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INTRODUCTION 

It is likely that Che Guevara, the Argentine-born 

guerrilla fighter in the Cuban revolution and master theo

retician of guerrilla warfare, watched with a sense of exas

peration as the guerrilla focus of Luis de la Puente Uceda 

and Hector Bejar met their swift, brutal ends in Cuzco and 

Ayacucho in 1965, and that of Guillermo Lobaton and his 

Tupac Amaru foco in 1966. Quite possibly he had written off 

the possibility of successful guerrilla insurrection in Peru 

before his own destruction in Bolivia in 1967. He certainly 

could not have known that in the 1980s, Peru would be the 

scene of one of the longest and most brutal guerrilla cam

paigns ever to occur in Latin America, surpassed only by 

those of Colombia, Nicaragua and El Salvador; also surpris

ing has been a guerrilla campaign notable for its degree of 

longevity and success, considering the commitment (fre

quently expressed at least verbally) of Peruvian governments 

to democratic norms and the paucity of hated dictatorial 

figures to serve as symbolic targets of revolutionary move

ments. The instigators of this war constitute a strange 

assortment of people who refer to themselves as Sendero 

Luminoso, the subject of this thesis. 

IV 



There are two purposes I have for writing this work. 

One is to provide a thorough-going topical analysis of 

Sendero Luminoso, one which I think will provide a fairly 

well-detailed sketch of the movement and the contexts in 

which it appears. With the partial exception of the sec

tion following this introduction, this thesis will not fol

low a straightforward chronological scheme; however, within 

the limits permitted by each separate topic, the aim will be 

to preserve as much "chronologicity" as possible. The sec

ond is to advance a thesis on the nature of this Peruvian 

guerrilla war; namely, that it is in some degree a popular up

rising rather than the "foquismo" of a determined group of 

2 trouble-makers --an uprising rooted m ethnic hatred, as 

3 well as economic and geographical distinctions. 

The information for this work was drawn largely from 

two popular Peruvian periodicals, Oiqa and Equis X, and to a 

smaller extent, from the Peruvian periodical^ Caretas. The 

issues from which this material was drawn stretched 

from 1980 right up to the end of 1985. All of these publi

cations combine news footage with in-depth analysis in some

what the same fashion as do Time or Newsweek in our own 

country. 

Material on the ideology of certain well-known histor

ical figures, such as Leon Trotsky and Che Guevara, was 

V 



drawn principally from Revolutionary Theory, edited by 

William H. Freidland, and Che Guevara's own book Guerrilla 

Warfare. 

VI 



CHAPTER I 

IDEOLOGICAL ANALYSIS AND EARLY 

POLITICAL CAREER OF SENDERO 

The earlier reference to the "foquismo" of Che Guevara 

is more than superficially significant. In the course of 

reading about Sendero Luminoso, the first sources I con

sulted were English language American articles based on the 

distillations of Peruvian sources performed by agencies that 

specialize in this function, or by American free-lance writ

ers. From a non-Peruvian perspective (and this is not 

solely confined to American news media),Sendero often 

appeared to many less scholarly publications to be an isolated 

4 group of power-hungry delinquents with ideological pretensions. 

Given such a belief, Guevara's theory of a "foco" or 

revolutionary vanguard group operating from a central phys

ical location as a single unit would seem applicable. Such 

a group would "start" the revolution, and the enormous 

latent energy of oppressed classes of people would thereby 

be catalyzed and complete the task of revolution. Such 

would seem to have been the ideology of de la Puente Uceda, 

Bejar, and Lobaton. Clearly, this aspect of the ideology of 

Marx, Lenin, and Guevara has never been espoused by Sendero. 

The sheer longevity of Sendero, and the continued 
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frustration of Peruvian law enforcement in tracking and 

capturing its members will testify to this, and other 

corroboration of this point will be seen later. 

The correlation of Sendero with the ideology of Trotsky 

makes more sense. To the extent that he continued the 

infatuation of Marx and Lenin with the indispensability of 

the urban proletariat, Trotsky's thought would be inappli

cable to Peru, with its preponderance of campesinos; 

but he did believe that a full-blown bourgeoisie need 

not develop in order to reach the socialist stage of devel-

5 . . opment. This idea is much more consonant with the Peruvian 

milieu than the classic Marxist view. 

However, Trotsky had little faith in the revolutionary 

predilections of peasants. The thought of Mao becomes 

indispensable here, for he saw the peasantry as an alternate 

driving force of revolution. The peasantry has been a major 

(if not the major) source of recruits for Sendero, and the 

peasant environment has proven an appropriate milieu for 

Mao's "goldfish bowl" theory. 

There are, arguably, two other aspects of Mao's 

ideology which Sendero's leader and founder, Abimael Guzman, 

may have had in mind when he began to espouse "Maoismo." 

First, that the driving force in the peasantry is created by 

both the exploitative character of "imperialism" (American 

and European economic imperialism, in this case) and feudal 

land relationships (although Peru's landed oligarchs were largely 



replaced by army officers during the agricultural reform of 

the Velasco Alvarado administration from 1968 to 1975). The 

other is the possibility of blocs among classes, notwith-

standing the ideological preeminence of the working class. 

Sendero has specifically proposed an alliance of peasants, 

petty and middle bourgeoisie under the direction of the 

7 

proletariat. Also, many of Sendero's recruits are univer

sity students of middle class origin, particularly in its 

original nucleus. 

There is one other modern ideology in the light of 

which Sendero should be examined. That is the ideology of 

Jose Carlos Mariategui, the most venerated leftist thinker 

in Peru and highly esteemed in Latin America as a whole. He 

strongly emphasized the importance of the land tenure prob

lem and of ending Indian oppression, an explosive issue in a 
o 

country whose population is almost one-half Indian. He was 

certainly the originator of the call for a return to the 

ancient communal land tenure system of the Inca era which 
9 

Sendero has followed also. 

Older ideological influences constitute a significant 

part of Senderista ideology, in fact. An interview with a 

Senderista in 1981 indicated that the group held a great 

reverence for the heroic resistance and martyrdom of 

Atahualpa, the last emperor of the Incas, and Tupac Amaru, 

the noble-born leader of a far-flung Indian rebellion in the 

Andes in 1780-82.•"• The Inca myth of "Pachacutec, " a 



messianic archetype among Peruvian Indians, seems to be part 

of the corpus of Senderista ideology. In fact, the pecu

liarly Peruvian cast of Sendero's world-view has led at 

least some of its members' aspirations to dizzying heights 

of grandeur. The "popular war" is to be fought not only 

against the United States and local oligarchs but also 

against the Europeanized white, Spanish-speaking coastal 

minority. Nor is it to be confined to Peru but also the 

"Quechua nation, " which occupies parts of Bolivia, Ecuador, Colom

bia, Chile and Argentina as well as Peru, is to be reunited. 

This recreation of "Tahuantinsuyo," the original Inca state, 

will ignite socialist revolutions in all of those nations 

and throughout Latin America as a whole. 

The sense that one gets from this is that "Senderismo" 

is as much compounded of quasi-mysticism as of scientific-

minded Marxism. Without doubt, two books authored by 

Abimael Guzman would elaborate more thoroughly just what 

this revolution would mean on a more concrete, personal 

level, but they are unavailable in English or in Spanish-

language American editions at present. However, an idea on 

this subject can be extracted from a book (entitled 

Ayacucho: Hambre y_ Esperanza) by the agricultural engineer 

Antonio Diaz Martinez, a Senderista who sent the manuscript 

of his book to the editors of Oiga in 1970. They quote from 

it: 



Only an authentic movement for change at a whole 
level of society, such as that of the countryside, 
will be able to effectuate the masses with a 
revolutionary ideology, rather than progressive or 
petty bourgeois ideology. After the taking of 
political power, the people will begin demo
cratizing their economy; in the specific case of 
the peasant class, it will take absolute posses
sion of the land, redistributing it until there 
remains no trace of either large land ownership 
or feudalism. . . 

This process of taking possession of land will be 
done without commercial transactions. There will 
be no buying or selling of land, because we do not 
see the social change of the countryside as an ex
change of land for money. Therefore, this process 
will need no complicated systems of bureaucratic 
administration or technical or legal systems. Our 
'civil code' and our 'constitution' will place 
little value on them. The peasants, once they have 
taken absolute possession of the land, will defend 
it because they have conquered it. Our obligation 
will be to help them conquer and defend it, ad
justing the superstructure of state to the, prole
tarian ideology. 

Only the elimination of large land-holdings will be 
able to make the community, the peasant masses, the 
people organized, the masses organized, the 
worker-peasant alliance oriented toward the prole
tarian ideology. The writings of the revolutionary 
petty bourgeois converts the organization of the 
masses, and will act as a group catalyzer, their 
writings will be the inductor, not the conductor; 
they will not be the directing group, but must take 
and develop the proletarian ideology. The petty 
bourgeoisie, whatever happens to be their extraction 
and ideological position will never be able to 
affect an authentic revolution.^2 

Organizational Development 

As was stated in the last section, "ideology" is a term 

with myriad meanings, and can be expounded accordingly. 

Thus far, the "ideology" of Sendero with regard to what its 



cause offers by its ascendance to power has been shown. Now, 

their "ideology" in the dimension of organizational evolution 

will be elaborated. 

The intellectual birthplace of Sendero was in the 

University of San Cristobal of Huamanga, in the province of 

the same name, in the Department of Ayacucho. In 1959, 

Efrain Morote Best arrived at the university. He had pre

viously been Secretary General of the Communist Party of 

Cuzco, and later expelled before arriving at Huamanga. 

In 1962, at the end of a period of reorganization, Morote 

13 was chosen as the first rector of the university. 

Morote wanted to regain his former powerful position in 

the Communist Party, and began making leftist acquaintances 

at Huamanga; among others were Abimael Guzman, who had been 

educated at the University of La Cantuta in Arequipa. When, 

in the same year of 1962, Morote opened the School of 

Application, "Huaman Poma de Ayala" Abimael became one of 

its instructors. Morote was steadily regaining supporters 

in the Peruvian left. 

In 1963, elections of student representatives to the 

Directive Council of the university brought students of 

Accion Popular (Belaundistas), APRA (American Revolutionary 

Alliance Party), Democracia Cristiana (Christian Democrats), 

Bandera Roja (Red Flag), Patria Roja (Red Town), Vanquardia 

Revolucionaria (Revolutionary Vanguard), and Sendero 

Luminoso into competition to manage the university. 



The candidate of Accion Popular won, and the populists 

controlled the university for certain periods. However, 

Partido Communista-Bandera Roja managed to convert most of 

the students, including the student directors through sheer 

charismatic appeal and through the ardent patronage of many 

students by the party. 

Gradually, the university became heavily politicized, 

and the style of life changed. Some students were doing 

campesino-type manual labor in the countryside; and Abimael 

Guzman, as head of Agitation and Propaganda for Partido 

Communista-Bandera Roja, turned the Plaza de Armas of 

Ayacucho into an ampitheater of indoctrination. This was 

undoubtedly the period in which Sendero began gathering sup

port in the countryside, building up networks of sympa

thizers among the campesinos and training party cadres in 

the Quechua language and culture as well as in communist 

theory and praxis. This is the indispensable first step in 

creating the infrastructure necessary for the successful 

prosecution of guerrilla warfare, and is the first of five 

. . 14 

steps envisioned by Sendero. This work was largely done 

under the auspices of Antonio Diaz Martinez, whose book was 

quoted earlier. 

By the end of the 1960s, at least two generations of 

the School of Application "Huaman Poma de Ayala" were out 

in the mainstream of Peruvian life. Among these were some 

of the followers of Hector Bejar who had perished in a 
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short-lived insurrection in La Mar half a decade earlier. 

Up to this time, Sendero Luminoso and Bandera Roja were 

still joined under the leadership of Saturnine Paredes. 

By 1973, the two factions had parted company, with Bandera 

Roja maintaining an allegiance to the Albanian Communist 

15 Party, and Sendero adhering to the Maoist line, for 

Abimael considered Enver Hoxa, Albanian leader since World 

War II, to have fallen into the trap of revisionism. A 

third entity also was created under this split-up--Estrella 

Roja (Red Star). 

External Ideological Links 

At this point, ideological genealogy can be pursued 

from another perspective--"ideology" from the viewpoint of 

party/national loyalty. Sendero has never felt a compulsion 

to follow the lines of established national parties. 

In 1963 and early 1964, as previously mentioned, the unified 

Peruvian Communist Party had fractured as a result of the 

Sino-Soviet rift into pro-Soviet and pro-Chinese elements. 

Out of the latter had come Sendero Luminoso and Bandera Roja 

(and later Estrella Roja). Sendero also rejected the prac-

tices and beliefs of North Korea's Kim II Sung. Its 

rejection of Moscow was implicit, of course. Moscow in par

ticular is reviled as having betrayed the legacy of Lenin 

and transformed itself into a non-revolutionary, hegemon-

istic regime. Castro's Cuba and even Daniel Ortega's 

Nicaragua are similarly rejected. 



When Mao's leadership of China ended in the fall 

of 1976, the shift of power to Hua Kuo Feng and Teng Hsiao 

Ping led within three years to Sendero's renunciation of 

allegiance to the Chinese Communist Party, intent as Hua and 

Teng were on normalizing relations with "los norteamericanos" 

and preventing the consolidation of power by the "Gang of 

17 Four" led by Mao's widow; premier Zhao Ziyang has compared 

Sendero's "leftist radicalism" to the "Gang of Four," in 

fact, and denies any complicity of his government with 

Sendero. 

Sendero does profess to approve of some political per

sonalities, however. Khiev Sampan of the deposed Khmer 

Rouge government of Pol Pot in Cambodia is cited by Sendero 

18 as ideologically compatible with themselves. And numerous 

groups of the extreme left have either remained in contact 

with Sendero (such as Bandera Roja, which sometimes pub

lishes Senderista propaganda) or have made reconciliations 

with it, most of them at the end of 1980. 

Pukallakta, operating in Cerro de Pasco, La Oroya and 

Mantaro, was a splinter group from the Trotskyist group 

Patria Roja (itself a splinter from Partido Communista-

Bandera Roja). The Vanguardia Revolucionaria Politico-

Militar, based in Ongoy, Andahuaylas province, in Ayacucho 

department, joined Sendero in 1980; and its leader, Julio 

Cesar Mezzich, is now believed to be the second most power

ful man in Sendero. A remnant of Revolutionary Leftist 
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Movement (MIR) survived after its 1965 defeat; it now 

maintains Sendero's communications between Lima and Valle de 

Mantaro. The foquista group Tupac Amaru (not to be confused 

with that of Guillermo Lobat6n), active in La Libertad, 

Cajamarca, Lambayeque and Amazonas, acts in coordination 

with Sendero. Many communist defectors from Bandera Roja 

now support Sendero in the Chimbote area. A surviving cell 

of Revolutionary Leftist Movement (MIR) in La Libertad, 

Cajamarca and Piura was annexed by Sendero in 1982. And, 

rather surprisingly, an (allegedly) resurgent Ejercito de 

Liberacion Nacional, allegedly descended from that of 

Hector Bejar, has joined Sendero Luminoso. Finally, Patria 

Roja also coordinates activities with Sendero in some 

degree. 

The Senderistas presently are far removed from the rest 

of the Peruvian left (the more moderate sector). The key 

issue is that of attitude toward the idea of armed revolu-

20 tionary struggle; the opposing positions are those of the 

legalists (Moderates, e.g.. United Left) and of the 

insurrectionists (radicals, e.g., Sendero). However, 

in 1970, to pick up the narrative of Sendero's early polit

ical evolution again, it was decided that the necessary 

social, political, and economic conditions for guerrilla 

warfare were still non-existent; this was declared to be the 

case in the Second Plenary Session of the Central Committee 

of Partido Communista Peruano-Bandera Roja. 



11 

From 1970 to 1975, Sendero concentrated on 

indoctrinating students and diffusing among the campesinos 

the idea of "el luminoso Sendero (Shining path) de 

Mariategui," from which comes the group's name. A variety 

of conduits were used for the dissemination of this 

thought--the Centro de Informacion Popular, which published 

the newspaper, "Vcz Popular"; the Centro de Trabajo 

Intelectual Mariategui; the Frente de Estudiantes 

Revolucionarios (FER); Comite Metropolitano; the Gremios 

Estudiantiles de la Universidad Nacional de Ingenieria; the 

Universidad Nacional San Cristobal de Huamanga; and the 

Universidades Populares Jose Carlos Mariategui. In addi

tion to propagating their own interpretation of Mariategui's 

thought, national and world problems were discussed at 

length, both among themselves and with the campesinos of the 

area. 

A year after Sendero had made its break with Bandera 

Roja, it fought its first battle with the governing elements 

of Peru. In December of 1974, in the commemoration of the 

one hundred-fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Ayacucho, 

then-president Velasco invited General Hugo Banzer of 

Bolivia and General Augusto Pinochet of Chile to help cele

brate the occasion, as their nations v;ere also among the 

territories liberated from Spam by Simon Bolivar." 

Sendero responded with threats of violence in the Plaza de 
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Armas in Ayacucho; the government cancelled those scheduled 

festivities for that place. 

It should also be noted that the present Rector of San 

Cristobal Huamanga has been fastidious in denying any com

plicity of himself or the university's regents in any ter

rorist activity, although the principles of academic free-

dorr, restrain any surveillance of students or faculty. Only 

members of the PIP (Peruvian Investigatory Police) have done 

23 that, much to the rector's outrage. 

Chronologically, this section has spanned the period 

from the early sixties, the years when Abimael (and 

Saturnino Paredes, at that time) began amassing followers, 

through the 1974 confrontation with the Velasco government 

and the 1979 break with the new government of China. The 

remaining sections of this thesis will deal with Sendero in 

its period of frenetic activity in the 1980s, which is still 

in progress. 



CHAPTER II 

ORGANIZATION AND MILITARY ACTIONS 

OF THE SENDERO 

The intellectual evolution, political articulation, and 

preparatory prosetylization in the countryside by Sendero in 

the 1960s and 1970s has culminated in the operational stage 

of the 1980s. "Dirty war" (La Guerra Sucia) would indeed 

be an applicable term for the war they have launched. Kill

ings of innocent people, kidnappings, disappearances, bomb

ings, blackouts, mass arrests, reprisal and counter-reprisal 

threats, and a generalized climate of terrorism have charac

terized this war that knows no boundaries, no sanctuaries, 

no rules and no neutrality. This chapter will give a 

detailed view of how the Senderistas have waged war. 

Organizational Structure and Numbers 

In any guerrilla war, the military organization and 

numbers of the fighters can be considered the raw material 

to be used in the war's prosecution. The military organi

zation of Sendero will be considered first here. 

A great deal of Sendero's success is due to its 

extremely effective organization. Its salient character

istic is one of duality. The first level of organization 

24 
is that of the Escuelas Populares. These are 

13 
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semi-legal entities, and are probably among the preparatory 

apparati set up by Sendero in the 1970s. Their function is 

that of recruitment and indoctrination, functioning in labor 

7 5 unions, universities, and rural communal organizations. In the 

broadest sense, the function of this organizational level is 

to create "Bases of Support"; these are territories or 

social strata of territories in which Senderistas can move 

like the proverbial fish in water. The members of this 

level are not professional soldier types, but can and often 

are called upon to participate in certain armed actions. 

A necessary sidelight to this discussion is the role of 

the peasantry in facilitating the movements and operations 

of Sendero's operatives. The campesinos are a "natural" 

feature of the landscape, the "woodwork" into which Sendero 

can blend when necessary. The longevity and success of 

Sendero Luminoso is a strong argument for both the existence 

of this alliance with the rural inhabitants and its effi

cacy. Also, campesinos, when recruited by Sendero, are most 

often used in operations within their own territories, their 

familiarity with it being a great advantage. This "cellular 

organization" is divergent from the "foquismo" of Che, and 

does lend credibility to the Senderista claim of being an 

27 organization "of the masses."^ 

The fundamental organizational level of Sendero, that 

of the professional soldier-types, or "soldados," is almost 

unknown to members of the lower level. This level directs, 
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coordinates and only rarely acts in operations; that is to 

28 
say only in the major operations. They commonly have 

operational zones divided into sub-zones, each with its own 

director (Lima, for example, has north, south, east, west, 

29 and central zones and directors). The zone commander 

presides above all these and coordinates their actions. 

Committees of Coordination handle planning and communica-

tions of an interzonal nature, and the Politburo at the top 

controls them. 

With regard to the nomenclature of the bodies of 

"soldados" and subdivisions thereof, they are as follows (in 

descending order of size): Unified Commands, companies, 

detachments, squads, militias, and cells. At all levels of 

command among the soldados, there are specialists in various 

subjects such as demolition, electrical systems, radio, 

,. . 30 

medicine. 

There is little consensus on the numerical strength of 

Sendero Luminoso. Estimates range from 700 effectives to as 

high as 50,000. The question becomes further complicated 

when one tries to define who is a Senderista and who is not; 

campesinos who lend varying measures of support to Sendero 

form a "grey area" regarding this question. Does a campe-

sino who participates in one operation, of say, flinging a 

stick of dynamite at a designated building, count as a 

Senderista? Or, even more ambiguous, is the campesino who 

gives overnight lodging and food to a Senderista, a 
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Senderista? The Peruvian government is not the first to try 

to answer such a difficult question. In our own country, 

Pentagon analysts attempted to answer the question of how 

many Viet Cong faced American troops in another, earlier 

"dirty war"; the question is still a very knotty one. 

Overall Strategy of Sendero 

Political science writer Cynthia McClintock has out

lined a five-stage strategic plan which Sendero intends to 

31 follow: (1) gather support in the countryside; (2) launch 

assaults on the symbols of the bourgeois state; (3) begin 

guerrilla warfare; (4) expand popular support; (5) surround 

and ultimately take the cities of Peru, the last place of 

refuge of the "bourgeois" government. It is worth noting 

that step two has a special significance for Sendero, for 

it includes even assaults on high-tension lines and 

electrical power stations, reflecting a curious anti-

technological bias that is in keeping with the other 

aspects of their nostalgia for the more primitive 

pre-Columbian past. A similar strategic outline, complete 

32 
with target dates can be found in Equis X: preparation of 

social bases and of combatants of the Ejercito Popular (the 

professional fighters of Sendero) until 1980; beginning of 

the armed struggle in 1980 with diversionary actions mainly 

designed to bring media publicity to the group; in 1982, the 

beginning of the guerrilla war in the countryside, and in 
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the cities; in 1984, the implantation of the first columns 

of the Ejercito Popular and the beginning of open warfare 

against the bourgeois state, which is the final stage before 

victory. 

It is an old maxim among generals that wars and battles 

never go according to plan; the same maxim is certainly 

applicable to guerrilla warfare. One may presume that the 

leaders of Sendero have pragmatically blended or rearranged 

the chronological sequence of these steps as the necessity 

presents itself. 

Tactics of Sendero 

The remote southern department of Ayacucho was, natu

rally enough, the starting point of Sendero's activities. 

Over time, its operations have become larger and more com

plex, often involving (by 1983) attacks occurring over 100 

miles apart in synchronization with one another, with up 

to 300 participants. 

Sendero has developed two sets of tactics for the two 

different types of environments in which it operates, that 

of the countryside and that of urban regions. Those used in 

the countryside will be considered first. Sendero's rural 

operations can be placed in three different categories. 

Rural Tactics 

The first category which will be covered in the discus

sion of Sendero Luminoso's rural tactics is attacks on mines, 
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agricultural targets, large homes and ranches, communities, 

transportation systems, and police installations. Three 

incidents will serve to illustrate this tactical category. 

On May 23, 1984 in La Oroya, the railroad bridge, "El 

Infiernillo," which gives access to the iron mines along the 

Ferrocarril Central, was bombed with dynamite charges 

planted in the bases of the supporting towers of the bridge. 

Three weeks passed before it was repaired again. Five days 

later, a train of 29 cars carrying minerals was attacked, 

and the train derailed causing monetary losses of seven 

billion soles. This type of activity is especially damaging 

to Peru economically because of the central importance of 

mining to the economy. Also, attacks on mining can serve 

more than economic strategies; mines are good sources of 

34 explosives, which can be used in other operations. 

Agriculture is a major Achilles' heel for a poor 

nation that cannot supply all its own food. In the period 

of 1980-82, Sendero did bring about some changes that bene

fited large numbers of Ayacucho's peasants, singling out 

large land owners and coercing them into leaving by threats 

of violence; the property of those who fled was redistrib

uted to peasants and debts owed to the departed owners were 

35 repudiated. In 1983, Senderistas were going to greater 

and more oppressive extremes, establishing planting quotas 

for farmer communities to give them adequate sustenance for 

themselves, but denying a surplus that could be taken and 
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sold in the cities. Also, the local weekly markets where 

some produce was sold were closed down as they were deemed a 

capitalistic practice by Sendero. 

An example of the oppression of the agricultural sector 

by Sendero is the events of June 1981 in a small farming 

village in the province of Apurimac (its name was probably 

withheld because the author did not want to bring down 

possible retaliations by Sendero down upon it). The village 

was located near a wide, barren plateau that had once been a 

prime area for growing wheat, potatoes, and corn. It was 

now desolate because it belonged to the local agricultural 

cooperative, an obviously successful one. Sendero had blown 

up the coop's single tractor. Some suspects in the incident 

were caught, but the damage was already done. The author of 

this article theorized that perhaps Sendero had felt the 

coop's economic success was an endorsement of capitalism and 

had created inequalities between the coop members and poorer 

37 . . peasants m the area. Killings of farm animals are not 

uncommon, either. 

To speak of "taking" communities is misleading. 

Sendero has, of course, never permanently occupied any 

community; the stationary nature of continuous occupation 

would bring down police or military reprisal and a swift 

loss of the newly won territory by Sendero, along with the 

personnel used in the occupation. However, Senderistas have 

on many occasions invaded communities, brought life to a 
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standstill, disseminated propaganda, and also held "trials" 

3 8 and executions of persons in the communities. 

Often, the victims are guilty of being informants or 

helpers of the police or the military; at other times, 

suspicion of their guilt, even though unconfirmed, is suffi

cient to bring death sentences. Also, these "trials" often 

afford people of communities opportunity to enact desires 

for vengeance, if a sufficient number cherish grievances 

against the same person. The established political leaders 

of such communities are another prime target of 

Senderista-style justice, being "lackeys" of the bourgeois 

state; this will be spoken of again later in the treatment 

of the third category of rural tactics. 

On the night of March 2, 1982, in one of its most spec

tacular actions, Sendero occupied the city of Ayacucho for a 

period of four and one-half hours. They simultaneously 

attacked the posts of the Guardia Civil, the Guardia Repub-

licana, the Policia de Investigaciones, the jail, and the 

hospital. One writer of Equis X considered this a clear 

39 signal that the war "from the country to the city" had begun. 

One of the apparent objectives of this foray was the 

release of Senderistas incarcerated in the Ayacucho jail. 

Around 300 inmates were released by Sendero. This was a 

surprising demonstration of Sendero's power, and it is 

interesting to note that at about this same time, the total 
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tally of separate acts of terrorism by Sendero had reached 

40 
the vicinity of 2,900. 

The sabotage of transportation systems includes the 

cutting of railroads, the blocking of automobile routes, the 

downing of bridges, and probably the destruction of vehicles 

as well." The economic damage caused by the expense of 

repairing damaged systems has already been mentioned. The 

damage and inconvenience caused by non-arrival of cargoes at 

their would-be destinations applies not only to mining pro

ducts, of course, but also to people, whether they are en

gaged in combat against Sendero, gathering intelligence, 

providing media coverage, or attempting to carry agricul

tural produce to some distant point. 

The last point to be presented in this tactical cate

gory is that of attacks against police installations. Few 

actions could be more pointedly symbolic of rebellion 

against established authority than this. Aside from the 

standing armed forces, the police forces of a society are 

its most formidable symbol of authority. Apart from the 

symbolic value of such attack, Sendero has a predilection 

toward such aggression, because it afford them a source of 

weaponry and uniforms (which could profitably be used as 

N 4 1 disguises m some situations). 

On May 19, 1983, Senderistas attacked the command post 

of the Guardia Civil in Huamanga. They did not, inter

estingly enough, use surprise for this operation, at least 
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not in the strict sense of the word. The technique used was 

42 more like that of the "Trojan horse." They actually gave 

the community of Huamanga advance warning that there would 

be an attack on that day. There were approximately 300 

guerrillas supported by 100 "granaderos," (grenadiers). Two 

groups were to "block passage out of quarters by a Guardia 

Republicana detachment and to neutralize the local Policia 

/ 43 

Investigatoria Peruana post (Peruvian Investigatory Police) . 

The alerted Guardia post had barriers 100 meters in front 

of its entrance. A police car, supposedly carrying police 

and "presumed terrorists" crossed the barriers, and disem

barked its passengers; and these began flinging dynamite 

upon taking pre-planned positions. After two hours, the 

Senderistas ceased the attack and retreated with no casual

ties. No aid had come from either the GR post nor the PIP post. 

This brings us to the second category of rural tactics 

practiced by Sendero Luminoso--operations conducted against 

the technological infrastructure in rural areas. This 

includes postal offices, telephone communications, potable 

water, and most crucially, electrical power. Over a 

three-year period, as many as 1,000 attacks were made 

against electrical lines, towers, and stations plunging huge 
44 

areas into darkness unexpectedly. 

The final category of Sendero's rural tactics is that 

of operations (killing, threatening, blackmail) directed 

against specific persons. This includes union leaders. 
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local authorities, state employees, union negotiators, 

teachers who do not espouse Senderismo, and socially "unde

sirable" types, as in the case of adulterers, criminals, 

45 pimps and prostitutes, and similar social types. 

Urban Tactics 

The urban tactics of Sendero, which are exemplified by 

those used in Lima and environs, are coordinated by the 

46 Comite Metropolitano de Comando Especial. In urban areas, 

the dissemination of propaganda is a major activity. This 

can use many different media, some of them rather bizarre, 

and some quite far-reaching and ambitious. 

The simplest and most frequently used propaganda device 

is to leave notes on paper, or to write messages on walls. 

Messages such as "Criminals, traitors, and informants will 

all die" are frequently found in the wake of Senderista 

operations, or simply at random intervals in "peacetime." 

More noticeably, Senderistas and their collaborators 

harangue university students on campuses, or force passing 

motorists to buy pamphlets. However, there are even more 

spectacular means employed by Sendero to impart its message. 

On July 28, 1983, President Belaunde Terry gave a presi

dential message that was broadcast on Peru's two main televi

sion channels and by several radio stations. But most of 

his message was not received. Senderistas had cut the 

communications between the television and radio broadcasting 

stations and the mobile units at the Legislative Palace, 



24 

where Belaunde was giving his message. Not only did they 

cut off the presidential broadcast, Peru's viewers and lis

teners saw with a video cassette recording of Abimael 

47 Guzman and a short taped message by him. 

As if this were not sufficient to demonstrate the cun

ning and resourcefulness of Sendero Luminoso, there is some 

convincing evidence that Sendero has even managed to 

infiltrate some of its members into the media. There are 

allegations of infiltration of the periodical, La_ Cronica by 

Miguel Alva Orlandini, chief of the National System of 

48 Social Communication, in December of 1984; he contends 

that an anonymous journalist informed him that a director of 

Sendero Luminoso was closely linked to one of the personnel 

of La_ Cronica. Even more intriguing than this, however, is 

the strong possibility that Sendero has even sent members as 

far afield as Europe to influence public opinion there by 

way of the media. Some of the agents thus used are 

49 recruited from human rights advocacy organizations. Their 

common practice is to deride the antisubversive war waged by 

the Peruvian government; some apparently have personal axes 

to grind, as was the case with certain relatives of a group 

50 of journalists massacred at the village of Uchuraccay. 

Similarly, a leftist Peruvian named Arnuifo Medina, 

judge of the village of Comas, traveled to Denmark and 

accused the government of Peru of having used the war 



against Sendero as a pretext to persecute the left, in 

general, while ignoring the atrocities committed by 

51 Senderistas. 

In addition to this generalized utilization of the news 

media in Europe, more specialized efforts are aimed at 

politicizing European university students and artists, in

cluding dissident Peruvians, by the International Political 

52 
Committee of Sendero. Many political groups exist in 

Europe founded by Peruvians living abroad there that have 

been identified as "political arms" of Sendero. These would 

include the Proletarian Movement of Peru, the Amauta 

Intellectual Group, the Movement for the Liberation of Peru, 

and the Jose Carlos Mariategui Artistic and Intellectual 

53 . . Front. It is quite common to see students m France, 

Germany, Italy, and Spain discussing the Peruvian situation; 

most speak praisingly of Sendero and disparagingly of the 

Belaunde government (it is probably safe to assume that the 

Garcia government has fared little better in their appraisal 

of it). 

It is, unsurprisingly, a very bleak picture that 

Senderista literature paints for European readers of life in 

Peru. Peruvian prisons are filled v/ith political prisoners 

who are often tortured; disappearances of political enemies 

of the government are common; elections are rigged and hold 

out no real promise of change; the government survives only 

54 by the support of the armed forces. Sendero is portrayed 
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as waging a genuine revolution, and that there exist fully 

liberated zones, extensive zones in which guerrilla 

fighting occurs actively and continuously, and that the 

capital is surrounded by the infiltrated zones known as 

"Pueblos Jovenes." 

Finally, it is necessary to mention that the Peruvian 

government considers the foreign press to be an ally of 

Sendero without "assistance" or prodding from Sendero. The 

Peruvian government strongly suspects that adverse inter

national press coverage of Sendero's reign of terror has 

56 

caused tourism to plummet by forty to fifty percent; cer

tainly recession, the strengthening of the American dollar 

as opposed to European currency, and climbing air fares must 

be taken into consideration, but the government of Belaunde 

believed the foreign press to be the main culpable party for 

the drop in tourism. A travel agent quoted by Caretas, hov-

ever, believed that this was not the case, citing the 

previously mentioned factors as being entirely respon-

sible. 

International propaganda is remotely linked to 

the urban tactics used by Sendero, admittedly; but this sort 

of propaganda activity is of direct concern to the national 

government of Peru, and as such can be considered primarily 

urban (particularly with regard to Lima) in its impact. As 

far as the recipient targets of physical attacks by Sendero 

are concerned, they are, respectively, electrical systems, 
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symbols of domestic authority, and symbols of foreign 

II A ..58 
imperialism." A single incident (or rather set of 

incidents) can serve to illustrate the first two tactics in 

this category. 

On July 19, 1982, in the evening, Lima and also the 

communities of Callao, Huancayo, La Oroya, Jauja, Tarma, 

Huacho, Chimbote, Casma, lea and Chincha \iere suddenly all 

blacked out. In central Lima, bombs began exploding, shots 

rang out, businesses \iere ransacked, and mass confusion 

reigned accompanied by police sirens and fleeing people. To 

make matters worse, water lines were disrupted, radio 

and television stations could not transmit for lack of 

power, and teletypes and telephone service rendered non-
59 

functional or chaotic. Knowledge of which electrical 

posts were vital bespeaks the considerable degree of success 

of Sendero's intelligence-gathering, some of which was 

probably obtained by infiltration, about which more will be 

spoken later. 

Also, in the year 1982, Sendero attacked government 

ministers, journalists, the presidential palace, the offices 

of the state tobacco monopoly, mining and petroleum com

panies' facilities, commercial centers, hotels, political 

parties' headquarters, and courthouses. This was clearly 

a broad, dogmatic indictment of the bourgeois state and its 

symbols. 

file:///iere
file:///iere
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Foreign institutions based in Peru are deemed 

"neo-imperialistic" by sendero, and are similarly suscep

tible to attack. Foreign embassies and their personnel have 

often been attacked; this would include the embassies of 

Venezuela, China, the United States, Chile, England, 

Germany, Bolivia, and India. Mostly, the attacks were 

made with gunfire. 

Since 1981, foreign businesses have similarly been sub

jected to attack by Sendero. This includes the Sheraton and 

Holiday Inn hotels. Fiat, Volvo, Sears-Roebuck, Goodyear, 

Coca-Cola, Alpha Romeo and several Japanese electronics 

62 companies. 

In closing this section on the urban tactics of 

Sendero, some pertinent statistics should be presented here. 

Between January 19 and August 27, 1982, two hundred and 

sixty-three terrorist attacks occurred in Lima. It is 

interesting to note, by way of comparison, that in 1985, 

more than five hundred attacks occurred in Lima alone. It 

is hard to see this as other than an indication of escala

tion of this sordid conflict. 

Other Tactics 

There are other tactics used by Sendero that do not 

apply strictly to either rural or urban settings. These 

tactics include actions such as impeding the electoral pro

cess, espionage and infiltration, and the construction by 

Sendero of an infrastructure which facilitates and augments 
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the performance of operations and the growth of the 

Senderista movement. 

The act of impeding the electoral process has great 

symbolic value in denying the legitimacy of a government or 

a general governmental ideology. Such was Sendero's idea 

in the elections of November, 1983, with its threats to 

intimidate voters and destruction of polls in numerous 

places. There is a certain irony in that the first elec

tions which saw a genuinely united United Left make signifi

cant gains (their candidate won the post of judge of the 

province of Lima) also saw the ultra-left (Sendero) attempt

ing to encourage boycotts of the election. In addition to 

this, Senderistas massacred 34 people in the village of 

Socos (southeast of Ayacucho) having disguised themselves in 

Guardia Civil uniforms. Simultaneously, they were taking 

the police station of Ocros, stealing various w^eapons and 

64 uniforms. 

But in Lima, Sendero suffered significant defeats. 

Attacks were aimed at the Lima headquarters of the Accion 

Popular and Partido Popular Cristiano parties. Later, the 

Senderista cell which had executed the attack against the 

latter and another were caught en masse; among other people, 

one was a soldier recently discharged from the Peruvian 

65 • • 

Army. Valuable information was confiscated at his apart

ment. The day after the election, police in Huancavelica 

province ambushed and killed twenty Senderistas. 
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In May of 1984, the Peruvian people were faced with a 

strange choice: that of supporting the "bourgeois" system 

or Sendero. Massive disruptions of the presidential elec

tions of 1985 by Sendero were feared. Apparently, the 

majority voted for "bourgeois" government, in choosing Alan 

Garcia as President. 

The espionage and infiltration capabilities of Sendero 

Luminoso appear to be formidable, even if some speculations 

about it should prove to be exaggerated. Equis X quoted 

from an article appearing in Peru Economico a statement 

which said among other things, in effect, that in addition 

to inspiring its followers with a mystical heroism and 

evangelical zeal, it has built up a complex network of 

collaborators and supporters in families, communities, which 

guarantees Senderistas of secure hiding and resting 
C "7 

places. This also includes an extensive system of infil

tration and internal security which has not been broken yet. 

An excursion to a Senderista "liberated zone" in 

Ayacucho enabled one journalist to speak with a member of 

Sendero who told him that Sendero almost filled the suburbs 

of Ayacucho, had cells in all parts of the city, and many 

friends besides. Some of these are, he said, in the Church, 

in the Guardia Civil, and in many public organizations and 

institutions; accordingly, when the "forces of repression" 

do anything, it is often known ahead of time to members of 
f\ 8 

Sendero, in minute detail. 
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Perhaps the extent of this network was exaggerated by 

this particular member of Sendero; nevertheless, as the 

author of the article remarked, the efficiency and speed of 

communication and service among and by the members of 

Sendero who helped him was eloquent testimony to their 

ubiquity and organization. Even if Senderistas do not form 

the majority of inhabitants in a given community, a strong 

presence by them can be sufficient to insure that government 

decrees do not reach the communities, unless the government 

is resolved to send armed convoys to personally deliver such 

decrees to the communities; this seems to be the case with 

. . . 69 

the communities of the Rio Pampas. Clearly, this conflict 

has an element of the popular uprising in it, and is a far 

cry from the "foquismo" of Che. 

Support Structures 

Sendero maintains a support infrastructure that pro

vides education/indoctrination to indigenous potential 

recruits, medical care to wounded Senderistas, and even pro

duces uniforms and shoes for its members. This topic will be 

the last subsumed under this chapter on Sendero's tactics. 

The previously-mentioned journalist who visited a 

"liberated zone" in Ayacucho (the "Socialist Republic of 

Pomacocha Alto) saw there a school where five and six year 

olds were being taught. The first thing he noticed was that 
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they were signing the "International" (a song extolling 

70 Marxism-Leninism) in Quechua. Afterwards, the teacher 

gave a brief lesson concerning imperialism, large landowners 

and oligarchs, and concluded the class with the chanting of 

slogans praising the revolution and "camarada 

Gonzalo"--Abimael Guzman. 

It is not only in remote areas of Ayacucho that Sendero 

maintains these "people's schools." They function even in 

Lima in various clandestine locations. They have been men

tioned before in the context of propaganda, but their func

tion is recruitment and training as well as random dissemi

nation of propaganda. Locations are changed quite often 

(sometimes classes take place in universities, at other 

71 times in factories, houses, etc.), as are instructors; and 

instructors seldom have any links with one another, evi

dently a security measure. The main messages taught seem to 

be not only the theoretical underpinnings of Senderismo but 

also the practical necessities of gaining bases of support 

for Sendero, educating more people in the theoretical doc-

72 

trine in turn, and even m the use of weapons. The qual

ity of teaching is often rather mechanical, a rather 

left-handed confirmation of the "popular," egalitarian con

duct that is ideally a part of these "schools." 

Perhaps the most infamous school of "Senderismo" and 

the only one whose location is positively known is that of 

the island prison of El Fronton. It has been called a type 
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of "terrorist university." There, the Senderista inmates 

have been allowed to set up a blue pavilion which is called 

"liberated territory"; in it they have painted a wall mural 

depicting Marx, Lenin, and Mao, with slogans such as "Suc

cess to the development of the war of guerrillas!" and "Suc

cess to the Communist Party of Peru!" They have their own 

radio to receive news from the outside; they periodically 

have seminars of "conscientization"; and they have even been 

allowed to fly the red flag with hammer and sickle over the 

74 
island. After the June 1986 uprisings, this school was 

probably dism.antled. 

The seminars of "conscientization" are instructions in 

the thought of Abimael, naturally. Those who enter the Blue 

Pavilion are required to give total assent to the thought of 

Abimael; for those who do not, life can be made exceedingly 

hard and unpleasant. Literature and messages from the out

side are brought in by visitors; the policies on visitation 

I I'D are, strangely enough, very loose in El Fronton. 

In addition to having schools of recruitment and indoc

trination, Sendero has even developed a few small industries 

for the production of clothing. In June of 1983, it was 

found that Sendero had built a cloth factory. This was 

for the production of uniforms--ones almost identical to 

those of the Chinese army of Mao's time. It is strange that 

the leadership of Sendero feels sufficiently confident of 

itself to risk the adoption of uniforms. I personally doubt 
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that these are meant to be worn in public or in the course 

of operations, at least not for the forseeable future. 

Morale and esprit de corps are probably the prime consid

erations in making uniforms. 

There have also been rumors that Sendero has con

structed a leather factory in Loreto Department, in the 

large, jungle-covered area near the Brazilian border. The 

making of shoes is probably the main consideration in such 

an undertaking; especially for guerrillas operating in rural 

areas. Che Guevara mentioned the importance of leatherworks 

for making shoes; and his advice appears to have been heeded 

here, even though Sendero has violated many of his other 

^ 77 precepts. 

This concludes the chapter on Sendero Luminoso's tac

tics. The following chapter will deal with present-day 

exogenous influences on Sendero. 



CHAPTER III 

ENDOGENOUS VERSUS EXOGENOUS 

INFLUENCES ON SENDERO 

In this usage of the term "exogenous influences," the 

definition has been stretched a bit. In this context, it 

carries the suggestion of exogenous influences; that is, 

of influences originating from outside Peru. These are part 

of the subject of this chapter, but "exogenous influences" 

also refers to economic sources of influence--funding 

sources. Some alleged cases of foreign influences on 

Sendero will be considered here, and then some of Sendero's 

sources of funding. 

An editorial by the journalist Julio Cabrera Moreno in 

7 8 

Equis X tended to confirm a point made earlier in the sec

tion on ideology--that Sendero has not deigned to give 

approval to, or solicit aid from, Cuba, any more than any 

other nation. This was said in reaction to an oblique com

ment made by then-President Fernando Belaunde Terry to the 

effect that there are nations that "export revolution" and 

that Sendero functions thanks to a certain nation in this 

hemisphere. Cabrera pointed out that, in addition to its 

verbal repudiation of Castro and other "so-called 

•communist' leaders," Sendero is self-sufficient 

35 
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financially^ within a nationalistic context, insofar as they 

are Peruvians who rob only other Peruvians. More will be 

said about this later, in the section on funding sources. 

President Belaunde, as was further indicated in Cabrera's 

editorial, has never produced any concrete proof of a link 

between Cuba and Sendero, and probably has hinted that a 

connection exists because it is far more convenient to do 

so than to concede that the roots of Sendero's appeal and 

power lie in the socioeconomic in equalities and the 

deteriorating conditions of life of many Peruvians. 

However, the reverse is possible: that Fidel Castro is 

at least intellectually supportive of Sendero, at least in a 

negative fashion; Sendero is, after all, fighting to topple 

a government that is in some degree a client of the United 

States, a fact not changed by the end of Belaunde's admin

istration and the accession of Alan Garcia. This is likely 

because Radio Havana has broadcast messages in the Quechua 

language (in 11760 K.Hz. and 17690 K.Hz.) which speak of the 

miserable political, social and economic conditions in the 

. . • • 79 central sierra region. 

In November of 1985, a conference took place in Paris 

among delegates of eighteen different radical political 

groups, some of which were Maoist in outlook; two represen

tatives of Sendero attended. In fact, in the opening round 

of overtures made to invite members of the press to attend, 

a young woman telephoned several of Paris's major 
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newspapers and periodicals and announced the conference as 

an "act of solidarity with the Communist Party of Peru, 

8 0 designated by the press as Sendero Luminoso." Four press 

representatives ultimately attended. In this meeting of the 

self-styled International Revolutionary Movement, a 

Senderista named Hildebrando Perez Hurancca claimed that 

Sendero was now in the phase of urban warfare, having estab

lished numerous liberated zones in many parts of Peru, and 

ending by saying that Sendero was unable to handle alone the 

tasks of fighting the war of liberation and governing the 

81 
liberated zones. Thus, the conference was mainly an 

appeal for help by Sendero. I doubt that a great deal of 

aid of any kind was transacted by means of such a liaison; 

the lengths to which these representatives of radical groups 

went to obtain media coverage of the conference suggests 

that its main immediate function was to garner publicity. 

A final note should be made in reference to this con

ference in Paris; the two representatives of Sendero (Perez 

and well-known Senderista leader Maximiliano Durand Araujo) 

may have had passports to Libya obtained for them by the 

8 2 
delegates at the conference. Thus, the possibility of 

direct communication between Sendero and the Libyan govern

ment is raised, as well as that of aid in the form of 

training or money or materiel. It is somewhat unlikely that 

a conflict in South America would rate high on the priority 

list of Colonel Khadaffi. However, the maniacal Arab 
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leader is capable of anything, especially in the light of 

recent American military strikes against Libya. 

If so, this would necessarily be a rather new trend. 

In 1983, an agent of the Libyan government was rumored to 

8 3 

have come to Peru and spent several days in Lima. Accord

ing to the source of the rumor (French and Italian leftists), 

no agents of Sendero attempted to meet this agent. This, in 

conjunction with mere fact of the aid request made at the 

Paris conference, suggests that in the period 1983-85, 

Sendero may have suffered sufficient reverses in its battles 

against the PIP, the Guardia Civil, and the Guardia 

Republicana to feel a need for help. But it is also possi

ble that Sendero's sphere of influence, created and main

tained through the medium of fear, requires a larger contin

gent of Senderistas to maintain it, having grown to a great 

proportion. Conceivably, the movement may have hit a 

plateau in numbers of adherents, and is finding it difficult 

to find new recruits due to spreading cynicism among 

Peruvians (particularly peasants) as to the sincerity of 

Sendero's revolutionary aims, not to mention anger at 

slayings of peasants. The first two possibilities are not 

mutually exclusive, of course; at some point in between 

these two extremes may lie the true reality of the situ

ation. The third possibility is independent of the other 

two. 
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In any case, Sendero does seem to have significant 

links with non-Peruvian leftist groups. The Italian police, 

in conjunction with Interpol, determined in 1983 that four 

members of the leftist group "Primera Lmea" (a segment of the 

Red Brigade) had come to Peru and were funneling money to 

84 Sendero and even arms and munitions; this income was 

illicit, and will be talked about in the next section. 

Additionally, it is also believed that there exists a 

clandestine channel of emigration of leftist figures between 

Italy and Peru, and also that elements of the Red Brigade 

have entered Peru by way of it. The author of this article 

speculated that perhaps the Italian government's determined 

crackdown on Italian terrorism was partly the cause of this 
o cz 

exodus to Peru. In any event, the arrival of such people 

can very likely be considered auspicious for the fortunes 

of Sendero, at least financially and materially. 

There is one other suspected link between Sendero and 

another leftist group; this one much closer to home, geo

graphically. Allegedly, Senderista recruits are receiving 

training in the frontier region between Peru and Colombia 

from agents of M-19, a Colombian terrorist organization 

whose audacity and destructiveness is comparable to that of 

Sendero (as demonstrated last year in their seizure of the 

Palace of Justice in Bogota--a suicidal action). In return 
for this training of its own people, Sendero has given arms 

8 fi 

and munitions to M-19. 
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Previously, the income of the four Italian members of 

Primera Linea was mentioned, but its source was not 

specified. It will be relevant in this section; it is traf

fic in narcotics, the connection of which with Sendero is 

the first topic of this section on Sendero's finance. Peru 

is widely known, of course, as a source of the stimulant 

cocaine. To a smaller degree, heroin and marijuana are also 

produced in this nation; but the big illicit money-maker is 

cocaine. 

First of all, it must be stated that in Peru, drug 

manufacturers and dealers are often politically powerful, as 

8 7 
well. Many of the international "runners" and 

"go-betweens" in the drug world are also government infil-

8 8 
trators. Such infiltration parallels that of Sendero, and 

in some cases may be confluent with it. Also, a connection 

has been seen between drug activity and terrorism; when the 

legal system manages to make significant headway against 

drug-trafficking, terrorism tends to make sudden, violent 

89 outbreaks. Thus, it is probable that an arrangement 

exists between "narcotraficantes" and Sendero whereby 

Sendero provides protection, or at least distracting activ

ity to divert law enforcement, in return for financing and 

the procurement of arms by the narcotraficantes for Sendero. 

Not a great deal is known about specific activities or 

incidents involving Sendero and narcotraficantes; some 

people even question the real existence of cooperation 
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between Sendero and drug merchants. In attempting to answer 

this question, as well as the broader question of who, if 

anyone, outside the country supports Sendero, many Peruvian 

journalists have predicated their opinions on the basis of 

what type of armaments Senderistas have been known to pos

sess . 

According to one source, Senderista weapons are 

entirely of indigenous origin--although many 

of them may be Soviet-made, as the Soviet Union is one of 

the main suppliers of arms to Peru's armed forces and police 

90 
forces. In other words, most weapons obtained by Sendero 

have been stolen from the PIP, the Guardia Civil, and the 

Guardia Republicana. This possibility, of course, has 

little bearing or importance on the issue of 

Senderista-narcotraficante cooperation, except to suggest 

that little ordnance changes hands between them. 

91 The presence, alleged by another source, of 

Brazilian-made weapons in Senderista camps, indicates that 

Sendero is accustomed to levying involuntary contributions 

of weapons with no payment for them (except that of refrain

ing from violence); the unspoken implication in this passage 

was that narcotraficantes (specifically, those on the edge 

of the jungle-covered areas in the east) obtain 

Brazilian-made weapons--not that Sendero is receiving direct 

support from persons or agencies in Brazil. I personally 

place little credence in the non-cooperation view, for the 
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possible advantages to both sides of cooperation seem too 

great for either group of people, both operating outside the 

law as they do, to forego. 

Finally, there is extraneous financial revenue for 

Sendero from a very unexpected source: a bookstore in New 

York City which carries books and other publications (and 

probably some unpublished literature) on various topics 

connected with revolution and subversion. The name of this 

store is "Revolution Books," ("Libros Revolucion"), 

92 
and IS located at 13 East 16th Street m Manhattan. 

According to the reporter Fernando FloresAraoz, (a reporter 

sent by Oiqa specifically to report on this establishment), 

the prices of books and pamphlets sold here range between 

ten and twelve dollars. An advertisement photocopied by 

Araoz shov;ed that Libros Revolucion was, on May 19 (1985), 

to be the host of a bilingual audio-visual program entitled 

"El 'Sendero Luminoso' de Revolucion en El Peru," which the 

author v/as unable to attend because of the necessity of 

93 
returning to Peru before then. 

The author also asserted that this bookstore functioned 

as the center of Sendero's propaganda apparatus in New York; 

in addition to this center, there was the "Comite de Ayuda a 

Sendero Luminoso" in Berkeley, which numbers among its 

adherents many Chinese Americans who espouse the "Band of 

94 Four" brand of Maoism. The store m New York is very 

likely connected with demonstrations that have taken place 
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95 outside of the Peruvian consulate in New York, as well. 

The concluding thought of this article was that Sendero was 

creating a growing international backing for its movement; 

such would indeed seem to be the case, in light of Sendero's 

international propaganda arm and now of this, an openly 

functioning, "legitimate" establishment that funnels money 

to Sendero, albeit by surreptitious channels. 

I have attempted to show in this chapter the various, 

diverse exogenous influences that have been connected with 

Sendero; those with other nations, those with other terror

ist organizations, and those of a financial nature (ranging 

from drug trafficking to bookstores). It is probably no 

exaggeration to say that Sendero, far from being an isolated 

entity whose ability to menace the sovereign government of 

Peru is swiftly declining, is an adaptable politico-military 

"organism," able to insinuate itself into a variety of 

"environments" in which the Peruvian government cannot pur

sue it; at least not v.'ithout international aid. As such, I 

am compelled to disagree with a central conclusion of 

Michael Tangeman, in his unpublished paper on Sendero, which 

contends that the decline in Sendero's influence and power 

began in late 1982, and at least implied that this influence 

96 . . . 
and power would die out by 1985. The implication of my 

own analysis is that the Peruvian government is in for a 

long, hard fight; one in which its own victory is by no 

means certain. 



CHAPTER IV 

THE TOP LEADERSHIP AND OTHER 

PERSONALITIES OF SENDERO 

The object of this chapter is to provide more in-depth 

information on some of the most well-known personalities 

within Sendero Luminoso. Naturally, these people are those 

most highly-placed and visible within the organization. Of 

course, much information has already been given on the move

ment's leader, Abimael Guzman. The section on him, the 

first of this chapter, will give some additional biograph

ical detail on him as well as a more focused description of 

the ideology he has formulated and its role vis-a-vis his 

personal charisma in motivating this movement. 

The following sections will discuss the relative impor

tance of the other members, their positions in the hierar

chy, and certain incidents in which they have been involved 

or facts about their background which are revealing. 

Abimael Guzman 

Abimael Guzman, alias Comrade Gonzalo, or even "the 

fourth sword of Marxism" (after Marx, Lenin, and Mao), was 

97 
born in Arequipa, in the province of the same name, inl934. 

As has been previously mentioned, he was educated at the 

University of La Cantuta in Arequipa, doing graduate work in 

44 
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both philosophy and law. In both areas, he excelled, writing 

a thesis entitled, "The Theory of Space in Kant," in the 

former area; and one entitled, "On the Democratic-Bourgeois 

98 State," m the latter. Apparently, he had also acquired a 

certain amount of training and expertise in the area of 

economics, as well; for when he began teaching at the 

University of San Cristobal in Huamanga in 1962, he taught 

99 some courses m economics as well as m philosophy. Some 

of those whom he taught remember him as an impassioned 

orator with an almost evangelical pedagogical style. 

One further matter pertaining to the personal life of 

Abimael Guzman which is worthy of note is that of his ill

ness. In late April of 1982, an alleged member of "Ejercito 

de Liberacion Nacional" contacted Oiga and informed them 

that Abimael was suffering from a severe form of anemia that 

could potentially be fatal. A week later, in other 

Peruvian periodicals, there appeared allegations that 

Abimael had a severe case of psoriasis which required mas

sive transfusions of blood; the chief of PIP said in 

response to this that PIP knew of Abimael's whereabouts, but 

refrained from detaining him or otherwise molesting him for 

102 "humanitarian" reasons. Another publication declared 

Abimael's ailment to be renal in nature. 

A refusal by the police forces to apprehend Abimael if 

it knew of his whereabouts is difficult to believe. Simi

larly, the informant whom Oiqa interviewed stated that 



46 

Sendero wished to petition the Council of Ministers for 

permission to take him out of the country for medical treat

ment, and he expected that permission would be granted 

because President Belaunde had an outstanding bounty ear

marked for whoever was able to capture the leader of 

Sendero and did not want to be forced to actually give the 

103 
award. Both these allegations seem absurd. Much more 

credible are the claims that the police were mounting in

creased vigilance of hospitals and medical clinics that held 

104 dialysis equipment, and also dermatological clinics. 

Rumors of his death were quelled by the fact of 

Abimael's "resurfacing" in April of 1983, at the eighth 

congress of Sendero in Lima. To all outward appearances, he 

was in good health and his presence seemed as commanding as 

ever. At this congress, he affirmed the suspicions of his 

illness, but also stated that he v̂ as in good health once 

105 

again. Whatever were the ailments from which he suf

fered, it would appear that the mastermind of Sendero is 

still in command. 

In a mimeographed article released under the aegis of 

the "First Military School" on April 19, 1983, entitled 

"Somos los iniciadores," ° Abimael contends that contem

porary Peruvian society has entered its third main stage, 

that in which the transition from bureaucratic capitalism 

to socialism is indicated. The campaign of Sendero and its 

underlying Marxist-Leninist-Maoist logic will be an object 
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of misunderstanding by the enemies of the revolution; they 

will not be able, however, to simply condemn and dismiss the 

movement of Sendero because of the irresistible historical 

forces lending momentum to their cause. Even the doubters 

will eventually be convinced of the veracity of the socialist 

revolution, however hard the road to conversion is, Abimael 

contends. 

He goes on to say that the generalized understanding of 

what is the third stage of social development is the key to the 

advance of the proletariat and peasantry in Peru. This 

third stage implies the beginning of the seizure of power by 

the people; but it also implies a strong reaction by the 

forces of foreign oppression (formerly that of Spanish 

colonialism, now that of economic oppression by the West) in 

keeping with the past 400 years of oppression. The reaction 

is as inevitable as is its failure. 

Further amplification of Abimael'sthought is given in 

the Senderista publication Nueva Democracia, Year One, 

No. 3-4. It is called a "periodical of information and 

ideas.""'" In the July issue of 1981, Abimael says a great 

deal more, which I will paraphrase here. In contemporary 

Peru, he states, Peruvians live in a rapidly ripening revo

lutionary situation; one which demonstrates that the power

ful bourgeois elements and the "feudal" landowners are 

already incapable of governing as before and that those they 

oppress, spearheaded by the proletariat, do not want to 
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continue living under the conditions that have obtained in 

their lives up to the present time. In the context of this 

situation, the nation as a whole is faced with two equally 

possible but sharply diverging paths: that of democracy, 

and that of bureaucracy. 

The bureaucratic alternative, Abimael continues, is 

that of the exploitative elements--the powerful bourgeois 

and the "feudal landowners" who are primarily the lackeys of 

North American imperialists, and who include in their ranks 

large bankers and large purchasing magnates, seeking to 

preserve their economic domination of the Peruvian nation 

while simultaneously defusing the crises that threaten them 

and halt the advance of the revolution. The primary means 

by which this is to be achieved is through the burgeoning of 

the capitalistic-bureaucratic state, which is partly synon

ymous with the corporate state. This work was commenced 

under the "fascist" government that came to power 

in 1.968--the military government--and whose implementation 

continues under the post-military regimes, which are only 

superficially different from their predecessors, the Velasco 

Alvarado and Morales governments. 

The continuing implementation of these reactionary 

plans, says Abimael, does nothing in reality but accentuate 

the existing, unsupportable situation, which is one of 

appalling hunger and misery for the masses of Peruvians, a 

situation caused by capitalism-bureaucratism to being v/ith. 
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It is precisely this situation, in which the oppressed balk 

at continuing the previous way of life, that constitutes the 

basic substrate for the development of the popular struggle, 

for the incrementing of their revolutionary activity, and 

thus the development of their true, historically pre-destined 

course of action. This course of action consists of pro

gress toward true democracy, toward which the Peruvian 

proletariat will guide the nation as a whole; the vehicle by 

which this will be achieved, in Abimael's mind, is the 

Communist Party (Sendero), which will change the existing 

political order by means of violent revolution, a struggle 

that will be carried from the countryside to the cities, the 

same revolution that will presage the intensive reactivation 

that the campesino movement will undergo as part of the 

growing popular protest that is developing in response to 

the application of the economic and political plans of the 

reactionary government. 

Therefore, Abimael continues, the implementation of 

these plans, far from having gained the objectives that the 

reactionaries have sought, have done nothing other than 

intensify the crisis against which the people of Peru have 

mounted insurgency and fought with ever greater force 

against the imperialist order. That is to say, it has done 

nothing more than ripen the conditions for the "New 

Democratic Revolution" by carrying to the limit the 

oppression and exploitation that weighs on the popular 
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masses of Peru, pushing them in this manner to ever greater 

protest, thus assuring that the conflict between the two 

alternate paths will be defined by armed struggle. Peru is 

a tinderbox. One small flame can set it off. That flame 

will not be long in coming, Abimael asserts. 

Since this is' the situation, Sendero proposes to choose 

between the two paths. The first is to serve corpora-

tization, the structuralization defined by the corporate 

state according to the plans of the reactionary government, 

participating in the electoral processes as part of what the 

reactionary government calls part of its (false) backstop of 

what is really a bourgeois democracy that exists in Peru. 

This bourgeois government extends the social base of fascism 

for the improved application of its plans. 

The second alternative is to serve the development of 

the growing popular protest by initiating the armed struggle 

in Peru, thus opening definitively the only road that will 

lead the Peruvian people to their liberation, sweeping away 

feudalism and smashing imperialist domination, destroying 

the old semifeudal and semicolonial State in order to build 

a State of New Democracy. The first road serves the reac

tion. The second serves the revolution, asserts Guzman. 

The Peruvian people have opted already for the road to 

democracy and that decision is realized day by day in grow

ing struggle, which aims at the rise of the campesino, and 

demonstrates that in the midst of this struggle, the 
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invincible force of the people, their capacity to shake off 

the yoke that weighs on them, accomplishes thus the 

unfinished work of the revolution for democratic-nationalism 

in Peru: the initiation of the armed struggle following the 

glorious road that leads from the campo to the cities. 

One final glimpse into the thought of Abimael Guzman 

can be given here in the form of another mimeo excerpt, this 

one from the book authored by Abimael entitled, 

"Desarrollemos la guerra de guerrillas," (We Unleash the 

10 8 
Guerrilla War), which appeared in March of 1982. This 

will also be paraphrased here. In twenty-one months. 

The Communist Party of Peru (Sendero)--as the Sendero 
calls itself, has initiated and developed forcefully 
the only road which leads to popular and national 
liberation: the armed struggle, the war of guer
rillas which burns victoriously in 2,900 different 
actions that have jarred the entire land, and all 
but four of its departments. It has affected jun
gle, coast and mountainous areas. It has shaken 
city and countryside alike, especially in the east 
of Peru. Its service is primary. And it is thus, 
inasmuch as mountain and countryside are the sus
taining power and habitat of all possible revolu
tionary warfare in Peru, being as it is not soley 
a guerrilla campaign directed by the Party which 
makes the countryside the armed bastion of the Revo
lution. It will isolate the reaction and its impe
rialist masters in the cities where the proletariat 
and the popular masses, burning the soles of the 
reactionaries' bloody paws, principally with armed 
actions as part of the war in the countryside, the 
same center of the reactions' torment, where are 
prepared the conditions for the final assault on 
the cities and the total, complete and full defeat 
of the reactionary order and of the army that sus
tains it. 

This, I believe, is an adequate depiction of Abimael 

Guzman and his philosophy. Before proceeding with an 
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examination of the other leaders in Sendero, a few words 

about the hierarchical structure of Sendero are necessary. 

The upper level of leadership is dichotomized into two sec

tors: one is the operational, "military" sector; the other 

is a sector of "ideologues," who are probably similar in 

function to commissars. 

109 Thus, in Caretas, two separate lists of the 

ideologues and the leaders of Sendero were printed, after 

having been released by Interior Minister Luis Percovich 

Roca. Abimael was placed at the top of both lists, although 

some people believe that Abimael has largely devoted himself 

to being an "ideologue" since the entry into Sendero's ranks 

(in 1980) of Vanguardia Revolucionaria Politico-Militar (the 

Politico-Military Revolutionary Vanguard), and that this 

group's former leader, Julio Cesar Mezzich, has been the 

military commander of Sendero since early 1982. In any 

case, Mezzich is the topic of the next section of this 

chapter. 

Julio Cesar Mezzich Eyzaguirre 

Julio Cesar Mezzich Eyzaguirre was born in Lima in 1947. 

His original vocation was as a medical student. Having 

come from Lima, he was, of course, a product of the urban 

environment; but for many years now, he has been married to 

a peasant woman in Andahuaylas, and lived in her village (an 

example of a widespread practice that has facilitated the 
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learning of Quechua by Senderistas and their acceptance by 

the Peruvian peasantry, incidentally). "̂•'•"'" 

His first entry into left-wing politics was in October 

of 1970, in the Third Congress of the Peasant Confederation 

112 of Peru (CCP). Mezzich was among the group of young 

activists who opposed the pro-Chinese line of Saturnino 

Paredes (of Bandera Roja), all of whom later joined him 

(Mezzich) in his own revolutionary group, Vanguardia 

113 Revolucionaria. 

In 1973, while the Fourth Congress of the Peasant Con

federation was being prepared, Mezzich was organizing the 

Provincial Peasant Federation in Andahuaylas province. A 

little later, in January of 1974, he helped organize the 

first Provincial Assembly there. Peasant mobilizations and 

land takeovers were envisioned as feasible objectives by 

114 

this body. During the Congress of the Peasant Confedera

tion meanwhile, Mezzich was elected as its Sub-Secretary 

General; when the Secretary General was arrested, Mezzich 

took the lead in the Confederation. 

Mezzich further proved his talent for organization and 

charismatic leadership by subsequently recruiting a group of 

students from the Catholic University, aggregated in the 

115 Committee of Students of the Socialist Left--CEDES. The 

members of CEDES served as organizers and instructors for 

the peasantry, and distributed upwards of thirty-thousand 
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leaflets and pamphlets among them. This group became 

Vanguardia Revolucionaria. 

In mid-1974, Mezzich led the renowned seizures of land 

in Andahuaylas. More than twenty thousand peasants were 

mobilized for this effort. The Valasco government was more 

or less helpless to prevent the seizures of sixty-eight of 

lift 
the "fundos" (large land holdings). Thereafter, he 

incited them to withhold payment of land taxes on the occu

pied lands to the government. The government took (for the 

moment) the course of expediency, and recognized the 

seizures in the Act of Toxama and Huancahuacho, a consider-

117 
able victory for the peasants, at least on paper. 

A short time later the Velasco government reneged on 

the agreement and launched a search for Mezzich; the par

allel between his experience at this time and that of Hugo 

Blanco over a decade earlier is interesting, even though the 

two men's ultimate objectives were (and are) not the same. 

Eventually Mezzich was captured. 

Some time later, upon his release, Mezzich, in collabo

ration with Edmundo Murrugarra, Javier Diaz Canseco and Jose 
yC l i f t 

Figari, formed Vanguardia Revolucionaria El Proletario. 

Later, certain changes were made and the name "Comunista" 

was appended to this name, in 1977. By 1980, most of these 

people had abandoned Mezzich, at which time he made a gener

alized call for unity, an appeal that was made to Sendero 



55 

119 Luminoso as well. Abimael Guzman responded and 

Vanguardia Revolucionaria (PC) was annexed by Sendero. 

Now Mezzich appears to be the military chief of 

Sendero, second only to Abimael, the political chief. He 

appears to be personally in charge of operations in the zone 

120 

of Apurimac department as well. The next major person

ality considered will be the previously-mentioned Antonio 

Diaz Martinez. 

Antonio Diaz Martinez 

Martinez was born in Chota in 1933 of upper middle-

class origin. He received his higher education at the 

School of Agriculture at La Molina and graduated from there 

121 in 1957. For the next three years, he worked for the 

Institute of Agrarian Reform. As a functionary of this 

organization, he was sent abroad to Europe and--most 

importantly--to Egypt, where he saw the government of that 

country grapple, successfully, with its own problem of 

122 
agrarian reform by way of radical land redistribution. 

Martinez returned to Peru (in 1964) fully convinced 

that the soon-to-be-passed Law of Agrarian Reform in his own 

country was not nearly radical enough. He said as much in 

123 an interview with Oiqa. Following this, he dropped out 

of sight as far as Oiqa was concerned, taking a chair at the 

University of San Cristobal of Huamanga after resigning from 

the Institute of Agrarian Reform. 
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He taught agrarian engineering there and also soon 

gained the post of Director of Finance in the same period in 

which Abimael Guzman, already teaching philosophy and eco

nomics, had himself gained the post of Director of Person

nel. Their control of these two key posts proved valuable 

to their efforts at proselytizing and politicizing in the 

124 university and surrounding area. 

Martinez reestablished contact with Oiqa in 1970, when 

he sent them a copy of his newly published book, "Ayacucho: 

Hunger and Hope," which has been quoted earlier in this 

paper. The ideology that one senses in reading this book, 

maintains one writer of Oiqa, is distinctly Maoist, and 

/ . . 125 

reflects on Martinez' other, earlier travels m China. 

Martinez travelled to China again in 1977. Two years later, 

he dropped out of sight entirely, months before Sendero 

began its operational phase. He is now reckoned to be third 

in the overall hierarchy of command, and second in the 

political hierarchy. 
Abimael Guzman, Julio Cesar Mezzich, and Antonio Diaz 

Martinez are the three best-known personalities within 

Sendero Luminoso. Other personalities, less prominent and 

about whom less information is available will be treated 

collectively in the next section. It should be noted that 

these are all male individuals. The section following that 

one (and the last of this chapter) will be on the most 

prominent female personalities within Sendero. 
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Assorted Personalities Within Sendero 

Osman Morote is a member of the political sector of 

Sendero. His former occupation was law. His father, Efrain 

Morote Best, was former Rector of the University of San 

Cristobal of Huamanga. 

Victor Quintanilla Huaman is an associate of the top 

command level in Sendero. He is believed to be very close 

127 to Abimael Guzman, himself. 

Hildebrando Perez is a young writer and intellectual 

from Ayacucho department and an alumni of San Cristobal of 

Huamanga. He should not be confused with the poet 

. 12 8 
Hildebrando Perez, who is from San Marcos. 

Dante Casanova is another obscure figure. He is said 

129 
to be seen frequently in the company of Abimael Guzman. 

Ricardo Kawata Makabe is one Senderista director who, 

to judge by his surname and by his appearance in photo

graphs of him which exist, is of Japanese extraction. He 

also was a professor at San Cristobal of Huamanga. He was 

one of the first Senderistas (apparently at any level with

in the organization) to be captured; he was later released 

1 30 for lack of evidence. It is also believed that his 

brother, Luis Kawata Makabe, is another high-ranking direc

tor of Sendero. 

To conclude this section, I have also listed verbatim 

some other names that were given in the previously-mentioned 

list released by Interior Minister Luis Percovich in late 
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October or early November of 1985: Elizabeth "Betty" 

Cardenas; Carlota Tello; Ondina Gonzales; Juan Carlos 

Florian; Nelly Cardenas; Jose Kulich; Augusta de la Torre 

131 (former wife of Abimael Guzman). 

The Women of Sendero 

It is perhaps with a feeling of "paying the devil his 

dues" that one can note the extensive female membership of 

Sendero Luminoso and the important roles which the organi

zation has often assigned to women. Apparently, Abimael 

Guzman consciously has addressed this possibility, for he is 

believed to be the author of the book, "Marxism, Mariategui 

132 and the Women's Movement." The central thesis of the 

work is that women are a product of society (as are all 

individuals) and that their transformation will hasten and 

133 facilitate the transformation of society at large. As 

this work is, of course, one of socialist ideology, the 

socialist transformation is seen as the only road to trans

formation of female citizens. It is crucially important for 

the achievement of these ends, he maintains, to politicize 

. ^ 134 
women m Peru. 

Perhaps the most important female member of Sendero is 

the previously-mentioned Augusta de La Torre, former wife of 

Abimael Guzman. One writer even went so far recently as to 

describe her as the "number two person" in the organization 

as a whole, a remark occasioned by her recent clandestine 
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return from exile in France to visit her ex-husband, who is 

135 once again rumored to be ailing. In any case, La Torre 

and the wife of Antonio Diaz Martinez, Catalina Arianzen, 

were both imprisoned for a time before being released. 

Police sources have surmised that Laura Zambrano, or 

"Camarada Meche," as she is popularly known, was the chief 

of urban operations in Lima until her detention in July 

1 3 fi 

of 1984. During her trial, she "justified" her slaying 

of policemen as "judgments," implying that her actions were 

. . 137 
sanctified by popular mandate. Replacing "Meche" as 
chief of operations in the Lima area was another woman, 

13 8 
Fiorella Montano. Her (Montano's) lieutenant, Juana 

Saavedra Galvez, "Camarada Sata," was captured by police in 

a street gun battle in Lima in February of 1985. 

Many more individuals have become know in the course of 

Senderista operations. Teresa Angelica Cardenas Lopez, or 

"Camarada Techi," a twenty-six year old anthropologist, was 

detained in 1983 in connection with an attack against the 

local headquarters of the Popular Action party. In the same 

year, Sonia Rosa Cordoba, a twenty-two year old peddler, was 

detained for having led the attack on the Bayer plant in 

1 3q Lima. Edith Bello was captured m 1982 and believed to 

f f s 

be a collaborator of Antonio Diaz Martinez. Perhaps most 

interestingly, a young German woman named Renata Hear was 

captured in 1983 in Arequipa; allegedly, she was a 
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geologist. She is one of the very few confirmed 

non-Peruvian members of Sendero. 

There is one other female Senderista who deserves men

tion. Her name was (she is now deceased) Edith Lagos Saenz. 

Her origins were middle-class. Her primary and secondary 

schooling was in the college of Our Lady of Las Mercedes in 

140 Ayacucho, taught by Dominican sisters. Her first taste 

of radical politics was in 1978, when she participated in 

demonstrations at the college that were orchestrated by the 

ultra-leftist Federation of Revolutionary Students; these 

marches paralyzed life in the city and resulted in damages 

141 to various public and private premises. The people with 

whom she participated in this action included students from 

other Ayacuchan colleges, including the College of Applica

tion Huaman Poma De Ayala and the University Federation of 

San Cristobal of Huamanga, both of which were infiltrated by 

142 Sendero Luminoso. 

In 1979, she went to Lima and entered the law program 

at the University of San Martin de Porres. Her mother's 

illness forced her to drop out and return to Ayacucho to run 

the family business. While here, she renewed her initial 

143 contacts with Sendero. She was arrested for possession 

of firearms in 1981 and incarcerated in the Ayacucho prison. 

She was released during the Senderista attack on this 

prison in March of 1982, along with two hundred forty-three 

other prisoners. She probably participated in several 
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actions, notably the dynamiting of a high-tension line 

144 tower in Jacarhuacho on August 20, 1982. 

Perhaps what is most important about Edith Lagos was 

the reaction to her death, which occurred in a gun battle 

with police in September of 1982. A public funeral and wake 

was held for her in the city of Ayacucho. Over 30,000 

people turned out in the city of Ayacucho for this event, 

many of them filing by her casket, which was draped with a 

red flag with the hammer-and-sickle symbol, "_la_ hoz y; el 

martillo." This was perhaps the greatest single outpouring 

of public support for Sendero Luminoso ever. 

This concludes the chapter on the personalities of 

Sendero. The next chapter will present some of the possible 

psychological bases of support for Sendero, as well an 

appraisal of the movement from an anthropological 

perspective. 



CHAPTER V 

PSYCHOLOGICAL AND ANTHROPOLOGICAL 

PERSPECTIVES ON SENDERO 

To use journalistic parlance, this paper has thus far 

covered the "who," the "what," the "when," and the "where" 

of the career of Sendero Luminoso. The one remaining ele

ment, and quite understandably, the most difficult one to 

ascertain, is the "why" of this movement. Why has it 

occurred? There are, of course, many facets to this ques

tion, and diverse possible answers which I will speculate 

upon in the first part of this chapter, causes rooted in 

individual psychology and the motivations of individuals to 

join this movement. 

Another section of this chapter will present an 

appraisal of this movement by a Peruvian anthropologist; 

this second section, it should be noted, is strictly related 

to the campesinos, whereas the first section is non-specific 

as to ethnic or geographical distinctions. 

Motivations to Recruitment 

Certain groups in Peruvian society seem more suscep

tible to recruitment by Sendero than others. Most particu

larly, the groups in question seem to be young people, women, 

62 
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and people of an intellectual or artistic bent. It should 

be obvious that life in Peru for people of these groups is 

not particularly secure, let along bountiful. 

At least one writer associated with Equis X has 

attended large gatherings of Senderistas and noted the large 

number of young people, most of them adolescents, and some 

145 almost young enough to be pre-adolescents. It is, of 

course, axiomatic that young minds are more malleable and 

more easily led. Considering that the majority of Peruvian 

youth is of poor means, with a high probability of unemploy

ment when grown and low prospects for a good education and 

the benefits which follow this education; and considering 

also the inherent libidinous energy of youth, which often 

has much spare time and few legitimate outlets in a nation 

as poor as Peru, it is not surprising that Peruvian youths 

are willing to be harnessed by Sendero. Violent activity 

can be satisfying to those inured to lives of poverty and 

violence, and the more intelligent among them may come to 

actively and consciously believe that the purpose and 

destiny of Sendero Luminoso is to save Peruvian society from 

"decadent capitalism and imperialism." 

Apparently, women can look forward to even less reward

ing lives in Peru than can men, even well-educated women, as 

the case of Edith Lagos Saenz suggests. It is a measure of 

Abimael Guzman's charisma and power of persuasion that he 

has, for all practical purposes at least, managed to sell 
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his followers on the idea of female equality—remarkable in 

a country which shares with the rest of Latin America a 

strong tradition of patriarchy. The prospect of being 

entrusted with great responsibility, even to the extent of 

being granted high leadership status in the organization, 

must be at least subconsciously enticing even to women who 

have more rational, conscious reasons to join. It is 

supremely unfortunate that the untapped potentials of women 

in Peru can sometimes only find an outlet in activities that 

threaten to destroy their society. 

Sendero's appeal to intellectual and artistic people 

has already been seen. It would seem that a type of desper

ation has taken root and grown in Peru that has managed to 

infect even Peru's "intelligentsia." The repudiation of 

violence as a tool for social and political change which has 

generally been associated v;ith liberalism (and even some 

forms of radicalism) in our own country in recent times is 

evidently not as highly esteemed even by liberals in a coun

try with the stark contrasts of poverty and wealth and the 

history of institutionalized exploitation that Peru has. It 

should also be noted that many of the "intelligentsia" who 

have joined Sendero are probably themselves of humble 

origins originally, and many who are not could possibly have 

acquired a callousness toward violence through long resi

dence among campesinos (as Julio Cesar Mezzich Eyzaguirre 

has done). Of course, conflicts in a centralized political 
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system such as Peru's tend to be very intense, and generate 

much violence, as James Payne stated in Latin American 

Politics. 

It is also quite probable that employment opportunities 

and/or financial aid are scarce for students and teachers in 

Peru. In addition to their vicarious, "intellectualized" 

despair over conditions in their own society and their 

desire to do something constructive about them, many intel

lectuals and artists probably face despair over their own 

personal situations. Self-interest, even of the 

"unenlightened" v^ariety, is a completely natural thing even 

among "enlightened" people, however they may choose to deal 

with it. 

An Anthropological Perspective on Sendero 

In early September of 1984, Oiga held an interview with 

Juan Ossio Acuna, an anthropologist who graduated from the 

Catholic University of Lima and did doctoral work at 

146 Oxford. His specialty has been in the study of Peru's 

indigenous communities and the mentality of Andean inhabi

tants. In 1984, he performed a study in conjunction with 

a government-named commission which was formed in order to 

analyze the massacre of a group of journalists in Uchuraccay 

in January of 1983. 

Ossio's primary finding which he related in this inter

view was one contrary to the impassioned belief of Luis E. 
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Valcarcel, articulated in 1928, that the "indigenous 

proletariat," or Andean Indian peasants, were an oppressed 

group whose uprising, a socialistic revolution, was a 

virtual certainty and awaited only its "Lenin" to be 

achieved. The Senderista movement, Ossio believes, is one 

born primarily in an urban context and has drawn most of its 

rural support from campesinos who have had significant con

tact with urban life, whether in the framework of school, 

148 commercial relations, or labor-related activities. 

The neglect of Andean populations by their government 

is what Ossio considers to be the prime cause of violent 

actions such as the massacre of the journalists at 

Uchuraccay, that is to say the cause of the mistrust and 

149 xenophobia which led to this action. Other causes of 

this phenomenon exist, also. Communities which have been 

almost totally closed for long periods were forcefully 

opened as a result of reforms (most notably educational) 

produced during the military regime. Gradually, the trust 

of campesinos in the authenticity and sincerity of these 

reforms was cultivated; but the young campesinos who were 

educated at considerable expense to their parents would 

often find little waiting for them at the other end of the 

^ -. ^. 150 ^^ . educational process--in other words, unemployment. It is 

this frustration of momentarily raised expectations which 

has fueled the propensities toward violence on which 

Sendero has capitalized. 
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The constant fighting in the countryside between 

Sendero and campesinos who do not adhere to the Senderistas' 

cause is, Ossio maintains, proof enough that the 

pre-existing Andean ideology is essentially at odds with 

that of Sendero. Some points of the two ideologies do 

coincide, but these points of coincidence are by no means 

ubiquitous. 

Ossio also believes that, as was said in the previous 

section, support of Sendero is often age-specific, confined 

mainly to young people in Andean communities. This 

generational split is often intentionally exploited by 

o ^ 151 Sendero. 

The Senderista phenomenon is, he continues, one expres

sion of a national malaise that could, at any time, find 

other means of expression. He conjectures that other such 

groups could appear, and in this he is correct. In 1985, 

outbreaks of violence occurred under the aegis of two 

groups which call themselves, respectively, Tupacamaru (not 

to be confused with the Tupac Amaru group of Guillermo 

Lobaton) and Thumalpu. 

Ossio also makes an interesting contention about the 

chief difference between indigenous ideology and that of 

Sendero. Senderismo is a world view which draws a rigid, 

unambiguous line between right and wrong and admits the 

existence of no ambiguity between them, no "gray areas." 

Such dualism is, he contends, uncharacteristic of Andean 
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ideology, which is consonant with an attitude of moral, 

152 cultural and political heterogeneity. The division of 

labor, systems of local government in these communities, and 

land distribution are conducted in such a manner as to con

firm this, he says. 

One coinciding factor in the Andean and Senderista 

mentalities, Ossio continues, is the use, in pictures such 

as the ones painted on the walls of El Fronton (mentioned in 

the section on tactics) by Sendero, of numerical schemes 

that correspond to those often found in Indian ecclesi

astical art. Thus, the pictures in El Fronton show Mao 

flanked by Marx and Lenin, with the flaming figure of 

Abimael Guzman hovering above Mao; this could correspond to 

•ecclesiastical art in churches showing Christ flanked by 

saints, with the flaming figure of the Almighty above him. 

To the campesino mind, such apparently trivial resemblances 

could strike receptive chords. This, I should point out, is 

not explicitly stated by Ossio, but is my own conjecture. 

It is not without parallel. In a similar vein, it has been 

surmised that the Indians of Mexico, once subjugated, 

accepted the imposition of a religion in which a virginal 

figure was prominent because of the resemblance of her robe 

to that of the garb traditionally worn by expectant women in 

their own society, as a tour guide in an old church in San 

Antonio once told me. 
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What Ossio does say in specific regard to this 

similarity of numerical schemes is that the use of four ele

ments by Sendero in the pictures in question is correspon

dent to the division of Cuzco into a lower and upper half; 

or the division, in the old Inca mentality, of the realm of 

153 Tahuantinsuyo into four quarters. 

In closing, Ossio draws a final and crucial difference 

in the Andean attitude and that of Sendero: their atti

tudes toward class warfare. The fluid, "unfixed" nature of 

class structure in Andean communities is such as to make it 

difficult to inculcate the very notion of fixed class, let 

along class antagonism and class warfare. A much more fea

sible notion to foist upon these Indians is that of ethnic 

antagonism; but this is rather self-defeating if the people 

seeking to foster such a notion are themselves white, 

Spanish-speaking, urban people, however good their education 

154 
or however fluent their Quechua may be. 



CHAPTER VI 

CONCLUSIONS 

The ideas propounded in the preceding chapter may seem 

to contradict certain of the earlier points in this work. 

Specifically, Ossio's conviction that Senderista ideology 

is, by and large, incompatible with that of Peru's rural 

inhabitants seemingly runs counter to my own assertion that 

this conflict is in some degree a popular uprising. How

ever, it should also be apparent that some of Ossio's con

tentions serve to "bridge the gap" between the two posi

tions. Although I believe that the Sendero Luminoso move

ment is in some degree a popular uprising, I must, con

versely, state that the movement is in large degree not one 

for which Sendero can hope to indefinitely stand as the con

trolling force or even as the most prominent symbol. When 

one speaks of "movement" in the context I use here, one is 

speaking of the generalized state of violence and unrest in 

Peru as a whole. This is a point which Ossio also makes. 

The crucial point to be grasped in comparing the two 

previously elucidated points is that there is an insurrec

tional movement in Peru, with a large sector of its par

ticipants either living in the campo, or at least a product 

of that environment. It is inaccurate to say this popular 

70 
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unrest will end with the killing of every last member of 

Sendero or with Abimael Guzman (or some other Sendero lead

er) sitting in the Presidential Palace in Lima. The move

ment of Abimael Guzman has chosen to go into action at a 

propitious time in Peruvian history, in such a manner that 

it serves as the seismograph of popular unrest although 

advertising itself as the mover of the earth itself, to use a 

metaphor. 

As I previously stated in the last chapter, the "will 

of the mob" in Peru might turn against Sendero, and is per

haps already doing so. Sendero's popularity may have been 

great in the past, but as indicated previously, is perhaps 

leveling off now; hence its call for aid from the inter

national terrorist network at the 1985 Paris meeting. 

The appearance of other guerrilla movements tends to 

reinforce the idea that a large, profound "movement" is 

indeed occurring in Peru, but that Sendero cannot channel 

all of this random activity for its own purposes. It is 

even plausible that some of this "revolutionary fervor" 

cannot even be confined to the left side of the political 

spectrum, let alone the far left; violence is endemic in 

Peru, whether it is committed by the police against Sendero, 

by villagers in Uchuraccay against journalists (for I 

believe they instigated that particular event) or by street 

urchins in Lima. More legitimate impulses toward reform 

exist, as in the growing solidarity of the moderate 
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left—both APRA and IU--and the military right seems less 

hostile toward this sector than before the 1968 Revolution; 

it has, for example, not deposed APRA President Alan Garcia. 

Sendero, by its secrecy, tampering with the media and 

its destructive violence, has managed to link itself thus 

far with the widespread consciousness that there is a great 

popular movement afoot in Peru, and managed to appear as the 

guiding force behind this movement. 

A revolution may indeed occur in Peru, but I doubt that 

Abimael Guzman will ever sit in the Presidential Palace. 

Even assuming the consummation of such a revolution, and 

even assuming that Sendero still stands as a potent and 

popular symbol of such a revolution, it does not follow that 

it would not perforce share power with other groups and 

individuals, nor does it follow that Sendero could not then 

fall from grace with the Peruvian people. I, myself, still 

hope that the moderate left can effectively take the 

revolutionary helm and guide it to a safe haven. 

It is by now rather an old maxim that revolutions can

not be imposed from above. Be that as it may, I would add 

that revolutions cannot be imposed by a small, narrow 

sector from below, either. 
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