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U.S. Stakes in Central America
When Congress voted in April against President 

Reagan’s request to send $14 million to help the Free-
dom Fighters in Nicaragua, within hours the Sandinista 
dictator Daniel Ortega rushed to Moscow to hug Mik-
hail Gorbachev and receive pledges of Soviet military 
aid. This embarrassed Congress enough to reverse itself 
in June and impelled Secretary of State George Shultz 
to talk about the Communist threat in Central America.

Indeed, there are really Communists in Nicaragua. 
The Sandinista dictatorship does what Communist dic-
tatorships always do. It created a secret police system to 
control the people, assisted by Soviet, East German, and 
Cuban Communists. It punishes freedom of speech, 
press and assembly by officially-sanctioned harassment, 
imprisonment or death.

The Sandinistas go after their political opposition 
with typical Communist brutality. They recently jailed 
ten members of the Social Christian Party and treated 
them as the Communists have treated political prison-
ers in other countries from Russia to Cuba. They are 
held in small, dark cells and served meals at irregular 
intervals in order to disorient them. In order to coerce 
their prisoners into confessing to crimes they did not 
commit, the Sandinistas arrested the relatives of the 
prisoners.

Jose Gonzales, a former vice president of the Social 
Democratic Party, told Pope John Paul II there were 
about 8,000 political prisoners in 1981, and that they 
were the victims of repression and torture. Gonzales 
finally left Nicaragua and now lives in exile.

Under a “scorched earth” policy copied from Cam-
bodia, the Sandinistas have ordered and are carrying 
out the forced relocation of tens of thousands of peas-
ants. Some 20,000 peasants have been moved from their 
homes to relocation camps, and the Sandinistas admit 
this resettlement project involves 65,000 people. Peas-
ants and journalists tell of entire villages, homes, stores, 
and churches being burnt to the ground. They tell of 
animals slaughtered, crops and villages burned.

The cutting edge of the Sandinistas’ atrocities is 
their treatment of the Miskito Indians. The Miskitos 
supported the Sandinistas against the previous ruler, 
Somoza, but that didn’t save them from becoming 
victims of Communist brutality after they resisted 
Marxist indoctrination.

The Miskitos were then labelled “bourgeois” and 
“enemies of the people.” The Sandinistas began to 
arrest the Miskito Indian leaders, torture and murder 
them. Eyewitnesses have told about massacres, Indians 
buried alive, 10,000 force-marched to relocation camps, 
their villages burned down, bombed and shelled. Tens 
of thousands of Miskitos have fled the Nicaragua where 
they’ve lived for more than a thousand years.

Liberal friends of the Sandinistas have propagated 
the myth that they enjoy popular support in Nicaragua. 
The Sandinistas sustain their support by such methods 
as confiscating ration cards for non-attendance at San-
dinista meetings. Talk of inflation is branded a counter-
revolutionary plot.

One would think that the Sandinistas would have a 
big job trying to improve conditions in Nicaragua. But, 
like typical Communists, they are intensely engaged in 
spreading their Communist revolution beyond their 
borders. The Sandinistas provide arms, training, and a 
headquarters to the Communist guerrillas who are 
attempting to overthrow the democratically-elected 
Duarte government of El Salvador. The Sandinistas also 
support anti-democratic movements in Honduras, Costa 
Rica, and Guatemala.

In Southeast Asia, the “falling dominoes” theory 
became a bitter reality. After the fall of South Vietnam, 
Laos and Cambodia fell, too. That’s the Nicaragua/ 
Vietnam parallel.

More than a quarter million refugees have already 
fled Nicaragua since the Sandinistas took control. Un-
less the Freedom Fighters take back their country from 
the Communists, Nicaragua will send us more millions 
of refugees, and the “falling dominoes” in Central 
America will massively escalate the number. The refu-
gees from Southeast Asia, and even from Cuba, had to 
come by boat. But the refugees from Central America 
can just walk north across the Rio Grande.

Threats From Nicaragua
Since Congressional committees in recent years 

seldom provide a forum for witnesses with expertise on 
the subject of internal security, some private organizati-
ons have tried to fill the gap. A group of military and 
intelligence experts collaborating under the name “Na-
tional Committee to Restore Internal Security” has



published the transcript of a hearing it held in the 
Senate Hart Office Building on threats to the United 
States from Nicaragua.

The witnesses told how Nicaragua has not only 
become a base for an extraordinary and dramatic 
buildup of military weapons and equipment, but has 
also become a major part of the international drug 
system. The Sandinistas are replacing Columbia as a 
leading processor of cocaine and, with the help of the 
Cuban naval escorts, are moving enormous amounts of 
cocaine into the United States.

The accelerated military buildup in Nicaragua is 
far more extensive and dramatic than was the buildup 
rate in Cuba. It is probably faster than has ever 
occurred in a peacetime situation anywhere in the 
world.

In five years, the Sandinista Communist leaders 
have built the largest and best-equipped military forcé 
in Central America. Nicaragua has 49,000 troops on 
active duty and an additional 50,000 in standby re-
serves. But who does Nicaragua have to defend itself 
against? Its neighbors have no army, no tanks, no air 
force.

As soon as the Sandinistas took over, they built up 
the airfields so they could handle extensive jet traffic. 
Two new parallel runways at Punta Hueta, 10,500 feet 
long, are designed to handle the heaviest bomber air-
craft that the Soviet Union has. This extraordinary 
military buildup was accomplished under the guidance 
of about 3,000 Cuban military advisers extending down 
even to the infantry level, one for every 60 soldiers. 
Today there are about 9,000 Cubans in Nicaragua.

One witness was Earl E.T. Smith, who was the U.S. 
Ambassador to Cuba during the Castro Communist 
revolution. He reaffirmed a fact which many try to 
ignore: that “international Communism has established 
a base 90 miles from our shores, from which it has been 
organizing against the United States throughout Latin 
America.”

In 1983 the Soviet bloc delivered over $100 million 
in military hardware to Nicaragua. But it isn’t just 
Russians and Cubans who manage the Sandinistas’ 
military policy; foreign advisers also include Vietnam-
ese, North Koreans, Bulgarians, East Germans, and 
PLOs.

Another witness, General John K. Singlaub, testi-
fied that uniformed Vietnamese officers are openly 
holding forth at Managua’s Intercontinental Hotel. 
They have large quantities of American-made weapons 
captured by the Communists during the Vietnam War.

Still another witness, Col. Samuel T. Dickens, di-
rector of Inter-American Affairs at the American Secu-
rity Council, produced evidence that the Sandinistas 
sent their pilot trainees off to Bulgaria and East Ger-
many. He also told about Soviet MIG-2 Is earmarked 
for the Sandinistas.

In 1982, and again in 1984 by the lopsided margin 
of 77-3, the Senate passed the Symms Amendment. It 
reaffirms the Monroe Doctrine, then goes on to refer to 
the Rio Treaty of 1947 which states that an armed 
attack against any American state shall be considered as 
an attack against all the American states. It points out 
that the Organization of American States in January

1962 declared that Castro’s government “has identified 
itself with the principles of Marxist-Leninist ideology.”

Fidel Castro calls his aggressive actions all over the 
world “the revolution without frontiers.” When Thomas 
Borge, the Nicaraguan Minister of the interior, visited 
North Korea, he said: “The Nicaraguan revolutionaries 
will not be content until the imperialists have been 
overthrown in all parts of the world.”

Will Castro and the Sandinistas push the frontiers 
of their revolution to the American border? Can we 
afford to have any more Communist countries in the 
Western Hemisphere? The lifelines of our oil imports 
and other strategic materials come through the Carib-
bean. That area is of the utmost importance to our 
national security.

The witnesses concluded that the legal obligations 
of our President under the Monroe Doctrine, and the 
Organization of American States and the Rio Grande 
Treaties, make it the duty of our President to take 
action against the aggression in Nicaragua, as we did in 
Grenada.

Refugees From Communism
What is the most predictable event that happens 

after the Communists take over a country? Loss of basic 
freedoms? Purge trials? Economic disaster? All those 
things do happen, but the most predictable result is the 
river of refugees who run from slavery to freedom.

That elementary truism is the most compelling 
reason for supporting President Reagan’s program to 
prevent the Communists from taking over any other 
country in the Western Hemisphere. Millions of refu-
gees would walk north across our borders, and there 
would be no practical way to stop them.

Since 1945 some 20 million people have fled from 
countries taken over by Communism. Two and a half 
million of them now live in the United States. Here is 
the count, as detailed by H. Eugene Douglas, our U.S. 
Ambassador for Refugee Affairs.

From Eastern Europe, the United States received 
one-fifth of the 2,015,000 refugees. From the Soviet 
Union, we received one-fourth of the 400,000 refugees. 
From the Baltic Nations, we received 40% of the
200.000 refugees.

From Vietnam, we received 40% of the 1,000,000 
refugees. From Laos, we received almost half of the
282.000 refugees, and from Cambodia one-third of the
224.000 refugees. From Cuba, we received five-sixths 
of the 1,250,000 refugees, and from Nicaragua 60% of 
the 100,000 refugees.

As many refugees come to the United States as can 
possibly get here. More than 640,000 refugees from 
Southeast Asia came all the way across the Pacific 
Ocean. They had to surmount overwhelming obstacles 
and endure the most hazardous circumstances.

Various reasons, especially geography and nation-
ality, prevented some of the largest groups of refugees 
from reaching our borders. Only a small percentage 
came to the United States from among the 6,500,000 
East German refugees, 4,000,000 Chinese refugees, the
60.000 Tibetan refugees, the 3,300,000 Afghan refu-
gees, the 1,000,000 Ethiopian refugees, and the 200,000 
Angolan refugees.



The sufferings of those refugees who do not make 
it to the United States are horrible. At least five million 
refugees from Afghanistan, Ethiopia, and Southeast 
Asia have no legal residence in the country where they 
now are; they are living in the most abject poverty, 
hunger, and privation.

History teaches us that, when the Communists take 
over any country, the result is an immediate, massive 
exodus, and usually a continuing flow of refugees 
(depending on the efficiency of the barbed wire fences, 
mine fields, and border guards). The 30-year, world-
wide experience is that 10% of the population emi-
grates as refugees any time the Communists take over a 
country.

The American people need to face up to the 
horrendous prospects of what can happen at our door-
step in Latin America. If El Salvador is taken over by 
the Communists, 10% of its population of 4,700,000, or
470.000 people, would become refugees and walk 
north.

Here . are the 10%-of-population figures in the 
other countries in Central America: Costa Rica 240,000, 
Guatemala 750,000, Honduras 410,000, Nicaragua 
260,000, and Panama 200,000. If there ever was a part 
of the world where we should guard against a “falling 
dominoes” effect, it is Central America.

It would be ridiculous to think that our neighbor to 
the south, Mexico, would or could absorb these refu-
gees. Mexico already has tremendous unemployment 
and is in debt up to its ears. If Central America falls, 
Mexico could fall, too, and 10% of its population of
69.400.000 (that means 6,940,000 refugees) would walk 
north in addition to the two million from Central 
America.

Could we close our borders to neighbors who face 
certain persecution from new Communist dictators sub-
sidized by Moscow? Could we accept the costs of this 
new influx of refugees — costs in social-program dol-
lars and in domestic conflicts? How would we face the 
blurring of the difference between immigrants and 
refugees? If it were a simple matter of residence 
preference, much of the rest of the world would 
probably want to come to the United States.

Media Double Standard on Communism
The networks have become so paranoid about the 

possibility of a Jesse Helms or Ted Turner takeover of 
CBS that a New York public relations firm has been 
hired to survey opinion leaders about their perception 
of the networks’ “bias,” “power,” and “arrogance.” After 
the interviewer finishes asking the interviewee the 
prescribed questions, the final one is, “Is there any 
other criticism of TV newscasting that we haven’t 
mentioned?”

Yes, there is one other element more important 
than any of the above. It’s the selection of which news 
to cover each day. The networks exercise their control 
over what Americans think far more by what they 
cover and how often  they repeat, rehash, and reanalyze 
than they do by overt bias in reporting.

If one didn’t know better, one could easily think 
that CBS, ABC, and NBC have a conference call at 2 
p.m. each day and agree on which dozen news stories

they will cover that evening, leaving each network its 
option for the trivia story to close the program.

A decade ago, the national electronic and print 
media hammered at us every day to get the United 
States out of Vietnam. In a thousand ways, the refrain 
was beamed into American consciousness, “Stop the 
killing.” The campaign was successful.

After the Americans pulled out, then the killing 
began in earnest. The Khmer Rouge deliberately killed 
almost a third of the population of Cambodia, between 
two and three million human beings. North Vietnam 
sent 400,000 South Vietnamese into “re-education” 
camps, and a million and a half fled their homes, 
risking probable death in an escape attempt instead of 
certain death if they stayed.

But where are the cries on the national media and 
the networks to “stop the killing”? Somehow, there is a 
deathly silence about the most horrible genocide since 
Auschwitz.

We are indebted to the Heritage Foundation’s 
quarterly journal, Policy Review, for reminding us how 
the liberal politicians and media pooh-poohed the pros-
pect of a Communist bloodbath and promised us that 
pulling out of Vietnam would stop the killing.

“What future possibility could be more terrible 
than the reality of what is happening to Cambodia 
now?” Anthony Lewis in the New York Times, Mar. 17, 
1975. “INDOCHINA WITHOUT AMERICANS: FOR 
MOST, A BETTER LIFE.” New York Times headline, 
Apr. 13, 1975.,

“The greatest gift our country can give to the 
Cambodian people is not guns but peace. And the best 
way to accomplish that goal is by ending military aid 
now.” Rep. Chris Dodd, C ongressional Record, 
Mar. 12, 1975.

“It is time that we allow the peaceful people of 
Cambodia to rebuild their nation. The Administration 
has warned that if we leave there will be a bloodbath. 
But to a warn of a new bloodbath is no justification for 
extending the current bloodbath.” Rep. Tom Downey, 
Congressional Record, Mar. 13, 1975.

“The dire warnings of a Cambodian ‘bloodbath’ 
conveniently distract attention from the bloodbath now 
underway.” Sen. Dick Clark, Congressional Record, 
Mar. 17, 1975.

“The evidence is that in Cambodia the much-her-
alded bloodbath that was supposed to follow the fall of 
Phnom Penh has not taken place. As for Vietnam, 
reports from Saigon indicate exemplary behavior. . . . 
The revolutionaries in both countries seem to have 
acted responsibly, perhaps more so in Vietnam because 
their revolution is a mature one, its leaders seasoned by 
experience and historical perspective.” The Nation, 
editorial, June 14, 1975.

“The Communists are focusing primarily on the 
restoration of law and order and on providing such 
essentials as food, water, lodgings, and electricity, and, 
both their own propaganda and refugee accounts agree, 
they are relying on pesuasive rather than coercive 
methods to attract popular sympathies.” Stanley Kar- 
now in The New Republic, April 26, 1975.



“Vietnam should teach us an important lesson. On 
the one hand Hanoi is one of several among the poorest 
nations in the world that have tried or will try to create 
a collectivist society, based on principles that are repug-
nant to us, yet likely to produce greater welfare and 
security for its people than any local alternative ever 
offered, at a cost in freedom that affects a small elite.” 
Stanley Hoffman in The New Republic, May 3, 1975.

“When the guns of the Vietnam War have at last 
fallen silent, the peace that follows will be a new and in 
many respects strange experience for a whole genera-
tion of Vietnamese.” Gerald Hickey in The New Re-
public, May 3, 1975.

How Rumania Steals U.S. Technology
One of the highest-ranking Soviet bloc intelligence 

officials ever to defect to the West, Ion Mihai Pacepa, 
recently revealed some of his first-hand knowledge 
about the strange world of technological espionage. 
Before coming to the United States, he was Deputy 
Director of the Rumanian Intelligence Service and 
personal adviser on security to the Rumanian Commu-
nist dictator Nicolae Ceausescu.

Sergei Petrovich, the Soviet general who super-
vised the Rumanian project, told Pacepa that the activi-
ties of the Rosenbergs and other atomic bomb spies 
were “no less important than the whole victory over 
Germany. They not only hastened the end of the 
imperialist nuclear monopoly but also, by dying with-
out confessing, founded modern anti-American, anti-
imperialist propaganda and the anti-nuclear peace 
movements. . . . They inaugurated a new era in which 
technology has become a vital support for politics.”

So, the Soviets organized a worldwide intelligence 
operation under the direct control of the KGB in which 
agents scrounge for every scrap of scientific and tech-
nological information and forward it to Moscow. Pace-
pa tells how one of their key agents was a janitor in 
charge of burning classified military information.

Pacepa tells interesting stories about how the Ru-
manian Interior Ministry lays traps for tourists. Hotel 
telephones are tapped, microphones hidden in every 
room, and closed-circuit television gives round-the- 
clock surveillance of corridors and restrooms. Intelli-
gence agents masquerade as waiters and conceal trans-
mitters in ice buckets or ashtrays.

A small army of KGB-employed prostitutes works 
the bars, hotel lobbies, restaurants, theaters, opera and 
concert halls, streets and parks. Pacepa gives example 
after example of how the Rumanian intelligence opera-
tion used female agents to entrap Western businessmen 
and induce them to give or sell advanced technology.

Rumanian theft of U.S. hybrid corn technology by 
intelligence agents posing as agricultural engineers 
(who used the sealed diplomatic pouch to steal the 
seeds) has cost American farmers and seed producers 
not only their exports of seed corn, but their proprie-
tary rights of ownership. By 1978 the profit to Rumania 
(and the business lost to American farmers) was esti-
mated at $300 billion.

Today, in almost any large European or American 
department store, you can find Pittsburgh glass pro-
duced in Rumania. An American consulting engineer

was paid several hundred thousand dollars to supervise 
the installation of a Rumanian glass plant using the 
technology stolen from the United States.

When the direct export of technology to Soviet 
bloc countries is prohibited, Rumania uses fictitious 
firms specially created for the illegal diversion of tech-
nology. They used a Japanese firm as a conduit for U.S. 
high-grade microelectronic equipment, a Finnish firm 
as a conduit for Swedish high-pressure hydraulic press-
es, and an export-import company in Vienna for the 
illegal transfer of sensitive Western optical equipment.

In 1972, Ceausescu ordered that every citizen sent 
abroad, whether in a diplomatic, business or cultural 
capacity, must be either an intelligence agent or a 
collaborator. In 1978, intelligence agents were more 
than 90% of the Rumanian engineers, medical doctors, 
economists and teachers sent to the West under bilater-
al agreements.

Trade with the West is a most important source of 
technological intelligence. In 1978, 70% of Rumanian 
foreign trade personnel abroad were intelligence offi-
cers; the rest were agents. They get valuable informa-
tion even from maintenance and service manuals.

Consultants provide another important avenue of 
access. One London consulting firm, owned by a British 
citizen who became a Rumanian agent, furnished thou-
sands of reports which the United States had supposed-
ly restricted from going to Rumania.

Clandestine photography is another valuable tool. 
Ceausescu ordered that every piece of paper in the 
possession of every foreign visitor with technical, com-
mercial and financial expertise be photographed. Some-
times the documents copied were so complete that 
Rumania could cancel all trade deals and manufacture 
Western products from the pictures.

In 1978, Rumanian authorities concluded that over 
35% of the inventory and development of Rumanian 
industry was due at least in part to intelligence operati-
ons. The major beneficiaries were the chemical indus-
try, medical-pharmaceuticals, metallurgy, semiconduc-
tors, integrated circuits, digital machine tools, and nu-
clear energy.

We are indebted to the Institute on Strategic 
Trade for publishing Ion Pacepa s valuable eyewitness 
report on Soviet-bloc espionage which has stolen the 
fruits of American industrial and agricultural enterprise.
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