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NOTE FROM THE PERMANENT MISSION OF VENEZUELA

TO THE NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR DEMOCRACY (NED)

PERMANENT MISSION OF VENEZUELA
TO THE

ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES
No. II.2.E8.D-OEA.10.196

Washington, D.C., April 30, 2004

Excellency:

I have the honor to address Your Excellency to forward herewith the response which I am sending to Mr. Vin Weber, Chairman of the National Endowment for Democracy (NED), in my capacity as Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the OAS.  This response pertains to the complaints we made at the Permanent Council’s regular meeting on March 31, 2004.  I should be most grateful if you would have this response distributed to the honorable permanent representatives to the OAS.


Accept, Excellency, the renewed assurances of my highest consideration.


Sincerely,

Jorge Valero


Ambassador


Permanent Representative

His Excellency

Miguel Ruiz-Cabañas

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Mexico

to the Organization of American States
Chairman of the Permanent Council

Washington, D.C.

Permanent Mission of the Republic of Venezuela

to the
Organization of American States
OAS-192

Washington, D.C., April 30, 2004

Mr. Vin Weber

Chairman of the Board of Directors

National Endowment for Democracy (NED)

1101 Fifteenth Street, N.W.,
Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Weber:


On April 20, 2004, I received a letter signed by you, by Madeleine Albright, former Secretary of State and Chair of the Board of Directors of the National Democratic Institute for International Affairs, and by Senator John McCain, Chairman of the Board of Directors of the International Republican Institute.


Enclosed with that letter was an unsigned memorandum bearing the same date, which attempted to refute the complaints we made on behalf of the Government of the Republic of Venezuela to the Permanent Council of the Organization of American States (OAS) on March 31, 2004.


None of the arguments contained in that memorandum invalidated the facts we reported.  The essence of these complaints is that the United States taxpayers’ money is being channeled through the NED to finance political parties, individuals, and so-called “civil society” organizations in Venezuela that participated in the ill-fated coup d’etat on April 11 and 12, 2002, that supported or promoted action to sabotage the national oil industry from December 2002 to February 2003, and that have continued to use NED financing to attack Venezuelan democratic institutions and laws.


We would like to ask if it is lawful for the NED to use money granted by the United States Congress to finance political parties, individuals, and organizations that have made an attempt upon democracy.


Mr. Weber, we wish to bring to your attention the fact that the legal system of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela prohibits civil society organizations in our country from receiving money from foreign entities.


We would like to take this opportunity to reiterate that the International Republican Institute (IRI), a subsidiary of the NED, supported and celebrated the coup d’etat in Venezuela, in a communiqué issued on April 12, 2002, by its President, George Folsom.  The communiqué claims that the IRI had “served as a bridge” to link up “national political parties and all civil society groups”–referred to as “its partners”–that had supported and/or participated in the coup d’etat.


There is abundant evidence that the NED used money appropriated by the United States Congress to finance so-called “civil society” organizations in Venezuela, whose leaders signed the Decree by which dictator Pedro Carmona Estanga dissolved all democratic institutions in the country (see documents published at:  www.venezuelafoia.info).


There are countless examples:  María Corina Machado, of SUMATE; Rocío Guijarro and Vilma Petrash, of CEDICE; Carlos Fernández and Julio Brazon, of the Federation of Chambers and Associations of Commerce and Production (FEDECAMARAS); Carlos Pumar, of the Venezuelan Confederation of Workers (CTV); Armando León, of Asamblea de Educación; Maxim Ross, of Asamblea de Ciudadanos; Domingo Alberto Rangel, of Resistencia Civil, and Julio César Arreaza B., of Visión Emergente.  The latter three participated in the project to build an “alternative agenda,” which was financed by the Center for International Private Enterprise (CIPE) and implemented by the Venezuelan Center for Dissemination of Economic Information (CEDICE).


Among the persons who signed the Decree are political leaders who received support from the NED, such as Leopoldo Martínez, Deputy to the National Assemlby who was appointed Minister of Finance by Dictator Pedro Carmona, and Leopoldo López, Mayor of Chacao, and a member of the Primero Justicia party.


As for Leonardo Carvajal, the main leader of the civil association “Asamblea de Educación,” another organization financed by the NED, he was appointed Minister of Education by the illegitimate Carmona regime.

The same documentary sources provide ample evidence of the fact that NED financed organizations whose leaders signed a Communiqué on behalf of “civil society,” in support of the de facto government of Pedro Carmona.  They included Jesus Terrealba, of Asamblea de Educación, a civil association, Leonardo Pizzani, of SUMATE, and Oscar García Mendoza, Director of the Liderazgo y Visión, a civil association.


Tomás Páez (Red Democrática Universitaria), Elías Santana (Alianza Cívica de la Sociedad Civil), and Cipriano Heredia (Visión Emergente), who also signed this Communiqué, are either representatives or directors of civil society organizations that have received funds from the NED to develop the CIPE-CEDICE project, to build an “agenda that would be an alternative” to that of the administration of President Hugo Chávez Frías (Grant Agreement 0102522-000-00).


Can the NED spend money appropriated by the United States Congress for groups that supported the coup d’etat to draw up an “agenda that would be an alternative” to that of the national government?  Can this be called “promotion of democracy”?


Are the officers of the NED aware of the fact that these individuals and organizations participated in or supported the coup d’etat in Venezuela?  Why does the NED continue to finance them?


The memorandum you sent to us along with your letter maintains that “the NED supports projects to promote and defend democratic processes, regardless of their political orientation.” However the truth is–and this has not been refuted–that the NED supports solely and exclusively programs favorable to the political plans of groups that are hard-core opponents of the Venezuelan Government, many of which–as has already been demonstrated–have resorted to antidemocratic procedures.


The political bias of the NED is obvious and irrefutable.  Its projects are designed wholly to oppose the policies of the Venezuelan government and to flout or disregard existing laws adopted by the National Assembly.  They are projects based on totally negative and biased value judgments against the democratic political platform headed by President Hugo Chávez.  They talk about financing the struggle against “authoritarianism,” “Castro-communism,” and “dictatorship” in Venezuela.


When the NED uses money granted by the United States Congress to finance projects designed to flout, disregard, or violate the laws of a democratic country, can this be regarded as “promotion of democracy”?


Can the NED use resources granted by the U.S. Congress to finance the political projects of the Venezuelan opposition?


Christopher Sabatini, Director of the NED Projects for Latin America and the Caribbean, acknowledged in a radio interview on Pacifica Radio’s “Democracy Now!” last March 4 that he himself drew up the funding requests submitted by these Venezuelan opposition organizations to the NED’s Board of Directors.


We repeat–and this was not denied in the memorandum–that Christopher Sabatini has become a key political advisor for the opposition in Venezuela, that he promotes and supports an entire network of conspiracy in our country, and that he has a close, ongoing relationship of complicity with the principal leaders of the opposition, including the one who staged the coup.


We repeat that on the list of beneficiaries of the NED–and this was not denied–there are solely and exclusively opposition political parties in Venezuela, including Primero Justicia, Acción Democrática, COPEI, and Movimiento al Socialismo (MAS).


An NED-funded project entitled “Strengthening Political Parties,” claims that the IRI has been “working closely with Primero Justicia to develop the party’s political platform” (Grant Agreement 2002-022/7279).


In a report presented after a trip to Caracas June 16 to 25, 2002, Christopher Sabatini says “Primero Justicia is the IRI’s principal partner” in Venezuela.  (http://www.venezuelafoia.info/NED/ Memorandum/pages/Memorandum-C39.htm).


A quarterly report of the IRI on the program entitled “Strengthening Political Parties” explains that Mike Collins, former press secretary of the Republican Party, “worked with Primero Justicia, the political movement of Alfredo Pena, Unión para el Progreso, COPEI, Acción Democratica, and a group of journalists convened by the civil society organization CEDICE.”  The purpose of the program was to develop “communication and image strategies” (IRI 2001-047QR-Oct-Dec).


The NED financial support for opposition parties in Venezuela goes beyond training and technical assistance.  We have learned that the NED is also involved in defining strategies to be developed by the major opposition parties.


We reiterate our complaint that the NED is financing the SUMATE organization, to conduct a national campaign to promote the recall of President Hugo Chávez.


The dollars given by the NED to SUMATE are not used to “observe the process of collection of signatures conducted by the Venezuelan National Electoral Council,” as stated in the memorandum attached to your letter, one reason being that SUMATE is not legally authorized to act as a national or international observer in the Venezuelan electoral process.  The only international observers that have so far been accepted by the national government and by the National Electoral Council (CNE) are the OAS and the Carter Center.  We should point out that national observers, accredited by the electoral authority, cannot express public endorsement of the political formulas at stake in the recall referendum.  An observer must be impartial.  SUMATE, however, is totally committed to the Coordinator of the Opposition and, as the entire country knows, it is its electoral machinery.  SUMATE only operates in relation to a specific, actual recall procedure, and that is the procedure to recall the President of the Republic.


The memorandum you forwarded states that:  “the NED’s support was not used to gather signatures.”  However, SUMATE itself provides ample evidence on its web page that its objective has been to obtain signatures for “El Firmazo” and “El Reafirmazo” against President Chávez (See www.sumate.org/quienes somos.html).


SUMATE planned, organized, and implemented the first collection of signatures (known as “El Firmazo”), in February 2003, when the opposition illegally attempted to make the consultative referendum (Article 71 of the Constitution) a recall referendum (Article 72).  In its report to the NED, it claimed that it had collected “27 million signatures in one day” (See:  Grant Agreement 2003-548.0).  This attempt was declared illegal by the Supreme Court of Justice and by the National Electoral Council, in a decision issued in September 2003.

It was also public knowledge that SUMATE played a leading role in planning, organizing, and implementing the second collection of signatures to recall the president (the so-called “Reafirmazo”), between November 28 and December 1, 2003.


It is appropriate to recall once again that SUMATE Vice-President María Corina Machado signed the Decree putting Dictator Pedro Carmona in power, and that its President, Alejandro Plaz, backed the coup d’etat and the operations to sabotage the oil industry.


SUMATE has acted illegally.  It has even tried to usurp functions assigned to the electoral authority, the National Electoral Council, under the Constitution and laws of the Republic.  For instance, it drew up forms to gather signatures, without any legal authority to do so.  It drew up questions and directed a fraudulent referendum, completely outside electoral laws.  It is an organization, with a sectoral and biased purpose, that is trying to supplant the electoral power, the only authority and arbiter in this matter, in accordance with Article 293 of the National Constitution of the Republic of Venezuela.  Thus SUMATE has been established illegally as a parallel National Electoral Council.


The importance of SUMATE to the opposition is more than obvious.  Despite its internal contradictions, the opposition has decided to conduct an appeals process at the express recommendation of SUMATE.  SUMATE is therefore the key operator for the opposition in this coming appeals process.


In the project to be implemented September 2003-September 2004 (Grant Agreement No. 2003-548.0), SUMATE has pledged to use the dollars granted by the NED to “promote popular support for the referendum.”  It is also developing “a public information campaign,” using “television and radio commercials and posters,” for the purpose of removing President Chávez from office.


According to a quarterly report (2003-548QR-Sep-dic 2003), SUMATE received money from the NED to train opposition leaders, including persons to operate the signature collection centers, vote counters, etc.  It even received financing for “videos”, “cards of Buscate en el R.E.P.,” “copies of Ya firmé,” and “posters showing the location of signature collection centers and how to sign.” In the same way, with NED money, “a diskette with an explanation of the training drill to take place on November 17” was published.

Can the NED use funds appropriated by the U.S. Congress to finance an electoral machine, i.e., SUMATE, whose only purpose is to bring down a democratically elected President?


Moreover, we would reiterate our complaint that the NED used resources appropriated by the U.S. Congress to finance projects to reform and derogate national laws adopted by the National Assembly.  The purpose of the project entitled “Supervision of Agrarian Reform” (Grant Agreement No. 2002, 424.1), executed by the Acción Campesina Civil Association, is to draft “alternative proposals pertaining to key aspects of the current Law on Land and Agrarian Development,” or to draw up a “new law” on the subject.
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According to Judgment 1395 of the Constitutional Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice of Venezuela, which was handed down November 21, 2000, and pertains to civil society and its financing, it is prohibited for organizations of this type to receive foreign funding.  Consequently, the NED is in violation of Venezuelan law when it finances organizations that are not only participating in the internal political debate, but many of which are also engaging in unconstitutional activities, as we have demonstrated in this letter.


Mr. Weber, on behalf of the national government, we are requesting that you use your good offices to ensure that the NED immediately suspend its financing of political parties, persons, and organizations in Venezuela.  We repeat that the NED, with financing from the United States Congress, is not only violating the laws of our country, but also Articles 3 and 19 of the OAS Charter, which condemn intervention in the internal affairs of states.  Once again we call for an end to foreign intervention in Venezuela.


Sincerely,

Jorge Valero


Ambassador


Permanent Representative to the OAS
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