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Introduct fon

__¥We are concerned about the suffering in Central America. We have read and heard
from many sources a d deal about the suffering,and the reasons for 1it. Jeff has
witnessed a 1ittle of it. Our understanding of the situation is at variance with
much of what we have read in the Grand Rapids Press(here after usually abbreviated
*Press”). We wanted to find out more orecgse'ly %re and how such varfance exists,
and quantify and document it,where possible,for others. Therefore this report.

We are not “dispassionate observers". We are social activists who have long
been outraged by injustices done to the majority of people in Central America b
the USA government. We have worked ,inmany different‘ways,to fight those injustices.

Our outrage,however,serves to deepen our commitment to search for truth in this
area of concern. In fact,we believe that "dispassionate” observation is itself,in
an important sense,a serious bias. It is natural for us,as human beings,to care for
each other. To “dispassionately™ watch a grwp of men brutally assault someone is
to go most of the way to becoming an uncaring person,and that is not natural. In
the same way,so-called “neutral” reporting that would attempt to remove all feeling
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in reporting 2 child dying an agonizino death from napalm manufactured by and sent
from the USA 1s,inour view,a harmful and extreme bias.

Contrary to thc balie{s of at least some people,the public does mostly believe
what the mass media say. 1 We are very concernad that bias in that media will
s:rve to harm, indirectly yet substantially,many peoole in Central America and
elsewhere.

We chose to focus on the Grand &sjﬁ‘a Press partly bacause we are both more
oriented to print than other types o +and partly for the simple reason that
it 1s the only daily paper that is published specifically for our area.

Mathodo loqy

We have chosen one year to focus on: 1986g. 2 That is the latest year for which
we have been able to obtain fairly comprehensive indepandent information on Central
America that we can use to check against what the Pross reports. We have drawn our
information from various sorces,with heavy emphasis upon primary material gathered
by various independent groups. .

We have looked carefully at terminologv,especially at "loaded® words,and how
they are used. We counted the number of times such words were usedin particular
contexts. For instance,we listed the times that "leftist" occurred with “"Nicaragua®,
and how often "rightist" occurred with "Guatomala®. We included any terms we on-
counterad that were usad to describe the four countries we chose to focus on:
Micaragua,Honduras,Guatemala,and €1 Salvador. - ' ,

We looked for information on the structure and owncrship of the paper,and how
that affects the papers content.

- Wa'intervicwed most of the local reporters who wrote stories on Central America

issues in 1986g. A few were no longer there or otherwise unavailable,and would
not agree to an intorview without spocific approval from the editor. Despite re-
peated calls,the aditor never connected back with us to arrange an intervicw. We
also attempted,with }ittle success,to obtain dnformatfon from the owners;Booth
Ne:s pe;sia %;gn of Michigan papers including the Prass,and Newhouse,which bought
ou t n q . - - :

The focus herc 4s on politics,broadly,including social and economic factors,and
on USA relations with Central Amerdica. We aencrally ignored stories that touchad R, T
upon any of the four Central Amcrican countrics peripherally in some other context.

We made an attempt t0 4.0\ 4ne the frequency of various viswpoints presented
in the news stories. We first looked to the frequency of various sources of nows
reports,and than to thoe frequency of various viawpoints,regardless of the sources.

Basic Data

le found a number of terms,often loaded torms,applicd both to _eovemgnt,s and
to some opposition forces. Nicaraqua was ‘the country most frequently mentioned by
far.}Blz 12:hur7n2ces,foi_louad by Honduras with 491,61 Salvador with 331,and Guatemala
was last with 72. ' o SRl gey Dot : - :
Following arc Tistings showing how often we found cach term applied to each
country and to each country,s opposition forces. Almost a1l opposition forces re-

ferred to were armed forcas and thedr support organizations. Unarmed opposition

was given relatively 1ittle coverage. The 1istinas are drawn from all sources-
editorfals and letters to the editor,as well as news stordes.

Nicaraguan Government Reforences

Sandinista A 503 - reprassive 2
leftist, left-wing ek i T s mht‘éwinq(sza gov,t) 1
communist " of ‘ 61" i ed tide ' o | &



Stalinist
Pt I ]
dictator(ial) 8  military 1
Soviet-backed(or similar 6 ruling , 1
terrorist ) 3 sorry experiment 1
totalitarian : 3
Nicaraguan Opoosition References
contras 1620  FARN 2
rebels 571 M3 2
reillas 87  fascists 2
-backad 74 murderers 2
fraedom fightors({somatimes in 52  firregulars 1
quotes)
anti-Sandinista ' 23 pro-Us . 1
rosistance 19 N 1
insurgents 17  raqgtag 1
anti-communist 9 imperfect 1
counterrevolut fonaries 8 Kkillers 1
terrorists 7  cut-throat 1
marcenar ies 6 anti-Nicarasuan 1
anti- t\irernmnt : rightist 1
0p00s 1t fon ' thosaz fighting for frecdom 1
oa—ea 1 and democracy :
democrat ic 3 thosz fighting the forces of 1
CIA-backad 3 subversion,bickad by the
thugs 3  Soviet Unfon.Cuba,Libya,
East Germany,and the
Belggtlpg eration
E1 Salvadoran Government References E1 Salvadoran Opposition References(cont)
: ,ggoml;gee(or similar) 12 terrorists 7
it } insurgency {or similar) 5
‘ rovolut fonary 3
E1 Salvadoran Opposition References saboteurs 1
uerrillas . 72
eftist (or similar) 4]
rebels ‘ 22
Guatemalan Government Raforences Guatemalan Opposition References
right-wi . 2 errilla 9
dictator:giu ' 1

aftist 7

Honduras was consistently referred to without qualifying terms. .

Following 15 a breakdown of tha number of column inches given to varfous sources
of news on Central Amorica. Whare a source could not ba clearly determined, it was
not counted. W 1isted non-qovernmant,USA sources only where a viewpoint could -

clearly be determinad,so tha total non-government,USA sources 1s certainly higher
than the 417 total listed.

-

Source

Col Inchas
USA Governmant Exccutive Branch 522



USA ss 380
Unident ifiad USA Govornment 34
non-government ,USA(oppose admin. policy) 210
non-government ,USA(support admin. poiicy) 207

third world 110
USA-supportad govt. forces 69
ex=-governmant {USA) 17

We found 22 Contral American rclated stories in 1986g that were written,at least
in part by Press reportors. There were 39 stories from “Press Wire Services®. There
were nine stories from Press ownarship connacted organizations: two from Booth News
Service,and scven from Nowhouse News Service. The other 214 Central American re- )
latod storias of 1986g wera all from other nows sources,mostly various wire services.
0f those,169 wore from a single wire service: AP (Associatod Pross). Thus,AP account-
ed for well over half of the total number of stories on Central Amorica. issues.

Emotionally loaded terms were noticeably absent in stories from a fow sources,
inc luding Newhouse News Service. They were noticeably prosent in most AP reports,
however, Such terms were found in approximately half of Press and Prass Wire
Service storics.

We wara able to find very 11ttle info on the owncrship of the Pross,or how that
ownership affects Press reporting. Tha Prass  is one of cight Michigan newspapers
that is part of the th chain. The Booth chain was bought in 1976g by the Nowhouse
brothers,both of whom are now multibillionaires. We found a faw articles about the
Newhouse empire,but virtually nothing on Booth. Lettors and calls were not answerad
or returned,except for one letter to Don Nowhouse that was answerad by Mike Lloyd,
the Press cditor. That letter provided precious 1ittle information. It did state :
"o have no 'agenda’ in news coverane regarding Contral America or any other part "
of the world oxcopt to prosant a complete and accurate picture of what 4s aoing on.

In the majority of the nows reports,issucs wore framed in torms of official US
Government policy. Opposition to that policy was given considarable space. Assump-
tions underlying US Government policy,however,were rara2ly criticizad or questionad.
Such basic Joestioning most often occurred in letters-to-the-editor,despite the fact
that both us,and others we know personally,had had such critical letters rejected
for publication. ,

Viewpoints are impossible to accuratcly measurc,and we found it too difficult to
attempt to objectively do so bayond tha abova generalities.

0f the several reporters intervicewed,all said that thedr storics on Contral *
Amcrica issues had not been chanaed or deletzd other than in ways that are a normal
part of the editorial process. Responses varied widely as to whether or not the
Press gencrally reports accurately on Contral Amorica issucs.

comparad Prass raports with human rights reports published by the independent
r]ogangn r;qlts organizat fon,Ancricas Watch,covaring each of the four countries for
g.

If reporters used Americas Watch as a source of informat fon, it was not acknow-
ladged,except once,peripherally. The only direct reference to any human rights
report was referonce to a US State Dopt. report,which was quoted. No indepandent
human rights report was ever quoted. One reference was made to the "Non-governmental
Human Rights Commission of £1 Salvador”,which was described as “a ‘left-w ng human
rights group". !

cveral references were made to human rif»ts violations by the Nicaraguan govern-
mont. In some cases,such abuses wore highl ?hted Onc article dealt with human rights
abuses in E1 Salvador,mostly centering on a logat?ons by somcone all to be a
guerrilla defector. Passing referonces were made to contra rights violations,and
even less to Guatemalan government violations. None were made regarding human rights
violations in Honduras.

The Amcricas Watch reports for 1986g concluded that human rights violations in
19869 were significantly down in E1 Salvador and Guatemala,though sti11 very serious.
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' ' zation)
fohts abuses by both contras and tha FMLN (Salvadoran querrilla organ )
2:“1‘1&2‘: as ser‘lous? Human riohts abuses by the Nicaraquan and Hondu:an %ovgm
ments are 1isted as far less serious - the only major farces not :.*r\gag‘ngt h:t
(Systematic violations® of the most basic human riahts. The reports sa g o
instancas of such abuses do occur,and that that s certainly a matter o ﬁnc -
but as opposed to othor qovernments and groups 11stad above,at least in t - cas
of Nicaragua,“they do not raflect a covernmental policy to commit them or to
tolerate them*. 4 e
ising takes mora than half the spaca in the Prass. The Pross certain y
obgﬁ's.tmch“gof its zveme from advertisina,which mnﬂ%t major Evert‘lser:o
have great potential to affect the content of tha paper. Advertising is known
affoct the content of other news media,(4a) and possibly does so for the Press as
well. We did not explore this relationship,however. We hope that othors will do so
"at some futura time,

ANALYSIS

0f the four Central American countries we concernad ourselves with,the great
attention by far was given to Nicaragua. This was true to an cven arcater degrae
than indicated by the number of times the various countriecs were mentioncd,as other
particularly Honduras,waro froquently mentioned in a context in which Nicaragua
was the focus.

What made Nicaragua so particularly newsworthy in 19860 7 Espocially as ma jor
human rights abusas by the Nicaraguan government did not comparc with those of
efther Guatemala or E*Salvador during t ycar,which happencd to be a period of
relatively foew human rights abusos committed by those governments. One might

much larger nation still managad to rospect human rights more than many of its
neighbors whose govaraments woro not under such attack,and that in fact was able
to aive comparable human ri?hts protection to what the USA government afforded its
citizens during World War I1. But wo found no story that madc any such compar isons.
In fact,human rights violations in Nicaragua recoived more covorage than in any
of the othor three countries. Only one ncws story gave significant coverage of some
of the contoxt of those violations. 5 The only rcported instances of comparisons
be human rights violations by the Nicaraguan government and the other three

to "democratic® governments o1 re in the region.

Human rights in E1 Salvador wora g‘lven some coverage. But that coverage was cast
in such a way as to call into question that human rights abuscs wore a sorious
problem in that country. Ona article cave significant coverage to alleged-“test imony
of control by guerrilla forcas of a non-governmental human rights group in that
country. 6 The person toestifying suddenly had plenty of money. Some of 'the charges
ware so extrame as to have little credibility from the outset. Nonc of the charges
were proven. But the USA embassy issucd a news releasc,the same day as the initial
press conference by the allegad informer,that clearly and specifically in some
cases supportcd the charges. 7 This is in marked contrast to typical responses from
erbassios and the State Dept. when they have boon quast ioned about disappearences,
ki1lings,oct. from E1 Salvador or Guatemala. Tho more usual response is that thoy
do not have knowlodge,that the oroblams arc an “internal matter® to be resolved by
the “democratic process* of the government 4n question. The Press story did not
report any of this context. It is understandable that 2 paper the size of the PRess
cannot independently check such reports,but it is far loss understandable why
agencies such as Americas Watch*s independent assassmonts wore not reported-any
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in regard to the Salvadorans,whether armed or not.@pose the government. Terms
are used uncritically in news roports describing the Mcara?uan qovernment or
Salvadoran opposition as "laftist”,"marxist”, act. Comparable terms hardly ever
used in describing the USA governmant or governments backed by tha USA govemnent;
Never did we se2 an instanc of the USA government baing described as “right-wing”,
"fascist","terrorist”,cct.,though independent analysis justifies such torms more
2asily than many s1n;1ar1y loaded torms actually applied to those opposing USA

vernment control.
qo‘rhe Nicaraguan government was never described in the Press as 'centrist'; In fact,
only a small minority of people in the country are communist or similarly *left-
wing". 9 Land remained mostly in orivate hands,despite strong appeals for more
aggresive land redistribution. 10 Opposition in Nicaragua comes from the socialist
2and comrunist parties to the left,as well as various gqroups to the right. The
communist party clains that "the Sandinista government has bent over backward to
appease the business interests to koop them from leaving for Miami,and the result
has been continued high 14ving by the wealthy and continued poverty for the working
?;g:s p?asantry..i']' It has 1ittle power,gaining less than 2% of the vote in the

g clactions.

Much coverage was given to statements by USA government officials and others
denouncing the Nicaraguan government. An example are some statements by USA
president Ronald Reagan in one article:

"'History will soon rocord whether the United States Congress,faced with a
powerful Soviet-bloc challenge to capture Micaracua and spread communism through-
out Central America,stoed by and watched or had the courage to stand up for freedom
and American security.'

"Reagan asked, 'How can Congress, ignore this storm,?atherl so close to our
homeland ? Nicaragua today rivals Cub2 as the principal communist warehouse and
exporter of violence in our Mestern Hemisphere.'® 12
No effort. was made to independantly assess these and similar statements.

News articlos focused mostly on the USA government,espacially the administation,
which ranked first in amount of space sgiven to particular sources/viewpoints.
Second place went to non-government USA vicwpoints{both pro and anti-administration)
Third place went to Congress. Fourth was unidentified governeent sources,mostly
administration officials. USA government sources accounted for more than 211 other
sources that cxpressed some clear viewpoint. Third world sources accounted for less
than 5% of the total coverage,and the majority of that was government and military
officials. Very 1ittle coverage was given to childran,homemakers,peasants,other
working peopic and poor people,or people who oppose USA govermment intervention
in Central Amcrica.

Of Congressional sources,some supported the gencrally reported administation
viewpoint,and some opposed it. But oven those who opoosed 1t almost universally
supported USA intervention in Central Americasthey simply disagreed on .1.e.
the most effoctive means to intervens. A more 11luminat ing but fairly tynical
example is this quote from a Democrat Congrassperson responding to Reaqan,saying
Democrats “agree that the Sandinista govornment has botrayed the promise of its
revolution,has suppressed the froodom of its own people,and has supported subversion
in E1 Salvador. Our concern is that the president s scizing military options
before he has exhausted the hope of a peaceful solution.* ng

Editorials tendod to be morce critical of how the USA ?overment administration
relates to Central Amordda,but stil) usually accept basic assumptions. Some examp les:
An editorial on Soviet intervention in Afghanistan stated:

"Afghanistan 1s no Nicaragua,basct by civil strifc, Afghanistan was brutally
invaded by the Soviets when it refused to submit to a puppct regime. The rebels
fight 1s not for power but for survival.* 14

is iwplies that people in Hicaragua were not fight‘lng for survival,which is
contradicted by an oxcrwhelming body of evidence,(15) which scems to have been
totally ignored by the Press.
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Another edfitorial states: ““...government and international groups have alrsady
concluded that roturning refugees are not persecuted in E1 Salvador.® 16 This
assertjm“ls-statéd,as"gact,u th no attributfon.

Though technically true,it is so misleading as to amount to a lc. It is most
1ikoly basad on statomonts by the USA State Dapt. that drow 6n an international
study to claim that refugoes roturning to £1 Salvador did not suffer persecution.
That was only even techn1call¥ possible because that study used a method in which
thay listed cases of political persecution,of which there were in fact hundreds
reported,under the heading of "personal security” cases! In addition,there wore
2 very substantial numbor of rofugeas in the study who were not countazd because
thay did not roport'back. 17

The above editorial also statoed:

“What awaits rcfugess sant back to £1 Salvador - and what is at bottom of the
overall refugee diloms - is a war onviorment,an atmosphere of constant violenca
*and fear and an absence of work...Tarrorist violence has escalated on both sides;

torturc romains a common tactic at low levels of the military,roflocting

President Jose “Maoolean Duarte,s shaky hold on his government .t 18
That and many othor statoments 1n cditorfals and nows articlos attempt to put the
USA governmont in a modiating rols botwoen violant forces of*the left and T 0
right." Nowhcre in tho Prass 4s the history and presant roality of USA government
dominance of E1 Salvador describad,(19)much loss are such statoments shown for the
propaganda cffect thoy have,and are meant to have,on the USA public. 20

Generally critical vicws cxprossad in the latters-to-the-editor,with a distinctly
wider range of criticism than was g2nerally found in news reports or aditordals,
?ivos ons indication that the vicwpoint of the general public differed substantial-
1:d :r:ithc ;}m generally portrayed by the Press. Independent polls confirm that

cation. ,

The vast majority of nows storins cam from wirc sarvices and 2 fow large nows-
papar syndicates. s ono of sevoral major media that was rovealed in Conarcss fon-
al hearings in the mid-1970a,s to have been infiltrated by the CIA.22 This news
source,more than most others,reaularly used loaded terms that refloctad USA qovarn-
u:z officials st_nt_amtz. .

to USA government “ndws® generally, dn January 1983g Reagan si?cd'a directive
authorizing a "domestic propaganda burcaucracy.” *A CIA spoecfalist 4n clandest ine

351y RS Erade Bonast1ex 1Yy A SasmInd r s dqtatiod to the'Nsc 352761 hmant

of an intor-govarnmental natwork to promot> and managc a2 pulic diplomacy plan

designed to create support for Reagans administration policics at home and abroad..
The nced to increase the focus on managoment of public opinion spacifically con-
cerning Coentral America 12d to the creation of the office of Public Diplomacy for
Latin Amordca and the Carribesn (S/LPD) fundod through the ropartment of Stato, .=
"After five years of covert domestic propaganda,on Septombor 30,1987,the Govarn-
ment Accounting 0ffics...reloased A Legal Opinfon stating that tha S/LPD nad
engaged n 11129301 ‘covert propaganda activities' to influence the modia and amd
:t;gnpc'pgg: The report datailed 2 nusbor of documented cases of media manipulas’
Interviows with seee P:ssg omployees underscored this problem. Nows oditor Ra
Kwapil said the Pross s dzpendent largely on AP now",and has to docide what u’i’ll
b;zst supp lemont N_’"Thc Prass is limlted by a fow major wire sarvices,which is"a
bit of 3 problcm.” Askod 1f that 1imitation mde for bias,co(23) said there is "a
logegr :O;a's“‘;:s tfhose stor:es comc Tarqaly from governmont.
..rﬂrsco-nnedthatmcbor-ostmwsm r 2
wire services. Most had no more to s3y than that. One, ey g T Jca comt i from

e | EVetts Burns,commen
go M:t leav]'ned 2 lot from speaking to pcople who hava baan there”. Co “ge:o:hat
ommecnt on 1earning alot from wire service raports,for whatover significance that

may hava. Anothor,Jin Mancareild, is according to 2tleast somo of t ~
porters,cons idored the papers re;idc’ant “expert” on Central Mcﬁca'.‘ed?;h g: l'l':d the
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wire service rts "managed news®,and said thoy are “"totally inaccurate®.
Referring to 5‘1’32 service stories on E1 Salvador,co said thoy were "generatad ‘
from tha State Dept. which got its information from the Salvadoran government.
Jim then safd:"I would not have known the difference if 1 had not Intervicwed

2 whole Tot of refugees,who told a much different story than what the Prass

was getting from the wire services,..and TV for that matter,®

As to the bias in the Press local stories,Press policy s that Central America
related stories must have @ Tocal angle. Every reporter intcrviewed said that
cos(24) stories wore not censored;they were aditad as other stories are odited,
for reasons of space,clarity.cct. However,Contral America relats st.or‘les with
lecal reporters bggines accounted for 3 1ittle lcss than 10% of all such stories
in the Pross in 1 S s .

Ray XwanT11 stated?gme Grand Rapids Prass 1s g2nerally a local paper;local
stories take priority. We fzol 1e'Jsis' under obligation to report world news,because
other papers do more of that". Co sald that,in any case,"we can’t afford to do
it ourselves”. Co rocommonded that poople subscriba to the New York Times for
better international coverage. The New York T certainly providas more inter-
nation2l coverage,but we seriously quostion whathor its international coverage
is,1n fact,botter. 25 . -

Comments of Pross employees reinforced what we saw for ourselves - the local
stories brou?hi out a wide range of vicwpoints and a good deal of information
about Central Amorica that was not otherwise reported,whereas wire service
reports,despita the much groater facilitics for gathcring information,tended to
have a narrower perspective,taken as a whols. LT

There scemed to be less use of loaded language in local reports,though there
was some,perhaps roflecting the systematic use of such language in some wire
service reports. Similarly,assumptions scomed to be made less uickly by local
reportars than in most of tha wire service roports. AP,in particular,was almost
g:odictable in its usc of terms such as "loftist Sandinistas” . If the torms

d not been given a cartatn Jegitimacy y,qﬁ'o seryice reports,we donbt that
local reporters would hava roferrad to supplies scnt to a group of terrorist
marcenaries(the Contras)as *humanitarian aid",(26) or to a non-aligned,national-
istic govoernment(the Nicaraguan government) as "leftist*,(27),or to contras as
"freedom fightars". 28 Aot bl e b S | $2umob. '

_ Somc language is more subtle in 1ts offect. The description of E1 Salvador as
3 "strife-torn 1and"(29) subfly implics that £1 Salvador’s problems have no
particular causc,or at loast that they arc boyond USA control. This,of course,
is highly questionable at best. 30 , ‘

Not being able to interview the Pross® oditor or owners,wa wore able to gain
11ttle information about their editoria¥ policies and tho extent of their control,
What information we did find indicates that thoy do not,at least overtly,direct
the paper's policy as to reporting on Contral America. To a substantial degree,
it seoms that thoy have let the USA government do that for them | . -

A disturbing pattern we found is the wsc of unnamed sources for information.
The unnamed sources are almost always government “officials®. How can stories be
checked when they originate from peonle who rofuse to indentify themselves ?
This is not just an occasional straying from insistance on somaona being publicly
accountable for goverament information - over 10% of the total column inches we~e

sformation or views givon by unident if fed government “officials®. i

 Almost no colum inches were given to statements of poor 1e in Central
Amirica. The axceptions were notable for thatr rarity. Various public and third
world viewpoints got occasional coverage. ' o s 4 ,

If onc reads the Press carefully over a Tong poriod of time,one can get a
deal of information, | by no means all‘tha rolevant information that should
be avatlable to get a balanced picture. But the reader s almost bosbarded with
USA government administration views,which are often proclaimed in hoadlines,
usually in the first fow pages. Such repetition 1s 1ikely to sink in,even. some-
times with the careful and critical reador. Terminology used by some of the Press



9
B v -

Bélﬁ'k%%lﬁgﬁ! ﬁungigg‘énuyék1°r3ﬁyeo:tgemto%tconswoﬁng Just the
wirae scrvices. One articloe told of '4SA government pressure to make an issue of
a "rountine border clash” in order to put pressure on Conqress. 31 Another leoft a
negative imprassion of Micaragua if one road only the headline,but went into un-
usually good detail as to why Nicaragua,at that time,would not sign a peace pact.32
Anothcr gives a good description of the unfon situation in E1 Salvador(33),though
there s virtually nothing ¢lse that even begins to do so.

Thase and other good articles,however,tendad to stand in isolation,and to roquire
caresful reading. More important,they were almost always kept scparate from the
framework of the USA government beina rosponsible for most of the probloms in
Central America,duc to 1ts long and continuing history of exercisina near-total
control over thc destiny of that region. 34 In addition,propaganda is not 1ikely
to be very offoctive if it does not give the arance of objectivity. The many
crucial articles within the narrowly defined frameworX of dobate,the fow that
extend beyond that framowork,cffoctively serve to provide that appearance to thosc
with 1ittle or no indcpendent knowledge of the issues.

Anothor subtle misusc of torminology 1s use of the term "U.S." in a manncr $o as
to subtly givo the improssion that poople in the USA as a whola agrce with or
support whataver is boing quotad. An cxample: "Reagan is propared to register ULS.
displeasurc with Mexico’s opnlicies in Contral Amcrica.*35 It 1s rcally Reacan
registering the displeasure,but the sentence implies that Roagan speaks for the
people of the USA. Another such use s the phrasa *Honduras,a U.S. ally in
Central America."36 The implication is that the Honduran governmontal systom is
g:oge :: f;; as USA people are concerncd,an implication that is highly questionable

A fow of the local protosts against USA govarmment policics toward Contral .
America rocoived press coveraga. There were several pictures of protosts clsewhere,
but generally with very 1ittle if any statoments of the protastors. On the othor
hand ,one r‘lghtv‘lnq protest in E1 Salvadir against ex-USA president Jimmy Carter
gave about six column inches to the views of the protestors,(33) which s probably
more thah the far sorc numercus USA citizons® protests against USA government
policy rocefved a1l year. ¥or was that protost put in context of similar protasts
:::ac’t‘ ::;g*msts l;tgmm to have been staged by the CIA,though it had the carmarks of

Som instances of what would scom to be good reporting did not pravoke the
responsc one might expect,if any at all. Perhaps gt m:gbecause 1gems were tno
well buried,combined with 2 cencrally 111-informed public. One such Instanca was
buried in ) typical s head1inc “Reagan®s Hard Sell On Contra Add Angers
Democrats.” It told of the USA government-fundad National Endowment for Demacracy
channeling moncy to a group called Prodomca,which "has placed full-page advertisa-
ments in the Washington Post,The New York Times,and The Washington Timos uroing
Congross to support President Reagans reguost for $100 million in military and
non-lethal 31d to the Nicaraguan...contras...” 40 In connection with this story
g:g s n:a'i'gistt haven:xgggrcd loga\ ws1:ess¢'ierson Richard Devos®s conncction with

a - - -
sucMh :;g;y ev?m]a»oared. Demacracy - that is cortainly 2 *local angle®. But no
0 article quotad a USA Somator, in roforring to a f pri
:1Mst.ers who opposed afd to the contras,as sayingg “the m::ng:ogfzsarmm‘w
0esn’t saom to be getting through.” Then Sccretary of State George Schultz was
quoted as asking “"why the senatars couldn’t handle thedr own constiuents. ™41 Such
statements cught reasonably to provike outrage in 2 country whose government 1s
s sed to be of ,by,and for the people. Only onc problem:where was the outrage?

. ere werc numerous articles about attespts to convince Congress to fund the
ontras-a difficult fight,dospite the passive acouicscence by most citizens whose
:oney was involved in those docisions. Yot thore was only onc article on Quest for

eace,(42) a private effort of USA citizens that succooded in sendi "
Nicaragua sur ing’, e Ko A S
qua surpassingivalue the amounts votod by Congress for the contras.
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At the majority of the public does not have access to or
kntla:l;:gl:' Zﬁﬁ:ﬁaﬁvﬁ nows sgurcels' Tha following information wa:s taken from
several ) issues of the Contral Amorican Historical Institutes l_!qg%g.azms
informat fon bulletin published out of Georgotown U'niversity. In our Spin °2t
news bullatin 4s by no means just the opposite of the Pross in regards u: S S
coverage of Central America. They also have critica) statements to make in rega a
to Nicaragua. In othor words.%his is nrfttnn ';cfthng;o:::sa:ogg:;galnz A news sourc

nt facts in as non-biascd an app .

m;ihw 1n§eﬁgsg'1.esetga?§o:here in tho 1986g Pross coverage of Micaragua d(; they
have any art1c1esnghat orasant the government Thare in a positive light. This type
of information is not lacking im saveral of the 1986q Update bulletins. Update

has articlcs that discuss the proaress of prison raform In Nicaragua(44),deve ;Ion
opement of civil 1iberties in regards to t n1cam%uan constitution(45),educa )
(46),1itoracy programs(47), 1and reform(48) ,and,dospite a 1985 economic mrgipuyns
tho USA government on Nicaraqua,other USA allied countries continue trade relatio

"'R’r}ogr‘é”qgm‘% Court 1ing on some
r issue doals with at ) h the result of the World rts ruling o
aspacts of USA policy towards N?c'gtragt_n.so The World Court ruled that the embarge
on Nicaragua and aid to the contras arc in violation of International Law. The USA

varnment has ignored those violations by continu‘lgg the cmba and sending aid.‘

t 1s quite possible that if Nicar had baon ruled in violation of Intornationa
Law {t would b2 on the front page of aver{ major USA pager for days,and yot the
Press reported the USA vialation of such 1aws twice,with 1ittle dotad) and with
no_exprassion of disqust or outrage against thase violations.

Thesz arc only & fow examples t5 11lustrats the lack of real information pro-
vided by the Pross in ards to Contral America. We did not deal with any of the
other three countrics anly bacausz this compar ison would become quite lengthy and
our hopes would bz that the readors of this report would oarnestly seck out other
naws sources for informtion. Though many to issues daal with Nicatagua at
lcast as many dealt at length with Mondurss, am1a and/or E1 Salvador. The ratio
in the Press motably favors articles on Nicaragua. Lot us simply conclude, in ragards
to E1 Salvador and Guatomala,that they are,*...the anly two governments in the
hemisphaore that abducted,k111ed,and torturcd xg:litica] opponants on a systematic

and u1de59regd basis," 1986-879 baina the sixth succassiva year that thay achicved
this honor.5 ;

Conclusions

The Rapids Pross  severcly distorts nows on Central Amerdca and related

fssucs, s dis on 1s causad hrgely by the papers use of wire services.,
particularly AP,as sources of informat fon.

The paper reﬂes much too heavily upon the USA government as a source of infor-
mition. In doing $0,throush wire services and othor sources, it 1s aiding in 3 USA
government orchastrated propaganda effort. Stories are rar2ly checked with inde-
pendent non-governmontal Saurces,oven though many such saurcos are really availadble,
even to a with the rolatively mdest rasources of the Press.

We war2 only able t5 draw minfmal conclusions 3bout how those at higher lovels
of contral influcnce how the Press roports on Central Amorica ssuos. This is due
to lack of easily accessible Tnformat ion,our own 1imited resources,and lack of

cooperation from those at the highor 1evels. As to that ) g
only ask : Why? gh ta that lack of cooperation,we can

cxceot fon,readily agroed to intervicws. The opanness to intervicws reflectad the

reporters’ opemness to present whatover facts and views thoy uncovered. There were

st111 some problems at the repertorial lovel,minly acceptance of certain Assump-

t:'::;e agg :::e :: }oaded“eem’ igoosgne de:r;st:ncﬁe.':. But1 Tocal reporters coverad a wide
Al,providing a 0t information that otherw

have boen availabie to Pross roaders in 1986q. kot g AL

In reporting on ContraT Amorica ¥ssus,the Grand Rapids Press 1s not meet ing
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andards,not to mention thosa of the public that it ought to be serving.
':'ltl: g:nmrs\: 22 Jour"mlism of the American Socioty of Nowspapor Editors stata: "Nows
reports should be free from opinion or bias of any kind.® And further: "8y cvery
considoration of oond faith 3 nowspaper 1s constrained to be truthful. It is not
to bz excused for lack of tharoughnass or accuracy within its control,or failure
to obtain command of those essential qualities.”

Recommendat ions

Because the Press’s major source of Central America “nows®-AP- is sa clearly
biased,wc rocommend that it not be used. A "wire service" that servas largely as
A propagrnda conduit cannot be considercd a legitimate news source.

Use othor wire sarvice stories with carc. Reject loaded language generally,and
reject stories that mako unsubstantiated assumptions.

The sbjaction that this may leave 2 gap in reporting,cspecially reporting on
internatonal ncws,may be met in savera) ways. First,e1iminating propaganda will
only leave a "propaganda gap”,which is a healthy step toward 3 propaganda void,
which should be ideal, Second,sclactive use of same of the more credible naws
services should be able to do much to £111 that gan. Third,indcpendent nows infors
mation sources not now being utilized should be,*nd can not anly £111 the a2p,but
provide much more balanced caverage in tha orocess. Among the many that can ; 2
provide reliable information on Contral America issucs,we rocommend the following:
sent;g;c America Historical Instituto,Amaricas Watch,Arnosty International,Witncss

or c.

We have to question the compatence and/or hanesty of an zditor who allows 2
paper to be so blatantly used for propaganda ourposcs while claiming to strive only
for accuracy. We suggast some remedial journalism courscs,or perhaps replacement
with a now oditor. [ -ad

The Prass  and its ownors should publically disclose thoir structure,salarics,
profits,and othor information that might boar on how tho nows 1s reported, The poor
of Central America have almst no voice in the Pﬂrgg_%.we balieve that such skowad
reporting s related to the Prass®s nwnorship and structure.

We could suggest that S1 and Don iewhouse give the ? 1% of their wealth for
the purpase of hiring reparters to visit Contral America (and olscwhere) to rcport
firsthand on the nows. If thoy a?reed to give an cquel amunt to each of their
other 21 ncwspapers,that will sti11 leave them with 78% of thedr wealth, i.c.
abaut $6 bi111on,which we think is cnough ta 1ve on. And with 75 m1111on daliars
for 1nternationa‘ reporting,the Pross should ba able to do » credible Job.

But we won’t make that suggestian. The Pross might just bocome anothor York
Times ,which has mncy to send people alT over the world,yet s stil) plenty biased.
BosTdes it would hardly be cthical to st a radistribution of wealth among
alrsady w211=0ff Amoricans,whon that wealth really should be retarned to third
world poor e,

Finaaly,thore should bo a substantisl measure of pudlic control over the 1

including its content. The Press 1s 3 mnopaly paper in the Grand mactde roross
has a "‘307' affect upon those of us who 1ive horo. W oS byl I
bring about such contrnl, ¢ here. We,the public,should work to
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