cort ribube monstary
sup-ort to &1 perities to insure the equal articipatlon
in the peace corferences.

4. The ultimate goal for thege arsz peace ®nferences and
he Reglonal mpeace Conference will be to farmulate a
E;eglonal treaty wiich establishes the military and
political xleutrality of the Regioni and economic pact
between nebions and indigenous pecnles in the Region
md a plan for the mutual coexistance of indige cus
peoples and the Zuropean descendent e



