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[. INTRODUCTION

From July 19-31, six members of the Panamanijan Legislative Assembly participated in a training
visit to the United States under the auspices of the Consortium for Legislative Development.
This training activity was coordinated by The Center for Democracy. Training components were
designed and implemented by Florida International University, the University at Albany, State
University of New York’s Center for Legislative Development and The Center for Democracy.
Four elected members of the Assemibly participated in this program: H.L Aurelio Alba, First
Vice President of the Assembly, H.L. Domi Luis Montenegro, Chairman of the Public Works
Commission, H.L. Alberto Cigarruista, Member of the Assembly, H.L. Lufs Benjamin Rosas,
Member of the Assembly, and two staff members, Lic. Rubén Arosemena, Secretary General
of the Assembly, and Licda. Estela Koyner, Executive Assistant to the Secretary General.

It is important to note that the Panamanians were accompanied during their study visit by a
delegation of three legislators and two staff members from the National Assembly of Nicaragua.
The Panamanians were joined in Albany and Cincinnati by a larger delegation of twelve
legislators and staff from the Brazilian Federal Congress and state legislatures. The Panamanian
delegation made site visits to Florida Inteinational University’s North Miami and Tamiami
Campuses, to the State Capitals in Tallahassee and Albany, to the offices of the Center for
Legislative Development located on the campus of the State University of New York at Albany.
They also attended the annual meeting of the National Conference of State Legislators in
Cincinnati, OH and finished with a visit to Washington D.C. organized by The Center for
Democracy. A detailed description of the implementation of this program can be found in
Section IV of this report.

II. STANDARD EVALUATION USING PROGRAM INDICATORS

The study visit is a key component of the Consortium’s Panama iegislative development project
(financed under Cooperative Agreement No. LAC 0770-A-00-0034-00, Modification No. 4).
The Panama Legislative Assembly has formed a multipartisan Legislative Development
Committee to work with the Consortium in designing and implementing program activities under
the buy-in project. Deputies and staff from this committee were targeted for training during this
program in aspects of legislative development from a comparative perspective through site visits
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to legislatures and academic briefings. A major goal of the training visit was to promote a shared
philosophy of legislative development and effective working relationships among the members
and staff of the Legislative Development Committee. The joint visit with the Nicaraguan
Legislative Development Committee was intended to encourage comparative analysis, reinforce
regional networking and maximize AID resources.

The fellowing analysis measures the esfectivencss and impact of this program activity undertaken
on behalf of the Legislative Development Committee of the Panamanian Legislative Assembly.
The Center for Democracy has used the Evaluation Criteria developed by the Consortium for
Legislative Development in cooperation with AID pursuant to Cooperative Agreement No. LAC
0770-A-00-C034-00 (See Attachment B). The Center has identified the most pertinent Categories,
Otjectives and Indicators (listed in bold) that can be applied to qualitatively and quantitatively
analyze the impact of this program activity. Outputs and events specifically correlating to these
evaluation criteria ar. listed in italics below the selected categories.

Category #2
Promoting a Regional Emphasis

A. PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

¢ To Strengthen Legislature’s Identity through Training, Networking and Identification on
a Regional Basis to Ease Isolation

By simultaneously participating in this training event with the Nicaraguan delegation, the
Panamanian participants had numerous opportunities to exchange information, discuss
problems and share concerns about specific arcas related to their respective legislative
development processes. In addition, the site visits provided workshops and information
Sessions with appropriate members of the Florida and New York State Legislatures. By
meeting with counterpars in these state legislatures, the delegarion was able to broaden
their legislative network in the United States while simultaneously strengthening ties
previously established through ATELCA and the Encounters of Legislative Presidents to
memoers ¢f Nicaragua’s National Assembly.

¢ To Improve the Professional Competence of Individual Legislators and their Staff
through Conferences, Workshops and Study Tours

During the course of the study tour the Panamanian delegation participated in numerous
sessions focusing on issues related to their general duties in the Legislative Assembly and
overall legislative development. Legislators and staff alike Jrom the State Legislatures
of New York and Florida as well as other legislators and staff at the NCSL Conference
and the U.S. Congress presented explanations of budger development, bill drafting and



-3 -

legislative information systems, specifically highiighting computer applications for such
processes. Each session addressed the duties and responsibilities of individual legisiators
and staff while emphasizing their interrelations. A more detailed description of specific
evenis pertaining to this objective can be found in Section IV of rhis report.

¢ To Identify and Document the Status of Legislative Institutions in the Region and
Recommend Improvements/Needs

Needs assessments were conducted by the Consortium in Pan+ma which resulted in the
formation of the Legislative Development Committee, ariong other benefits. The
recommendations laid down by the needs assessment team have been incorporated into
the Development Committee agenda which provide a common point of reference for
establishing a framework within which the Consortium and the Legislative Assembly are
able 1o focus training and technical/commodities assistance.

B. PROGRAM INDICATORS

¢ Number and Diversity of Countries’ Legislators and Staff Participating in Project-
Supported Activities of Regional Organizations (e.g., Percent of Women Participating)

The multipartisan Panamanian delegation consisted of four members of the Legislative
Assembly and rwo staff members, the Secretary General of the Assembly and his
Executive Assistant. Aside from their party differences (1 MOLIRENA, 1 Partido Liberal
Auwténtico, 1 Arnulfista, 1 Partido Demécrata Cristiano), the members represent a wide
range of committee membership and political factions and constituze a well rounded
delegation. Although Licda. Koyner was the only woman represented in the delegation,
she interacted with several female counterparts during each phase of the study tour.

4 Number and Type of External Networks and Linkages Developed Between Legislatures
and other institutions (Especially other Legislatures) both Within and Outside the Country

Participating jointly in the study tour, the Panamanian and Nicaraguan delegations were
given the opportunity to solidify existing relationships between themselves while forging
new ones with members and staff in two state legiclatures. The participants were joined
in Albany, NY by a third delegation of welve legislators and staff from the Brazilian
Federal Congress and Brazilian state legislatures, affording the Panamanians another
opportunity to exchange ideas, concerns, and solutions to legislative problems. The
Brazilian delegation’s visit was coordinated by ANDAL, a professional staff organization
similar to Central America’s ATELCA.

In visiting the State legislaiures of Florida and New York, the participants met with over
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two dozen state legislators and staff who volunteered to assist the Nicaraguans in their
legislative development efforts.  Staff members from the visiting delegations received
valuable reference materials and examples of legislative tools used in both states to
Jacilirate the bill drafting and tracking processes. The National Conference of State
Legislators was an extremely valuable opportunity for the Panamanians to interac: with
state legislators and staff from all fifty states as well as over 10 foreign countries. They
also had the chance 1o meet individually with the NCSL Executive Committece members
and develop the basis for more extensive interactions with this organization as a whole.
In this sense the conference provided highly focused access to the most important state
legislative network in the United States.

During the visit to Washington, D.C. the Panamanian delegation hud the opportunity to
meet with two members of the U.S. Congress, Senator John Breaux (D-Louisiana) and
Congressman Dennis Hertel (D-Michigan). Senator Breaux is actively involved in U.S.
affairs concerning Panama in his position as chair of the Senate Merchant Marine &
Fisheries Sub-Commirtee and member of the Armed Services Committee. He and tlie
Panamanian participants discussed the future of the Panama Canal and the U.S. military
bases there scheduled to close in the next several years during the time he shared with
us.

Similarly, Congressman Hertel, who serves on the House Armed Services Committee and
Merchant Marine and Fisheries Sub-Committee, was eager to share his views on the
United States’ post invasion policy in Panama and listened to the concerns expressed by
his Panamanian peers. These two sessions established an important link between the
delegates and members of Congress who are in tune with issues relevant to their region.

C. PROGRAM OUTPUTS

¢ Provide Training, Networking and Identity to Legislatures as a group to ease isolation
(i.e., a regional emphasis) and to Provide an Array of Opportunities such as Conferences
and Workshops on a Regional Basis to Improve the Professional Competence of both
Individual Legislators and their Staff

During the course of the two week-long study tour the delegates attended over thirty
training sessions, demonstrations and presentations addressing various aspects of the
legislative process. At F.1.U. the program focused on recent legislative trends in the
United States and how they may affect our political relationship with Central American
nations.

In Tallahassee there were tv.o presentations which dealt with the organization of the State
Assembly and the relationships between members, staff and lobbyists. Another discussion
JSocused on bill drafting while the rest were related to computer applications to legislative
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casks and the information systems used to link the Capitol with district offices and other
digital sources of information. In addition, the Clerk of the House demonstrated the new
electronic voting system used in the assembly.

In Albany the participants visited the State Capitol and the Center for Legisiative
Development. The Center program emphasized ongoing legislative development in the
Panamanian Assembly while there were 8 training sessions, presentations and discussions
at the Capitol similar in format 10 those in Tallahassee though presented from a different
legislative standpoint. One session dealt with bill drafting, four others addressed the
general organization of the Assembly and three more Jocused on the technical aspects of
the legislarive process.

The Panamanian and Nicaraguan delegations participated equally in these sessions,
comrasting their own experiences with whar they had heard and expressing other
questions and concerns with other perticipants and hosts. In this way, the Panamanians
developed a better understanding of the Nicaraguan state of legislative deelopment, and
vice versa, which reinforced a sense of regional identity in discussing these issues with
their American counterparts.
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Category #3
Developing Internal Capabilities

A. PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

4 To Provide an Array of Opportunities to Improve the Professional Competence of both
Legislators and their Staff

The meetings and training sessions in Tallahassee and Albany, especially, addressed
numerous practical aspects of the legislative process, among them the ways in which
professional staff members assist legislators in researching, drafting, revising and
tracking pieces of legislation. Delegates compared the non-partisan professional staff,
which assists all members of the Florida Assembly regardless of party affiliation, with the
partisan staff employed by members of the New York Assembly. In each case the
participants wiinessed first hand many of the information and communication tools which
members and staff alike rely upon every day in serving the people of their state.

Throughout the study tour, participants observed the interdependency berween staff and
members. They were shown the practical side of the legislative process while witnessing
the intrinsic fearures that have kept the Assemblies of Florida and New York functioning
as professional institutions.

The Washington, D.C. portion of the study tour further emphasized member-staff
relations, primarily through the eyes of the non-partisan staff members serving various
congressional committees and departments.  Fractical aspects of the day to day
legislative workload were not ignored, however, and the Panamanian participants
attended two sessions dealing with congressional organization and administration and
observed a sub-committee mark-up session in which bills are amended line by line.

¢ To Develop Among Legislators and Staff an Awareness of the Legislature as an
Institution and Increase their Personal Identification with it

In Tallahassee and Albany, delegates participated in several discussions on the role of
the legislature as it relates to other branches of government. The interaction between the
legislature and the execurive was brought up repeatedly during the sessions at the
prompting of the delegates. They cited their history of military dictatorships as a key

Jactor in the execurive’s ability to dominate the political arena throughout their history.

Through discussions with legislators and clerks from these assemblies, participants were
presented a broad vision of the identity and role of the legislature as an institution and
how it might, should, or does coexist with the executive and judicial branches in

balancing political power.
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At the Center for Legislative Development, each delegation participated in a presentation
and subsequent discussion on "The Role of the Legislature in Contemporary Democratic
Societies and the Importance of Legislative Institution Building. " This session, presented
by Dr. Abdo Baaklini of the Center, helped both delegations redefine and clarify the
objectives of their respective Legislative Development Committees and set forth a fresh
course on which they can continue to implement developmental measures. The
Panamanians and Nicaraguans met separately with Dr. Baaklini concerning this issue to
more effectively address the specific needs of their particular assembly.  These
discussions substantively focused the delegates’ experiences during the visit and
contributed significantly to the primary program goal of promoting a shared philosophy
of legislative development among the members and staff of the Legislative Development
Committee.

Ar the NCSL Conference in Cincinnati the Panamanians had a chance to talk with
members and staff of numerous U.S. state legislatures about their individual institutions,
the problems they have faced and solved, and the mechanisms used in doing so. These
representatives of various state legislatures provided an accurate model of the their
legislature as an established institution, a model JSfrom which the participants and their
colleagues in the Panamanian Legislative Development Committee will be able to select
the features best suited for 1eir own legislative needs.

¢ To Create a Structure of Decision Making Within the Legislature with the Primary
Function of Continuous Evaluation of Legislative Needs, Marshalling Necessary Resources
(Including the Development of Legal and Programmatic Instruments) to Meet those Needs

During the visits to Tallahassee and Albany, the internal organization and structure of
the assemblies were outlined t0 give the delegates a clear idea of the duties,
responsibilities and powers of the clerk, the speaker, committee chairs and members. In
both cases, the Clerk of the House stressed that each state has its own unique design,
and that none is necessarily better than another, rather the design and organization of
the legislature should cater to the individual needs and characteristics of the legislature
rather than conforming to a set model.

The Clerks explained the way the legislatures presently function and the mechanisms that
were employed in their own legislative development process. Due to the stability and
longevity of both these institutions, there are no Legislative Development Committees, per
se, in place to monitor the legislatures’ changing needs. However, the Clerks discussed
the various ways their legislatures’ needs are addressed and how the participants might
do so in their own assemblies in the Jfuture withour the existence of a Development
Committee by redirecting all or part of these responsibilities to other permanent
committees.

The site visits to the U.S. Congress in Washington, D.C. offered further insight into the



-8 =

ways in which an institution as large as Congress is able to continuously assess itself and
implement necessary changes to accommodate newly arising challenges. One session
there focused at length on the appropriations made by Congress to Congress to deal with
such needs. The best organ:zational models for the Panamanians, however, are used
upon various siate legislatures as their size, both with regard to members and buuyets,
corresponds berter to the Panamanian Legislative Assembly.

B. PROGRAM ICATOR

¢ Number of Legislative Development Committees Created by Legislatures and Scope of
Work (Other Instruments could be Counted as well); Percent of Legislators Actively
Attending and Participating in Committee’s Meetings; Number and Type of Legislative
Development Plans Adopted by the Legislatures/CLD.

Pursuans to the scope of work outlined in Cooperative Agreement # LAC 0770-A-00-0034-
00, Modification No 4 and the Memorandum of Understanding signed by the Legislative
Assembly and the Consortium, a Legislative Development Committees has been formed
within the Legislative Assembly of Panama. Four of the six elected members of the
Legislative Development Committee and two of four professional staff members
participated in the siudy visit.

C. PROGRAM QUTPUTS

¢ Enhance Legislators’ Capacity to Work Together

Although it is difficult to measure directly, an event such as this study tour brings
legislative members and staff together in an atmosphere removed Jrom their normal daily
work. Spending time together allowed the program participants to strengthen personal
bonds and enrich their understanding and respect of one another. In this way, the study
tour will undeubtedly enhance the ability of the participants to work together to achieve
common institutional goals.

More importantly, the members of each delegation now share a common experience and
philosophy of legislative development which has given them the chance to examine the
role of the legislature in a democracy. They all have a more “‘early defined idea oy their
role as a special, multipartisan committee dedicated to strenyihening their legislature as
an institution. Sharing a common vision aind working toward skared institutional goals
should magnify the effectiveness of their efforts and foster the development process.
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III. ~ ANALYSIS OF PARTICIPANT EVALUATIONS

The first section deals with evaluations of the Miami and Tallahassee portions of the study tour.
The second part assesses the evaluations completed from the SUNY/Albany portion and the third
and fourth sections provide analyses of the evaluations of the NCSL Conference and the
Washington, D.C./Center for Democracy sponsored program. Individual evaluations submitted
by study tour participants can be found in Attachment C of this report.

SECTION A. FLORIDA INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY AND THE FLORIDA
STATE LEGISLATURE IN TALLAHASSEE

In response to the first question concerning the overall organization of the Florida portion of the
study tour, four participants felt it was 'excellent’, five answered 'very goad’ and two responded
with 'good’. The second question asked the participants how they rated the presentaions,
meetings and discussions. Five of the delegates responded with ’excellent, five with *very good’
and one with 'good’. The next question about the quality of the technical agenda received four
‘excellent’ responses, four 'ery good’ responses and three "good’ responses.

Question four asked the participants if the technical agenda had satisfied their expectations.
Every one of the ten responses received was 'yes’. Question five, which asked if this type of
event, i.e. the study tour, is beneficial to the legislative institution and the country of the
participants, was answered positively by everyone as well. The following are excerpts from
additional comments written in response to this question (translated from Spanish):

"(The study tour) has greatly augmented the legislative capacity of members and staff,
alike. "

"The presentations and informative sessions provided during the tour will be extremely
useful”

"(The study tour) has suggested ideas about how to attack the problems which we are
Suffering from in my country. "

"(The study tour) has helped in broadening our knowledge.... indispensable at this
moment in the case of Nicaragua”

"Positive "
Question six asked the participants if they felt that events such as the study tour should continue

to be held and why. Again, all the participants answered "yes’ and many added comments, some
which I have included below.



-10-

"...because in Nicaragua we are living through a democratic transition in which the
legislature plays a role of primary imporrance. "

"I believe that it ought to be divided i to two groups. one group composed on  the
administrative personnel of the assen v, who should .-+ 5:v2n seminars on retr: ind
codification of laws, and the organiza.ion of the assembiy and the other group c. ing

solely of legislators, who should attend poiitical, economic and budgetary sem: -s."
"It ought 10 be realized in two different ways, which are legislative and administranve. "

The second two remarks above appear to indicate a feeling among some of the participants that
legislators and legislative staff might benefit from following two distinct program agendas during
activities such es this, one highlighting the administrative and organizational aspects of the
legislature and the other addressing issues directly related to the legislators. If such a
recommendation was implemented, it would be important to overlap the programs in certain
areas in order to expose each side to the issues of the other. Aside from that recommendation,
it appears that the participants found the F.I.U. and Tallahassee portions of the study tour very
informative and valuable.

SECTION B. NEW YORK STATE LEGISLATURE AND THE CENTER FOR
LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENT, STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW
YORK AT ALBANY

Only evaluations from the Panamanian participants have been obtained and included in this
analysis. Participants were asked to respond to statements on this evaluation with a number
from one to five, one indicating a strong sense of agreement with the statement and five
indicating a strong sense of disagreement. Half the delegates were in complete agreement that,
"The presentations were clear and concise," while the other half rated the statement with a two,
indicating less emphatic agreement. All but one agreed strongly that, "The general concepts are
pertinent to my work in the legislature," and that, "The specific suggestions will be usetul in my
work.” Four delegates strongly agreed to the following statements while two agreed less
emphatically:

"The visual materials and others used were substantial,”

"The sessions were organized in a logical fashion, "

"The facilities were appropriate for the program activities. "

"The Center for Legislative Development staff were attentive to your needs. "

Below is a sample of some additional comments made by the Panamanian participants at the end
of the evaluation:
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"We are very appreciative and the experience will be shared with other legislators in our
Legislative Assembly in Panama. "

"1 feel that the meetings should be a little more organized, since time was regularly lost
before starting. "

"The session with Dr. Baaklini was very useful. More time should be scheduled to
address these issues. "

"Free afternoons should be scheduled to allow participants to rest and: familiarize
themselves with the various cities and their astractions. "

These reactions suggest various improvements to the study tour experience as a whole. The
separate sessions with Dr. Baaklini concerning past, current and future legislative development
for both delegations generated very positive comments from the participants. Many of them
seemed to benefit greatly from this experience and were eager to expand on the issues addressed
by Dr. Baaklini.

SECTION C. THE ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE
OF STATE LEGISLATURES

The Panamanian participants attended the NCSL Conference in Cincinnati, OH from July 25-28.
Similar to the evaluation from the Albany, NY portion of the study tour, participants were asked
to rate their agreement or disagreement with the statements based on a number form one to five.
The following summary is based upon the three completed evaluations which we received.

Two agreed strongly and one moderately that, "The Conference was organized in a professional
manner and offered a lot to each participant." All three concurred somewhat that, "The program
of the conference was pertinent to my job as a legislator,” and that, "There was ample
opportunity to discuss and exchange ideas with other legislators attending the conference."
Responses were mixed to the statement that "The sessions focused on issues relevant to
legislative development in my country." One member agreed moderately, another neither agreed
nor disagreed and the third strongly disagreed. Similarly, two disagreed that "The conference
and hotel facilities were high quality and provided good service to the participants," whilc one
agreed strongly. Finally, all agreed to some extent "...that this type of event is beneficial to the
,] and country which I represent." In the space designated for additional comments one
participant added that there was insufficient social contact at the conference, however,
considering the numerous social activities held, we find this hard to understand.

SECTION D. THE CENTER FOR DEMOCRACY AND PROGRAM ACTIVITIES
SCHEDULED WITH THE UNITED STATES CONGRESS.
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As in previous sections, the three participants who completed the evaluations expressed their
agreement or disagreement with statements by indicating a number from one to five. All three
agreed that, "The program was well organized and offered ample opportunities to obtain a clear
vision of how the United States Congress functions," and, "The Center staff was responstbie and
efficient in implementing the activities." Similarly, all moderately agreed that, "The  were
ample opportunities to discuss and exchange ideas with legislators and technical/admini: ative
staff in the U.S. Congress."

In response to, "The sessions focused on issues relevant to legisiative development in my
country,” one participant indicated agreement, another neither agreed nor disagreed and the third
disagreed with the statement. Finally, everyone agreed to the final three items which stated that
they had “established personal relationships which will be useful in the future concerning
legislative development,” that "The hotel I stayed in provided clean rooms and quality service,"
and that "I feel that such events are beneficial to my legislative institution."

One Panamanian participant added at the end of the evaluation that the Washington, D.C.
portion of the study tour was "a magnificent opportunity in accordance with the objectives of
the trip, however, there was insufficient time to take full advantage of the opportunities
available."”

After reviewing the evaluations from Cincinnati and Washington, D.C., we see a recurring
indication that the participants felt a greater need to directly adcress legiclative development
issues. This seems aopropriate since the d. egations were primar:;y comg.::sed of members of
the Panamanian Legislative Development Committee.

Overall the responses to the study tour were positive. The participants seemed to have benefitted
from the experience in a variety of ways and most expressed intentions of sharing their ideas and
experiences from the trip with other members of the assembly.
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IV. CHRONOLOGICAL PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION REPORT

The following report was submitted by Center for Democracy Executive Assistant, Peter Walter.
Mr. Walter accompanied the delegation throughout the study visit to facilitate the logistical
implementation of this program activity. '

Sun ly 1

After arriving in Miami around noon, I checked into the Park Central Hotel and rested. Later
in the day Joanna Rivela of Florida International University (F.I.U.) picked me up at the hotel
and we drove to the airport where we were met in the international arrival area by Gerald Reed
and his assistant, Enrique Carrillo. The Nicaraguan delvgation was the first to arrive, without
Dr. Carlos Siles Levy, however. We were informed by his colleagues that he had been in
Miami over the weekend visiting family and would join us the following day. Once the
Panamanian delegation arrived and passed through customs, we formally welcomed both
delegations and moved them and their baggage onto the bus F.I.U. had rented. On the way to
the Park Central Gerald briefed them on the first two stops of the study tour while I followed
behind in his car.

Upon arrival at the Park Central Hotel, all delegates were quickly checked into their rooms and
the rooms paid for. Some of the Nicaraguans had dinner plans with friends in the Miami area,
so the Panamanian delegation (including Sra. Aurelio Alba) and I walked around the beach area
before stopping at a restaurant for dinner. After finishing we returned to the hotel for the
evening.

Monday, July 20

I'arrived at Miami Airport at 5:45 a.m. to greet Lic. Luis Sdnchez Sancho, First Vice-President
of the National Congress of Nicaragua who was scheduled to arrive on a 6:00 a.m. flight from
Peru. After waiting there until 7:30 a.m. with no sign of Lic. Sdnchez, I returned to the hotel
to check everyone out. Soon after we were met by Gerald and Joanna and driven to F.I.U.'s
North Campus where we were given a brief tour of the offices of the Dean of the School of
Public Affairs and Services before moving into a conference room for a welcome and orientation
session of events scheduled through Tallahassee. During this time Dean Allan Rosenbaum of
F.I.U. discussed some current items of interest in the American legislative process.

On a national level, he talked abcut the unusually large turnover in Congress this year, due in
part to the redistricting process which takes place every ten years. He also held accountable the
check-bouncing scandal which has shaken voter confidence of Congress in the past year. On
a state level, he highlighted budgetary discord as one of the major challenges facing legislative
bodies, emphasizing that unlike the U.S. Congress, most state’s require balanced budgets every
year.
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Dean Rosenbaum discussed some historical facts which led to the structuring of the Federal
Budget, Authorizing and Appropriations Committees of the U.S. Congress and how they work
together in dealing with national budgetary issues. In addition he talked about the various ways
a bill may be introduced into Congress and the iniportance of having sponsors for a bill in both
the House of Representatives and the Senate. Commenting on how the executive branch works
with members of Congress in modifying existing bills or introducing new legislation, he
emphasized that the latter must be done with the aid of a member of Congress. Throughout the
presentation he stressed tha: the study tour was designed as a forum for exchanging ideas and
a base from which the Cor.sortiumi for Legislative Development would continue to assess the
legislative needs of the assemblies in both countries.

After a short break, the chairperson of each departm .t comprising the School of Public Affairs
and Services gave a brief description of their respective programs. Questions were asked
throughout the session about matters such as the origin of the recent freeze on U.S. foreign aid
to Nicaragua: Was the decision made in Congress or had it been a measure taken by the State
Department? A long response vielded the answer that it had been an initiative of Sen. Helms
which Congress had passed. Dr. Salas of the Criminal Justice Department was asked about the
future role of military force in Central America in combatting the flow of narco-trafficking and
responded that he felt that this responsibility, among others, could be handled by a civil guard
or police force rather than an organized army.

The School of Public Affairs and Services provided a catered lunch for both delegations, after
which we went as a group to the South Campus of F.I.U. where Dr. Mark Rosenberg gave a
presentation on the political and economic future of Central America relative to the United States
and the rest of the world. At this point Dr. Siles joined up with the group and participated in
the ensuing discussion. Dr. Rosenberg’s presentation compared Central America’s past and
present trade relations with other developing nations, highlighting the impact of Japan’s recent
cmergence a world trading power on these trends. He stressed the importance of improving
education on a national level and recognizing the areas of commerce and economic growth most
promising for the future. In addition, he discussed the worldwide trend of forming trade-blocks
and where Central America fits into the big picture as trade barriers begin to lift in the wesiern
hemisphere.

This presentation was of great interest to members of both delegations. They were impressed,
[ think, not only by Dr. Rosenberg’s ability to speak Spanish, but by his extensive knowledge
of their region of the world. One member of the delegation asked a question which was
repeated by others at various stages throughout the trip: Would the election of a Democratic
president be beneficial or detrimental to the future of Central America? While Dr. Rosenberg
answered from a trade standpoint, others throughout the tour would provide different
perspectives to this very important question.

From there the bus took us to the airport where we checked in for our flight to Tallahassee.
Alleviating concerns about his whereabouts, we were met at the gate by Lic. Sdnchez. Due to
poor weather, however, our flight was delayed almost four hours so we had dinner as a group
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in the airport hotel’s restaurant. The flight eventually got off the ground and we arrived in
Tallahassee where another bus was waiting to take us to the Sheraton Hotel. Located S minutes
(walking) from the State Capitol, this sitc proved to be ideal during the next two days of
meetings and events there.

Tuesday, July 21

The day began with a walk to the State Capitol where we were greeted by John Phelps, Clerk
of the Florida House of Representatives. After a brief tow or his staff offices we were escorted
into the House Chamber and seated in the chairs the members sit in while in session. John gave
a presentation explaining the organization of the Florida House, outlining the duties of the Clerk,
the Speaker, other staff and their relationship with the members. He explained the
responsibilities of various committees, how their members are appointed and the rules that
govern their conduct. He described the path of a bill as it moves from its point of origin
through the necessary channels and eventually to the House floor for 2 vote.

In response to some of the questions asked, he examined other rules that guide the conduct of
the House. Finally, he gave a demonstration of the sophisticated electronic voting system used
in the Florida House and how members can use touch sensitive monitors to access legislative
information from their seat on the floor. This session was very interesting, especially to Rubén
Arosemena, the Clerk of the Assembly in Panama, his assistant, Estela, and their counterpart
from Nicaragua, Carlos Siles, because it presented the Hous. [Tom the perspective of the Clerk
and focused on their responsibilities.

After a brief walking tour of the Speaker’s office, the group listened to a discussion on the bill
drafting process given by Jim Lowe, Director of Bill Drafting in the Florida House. He spoke
about his staff and their non-partisan support of all members, and went on to give a
demonstration on how computer networks have dramatically facilitated the entire drafting and
tracking process.

We walked to the Sign of the Tree, a restaurant frequented by members of the Florida House
and Senate while in sessicn, and had lunch before returning to the House Chamber for a
presentation by Sam Bell, a former long time mermnber of the House who had served in almost
every capacity except Speaker. Since his retirement from the House, he has been actively
involved as a lobbyist in the Florida legislature. Using this experience as background, he
discussed the role of a lobbyist, emphasizing the need for them to be advisers on issues outside
of a legislator’s field of expertise and stressing their need to uphold a high degree of integrity
and to present both sides of an issue to legislators regardless of their own position on an issue.

Among the questions fielded by Mr. Bel! were concerns about excessive campaign contributions
from lobbying groups, relationships between legislators and those lobbying on behalf of the
executive branch and most importantly, measures which the young legislative bodies of Panama
and Nicaragua need to take to regulate the lobbying process. Mr. Bell emphasized the need to
register any paid lobbyist, to set and monitor spending limits for these activities and to develop



-16~-

a rigid code of ethics to govern the process. He also mentioned the role the press has recently
come to play as a counterbalance in exposing unknown sides of issues not brought out in the
legislative process.

Next on the afternoon’s agenda was a tour of the Capitol’s computing facilities led by Anna
Mattson.  She cited many examples of their applications in the legislative process and
emphasized the professional yet non-partisan status of her staff concerning any issue, regardless
of their personal slant. She specifically demonstrated various applications of IBM computer
technology in the budgetary process, contrasting it with the MacIntosh equipment used for
presentation and publishing needs. Finally, a member of her staff gave brief demonstration of
intra and inter-office communication using electronic mail.

After this session we returned together to the hotel and rested before boarding the bus to
Wakulia Springs Lodge and Conference Center. Located above the largest underground fresh-
water source in the world, this beautiful park was brought alive by our tour guide as he pointed
out the unique wildlife along the hour long boat ride. Upon returning to the lodge, we had a
good dinner followed by pleasant return to Tallahassee. I think everyone enjoyed the trip very
much, myself included.

Wednesday, July 22

The group started the morning in the office of Bill Leary of the Committee on Natural
Resources. His presentation centered around the work of committee staff members in
preparation for hearings. One important example, he explained, are the summaries written of
each bill that passes through a comm’.tee that allow legislators to digest the bill’s content at a
glance. Mr. Leary explained how each committee’s staff is divided into two areas: one focusing
on substantive analyses of bills and the cther on fiscal analyses. He continued detailing the
duties of the committee staff, placing repeated emphasis on their professional yet non-partisan
status.

Later in the morning we met with Becky Miller of the Legislative Information Division and she
presented a summary of how bills are categorized and later tracked as they pass through
legislative channels. She talked at length about how changes made to legislation are entered into
the system as they occur, thus keeping it up to date in ’real time.’ The Florida system is
capable of cross-referencing legislation by topic, sponsor, companion bills and a number of other
indices.

We then proceeded to a presentation on statutory codification given by Linda Jessen, Director
of the Statutory Revision Division. This was primarily a visual demonstration of how past
legislation can be quickly retrieved for research and other purposes using computer databases.

Following this meeting we ate lunch in the cafeteria located in the basement of the Capitol. At
the request of Carlos Siles, Ms. Jessen sent down the 1990 and 1991 volumes of all statutes
passed in the state of Florida for him to add to his reference materials.
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After lunch we went to the final presentation of the day by Dick Langley and his staff in the
Division of Systems and Data Processing. He spoke at length about the rapid changes in the
legislature’s communication and computing systems which have taker. place in the last five years.
Coaracterizing a member’s district office in 1987 as a desk with a typewriter and 2 telephone,
he explained how all 160 district offices in the state have since been equipped with at least one
personal computer and a modem which provides a digital link to the Capi'ol. He also went
through the ways he and his staff work to handle technical problems that arise, how journals and
oiher publications are printed by his office, and how the system is set up to link into other
government databases while remaining accessible to outside users on a subscription basis.

After finishing his presentation, Mr. Langley escorted us to the offics of the Hon. Lawton
Chiles, Governor of Florida, where we had an opportunity to exchange greetings and brief him
on the objectives of the study tour while posing for a few pictures. This session was kept short
and we returned to the hotel before checking out and boarding the bus for the airport.

Our flight to Albany appeared to be going according to schedule, however after boarding the
plane, we were informed of a delay due to bad weather over our connecting city, Atlanta. Due
to several more delays in both Tallahassee and Atlanta, we didn’t arrive in Albany until well
after 2:00 a.m. and were finally in our rooms by 3:00 a.m. [ had phoned Charlie Dawson from
Atlanta requesting that we postpone the morning’s program to allow the delegates extra time to
rest. He assured me that we would adjust the schedule accordingly tc accommodate them and
later left a message that we would begin with a short welcome session at The Center for
Legislative Development late in the morning followed by the previously scheduled program.

Wednesday, July 23

While the delegates rested, I went with Charlie Dawson and J orge Bela to pick up two vans we
had rented for the ~lbany portion of the study tour. After returning to the hotel I rounded
cveryone up and followed Staff Assistant Betsy Campisi to The Center for Lesislative
Development located on the campus of SUNY at Albany.

The original schedule had called for Dr. Abdo Baaklini and Dr. Dawson to give a presentation
on "The Role of the Legislature in Contemporary Democratic Societies and the Importance of
Legislative Institution Building" during the morning. Since the Brazilian delegation had arrived
on time the previous night, they were given the presentation as scheduled. Dr. Baaklini,
however, requested that thc Nicaraguan delegation reinain at the Center for a working lunch
where he could give them ths presentation. I went with the Panamanian and Brazilian
delegations to the Rockefeller Plaza in downtown Albany and had lunch at the Sign of the Tree.

Following lunch, our group rejoined the Nicaraguan delegation inside the New York State
Assembly Chamber where Francine Misasi, Clerk of the Assembly, talked about her duties to
the people of the state and the members of the Assembly. She then gave the floor to Rep.
Ronald Canestrari who spoke about various legislative issues. Of special interest to the
Panamanian and Nicaraguans delegations was the requirement that each member j7un for office
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every two years. Rep. Canestrari’s opinion was that this stipulation is counterproductive since
every member has to leave the capitol and return to their district to campaign, permitting less
time for the assembly to devote to policy making.

Unlike the Florida legislature which has an Appropriations Committee to deal with the fisc..: side
of bills, the state of New York has a Ways and Means Committee which bears the add::ional
burden of drawing up the calendar for the Assembly. Another contrast to the Florida system
was illustrated as Rep. Canestrari discussed the role of the Speaker on a normal day in - ssion.
Speakers in both states are empowered to appoint committee chairs and members. Florida’s
speaker is almost always present when the House is in session while New York’s is rarely on
nand. In his place presides either the President Pro-Tem or another designated member of the
Assembly. There are many other differences between comparable positions in every state
legislature, however, the ones I mentioned here were discussed in some length in response to
the i:terest of the delegates.

We left the Capitol together and drove to a reception hosted by University President, H. Pairick
Swygert, at the University’s Art Gallery. After dropping the delegates off, I went to the hotel
to meet up with Charlie and Lic. Lufs Sdnchez. Together, we to the airport and before leaving
him at the gate, I thanked him for participating in the study tour and said goodbye before
returning to the reception.

The reception was pleasant and gave the delegates an opportunity to meet some important
university faculty members tied in with the Ceater for Legislative Development. Upon leaving
the reception we were separated from Charlie who had the Nicaraguans in his car, so they went
directly to Charlie’s house while the Panamanians, Brazilians, Jorge Bela and myself returned
to the hotel to change clothes. Within a half hour we were back in the vans and on the way to
Charlie’s house. There we enjoyed a wonderful dinner, barbecue cooked specially by Carlos
Siles, and some of the best weather we’d had since the beginning of the tour.

Friday, July 24

Upon arrival at the Capitol, we began the day with a tour of the Senate chamber hosted by '
Stephen Sloan, Secretary of the New York Senate. He spoke briefly about his role and duties
as Secretary and fielded numerous questions on the same topic.

From there w# proceeded to the Assembly’s office automation and data processing center where
director, Dor: Mari'la, and John Swashko, Secretary to the Speaker of the Assembly,
demonstrated a wide variety ot computer applications ranging from bill summaries and calendar
displays to electronic mail and other administrative uses.

After this meeting we walked together through a quaint section of Albany on the way to the
Rockefeller Institute where the Brazilian delegation, Abdo Baaklini and Charlie Dawson joined
us for lunch. Frank Thompson, Associate Provost and Dean of the Rockefeller College, and the
Institute’s Deputy Director, Frank Maurc, hosted the luncheon and welcomed the delegates to
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the Institute. After briefly describing the Institute’s work, he turned the floor over to Abdo
Baaklini who proceeded to present each delegate with an award of accomplishment.

Once the luncheon ended, Abdo the Panamanian delegation to remain at the Institute so he could
deliver his presentation on the role of the modern legislature and the process of legislative
development. Since this was the first chance I had to listen to this presentation, I will give a
brief synopsis here.

He began by encouraging the Panamanian delegation with the news that the zssessment team had
been very impressed with their progress thusfar considering the short period of time in which
they have worked and ranked their rapid progress among the top of the 50 or 60 legislatures he
has studied. Amidst their achievements, however, he stressed that they forge ahead with new
programs and not rest on their laurels. In beginning the formal portion of the presentation, he
labeled the legislature as the 'shock absorber’ of a democratic nation often taking the blame
from the public and the press for lack of national direction.

He talked about the role of the legislature in the budgetary process; it’s increasing importance
in the future anc the current problems facing many legislatures. The Panamanians expressed
a desire to meet with members of the international financial community concerning legislative
budgetary issues. In the past representatives of these organizations have worked mostly with the
executive branch rather than with the legislators themselves. I later learned that a similar
request had been made by the Nicaraguans.

In closing, he emphasized that the goal of the Consortium for Legislative Development was to
"...Create the fishermen, not the fish." In other words, we are working so that they not only
know how to continue developing their legislative, but more importantly, that they be able to
independently analyze, assess and act on future needs as they continue down the long road to
legislative effectiveness and stability.

After leaving the Rockefeller Institute, we walked back to the Capitol for a meeting with David
Keiper, Commissioner of the New York State Legislative Bill Drafting Commission. He spoke
about the work of he and his staff in drafting all legislation for members of both chambers. In
passing, he mentioned how the advent of computer technology has enabled his staff to almost
double their legislative output without increasing staff size. After some extensive questions and
answers, I left with the Nicaraguans and Betsy Campisi, making a quick stop in a local mall
before picking up their luggage at the hotel and taking them to the airport. Once they were
checked in for their flights, I returned to the Sheraton, and thus ended the programmatic portion
of our stay in Albany.

Later that evening I departed with the 5 members of the Panamanian delegation and a guest from
Brazil for New York City (Sr. and Sra. Alba opted to stay and enjoy Albany on their own).

Saturday, July 25
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We spent the better part of the day sightseeing in Manhattan, taking a bus tour which culminated
in a ferry ride to Liberty Island. A handful of us waited to climb the stairs to the top of the
Statue of Liberty while the others returned to the city to shop. Early in the evening we left the
city and arriveud back in Albany before midnight.

Sunday, July 2

We left for the airport very early to catch our flicht to Cincinnati. A host of NCSL volunteers
greeted us upon arrival and guided us to the baggage area and the NCSL welcome reception area
where buses were waiting to take us to the Clarion hotel.

Due to hotel policy, however, we were unable to check into our rooms until 3:00 pm. I
registered everyone and settled the bill before we went to eat lunch. After a long lunch, we
went together to the convention center across the street and registered for the conference. There
we met Klare Rosenfeld and Rachel Baye, who went over a few details and let us know where
they could be reached in case we needed anything. We walked a while through the exposition
located in the convention center before returning to the hotel to get our room keys and rest
before the evening reception.

The opening reception for international delegates was a very nice event and a wonderful
opportunity for these delegations to meet one another and discuss common items of interest. In
addition to the Panamanians, participants from Japan, Brazil, Canada, Germany, Russia, Taiwan
and several other countries attended the reception. Afterwards the Panamanians went off on
their own, but not before I could brief them on the following day’s events.

Monday, July 27

We began the day with a breakfast specially reserved for international delegates. Much like the
reception of the previous evening, this was a chance for these delegates to interact before the
conference fully kicked in. Each delegation was individually welcomed and recognized during
the breakfast while some of the NCSL Executive Committee members were introduced and
spoke a few words of welcome.

Once breakfast had finished, we made our way up to the main assembly room for the official
opening plenary. Vice President of the United States, Dan Quayle delivered the keynote address
to a crowd of more than five thousand state legislators. staff and other conference participants,
commenting on the legislative changes taking place in Washington during this election year and
highlighting some of the problems facing both the federal and state legislatures. He spcke at
length about the domestic achievements of the current administration and sketched the agenda
for the next four years betore lashing out at their democratic opponent, Bill Clinton. His
address was generally well received and it seems that his presence at the conference impressed
highly upon the Panamanians and the other international delegates.

After the opening session ended, I explained the afternoon’s options to the participants and we
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divided temporarily. I should note here that the night before we had met a conference volunteer,
Roman, who is a native Spanish speaker and a teacher in Cincinnati. During the course of the
stay in Cincinnati he was of great help to me in escorting part of the group when some wanted
to go in one direction and the rest in the other direction. During this afternoon Roman went
with a few of the Panamanians to do some exploring, Sr. Montenegro took the afternoon tour
of Wright-Patterson Air Force, and I escortea Rubén Arosemena and Estela Koyner to a session
on 'Strategic Planning and Problem Solving’ designed to help legislative staff deal with a wide
variety of modern legislative problems. While a few interesting and applicable topics were
discussed, the session was generally vague and we didn’t stay for the duration.

After returning to the hotel we rested a little before it was time to meet the buses in front of the
hotel for the short drive to Sawyer Point. There we enjoyed good food and drink on the banks
of the Ohio River and were treated to a concert featuring the Temptations and the Four Tops.
The Panamanians and I joined the Brazilian delegation, Charlie Dawson and Allan Rosenbaum
for dinner and found a large table close to the stage where we could sit and enjoy the concert.
It was a beautiful evening and everyone had a very pleasant time.

Tuesday, July 28

After eating breakfast in the Clarion Hotel, the Panamanians and I went to the convention center
for a lengthy and very substantive meeting covering a wide range of legislative topics. Don
Schneider, Secretary of the Wisconsin Senate, opened the meeting with a brief presentation on
the organization of the Wisconsin Senate and it’s interaction with other state government entities.
Several of the delegates asked questions and shared relevant experiences of their own.
Following this portion of the meeting, Don introduced Arturo Perez, a legislative analyst from
Colorado, who spoke on legislative research and bill tracking. Glen Newkirk, Director of
Legislative Automation Systems in the North Carolina Assembly, and Ron Snell, Director of
Fiscal Matters in the Colorado Assembly, gave a joint presentation on legislative computer
applications to budget processes, data storage and retrieval, statutory codification, bill drafting
and communications.

The computer images on the screen ware projected onto the wall, making it easy for all to follow
during the presentation. Again, many questions were raised from the Panamanian legislative
viewpoint and it seemed the session was informative and applicable to the delegates’ needs.
After a short break we met and walked back to the main plenary hall for a luncheon attended
by the majority of the conference participants. The NCSL Executive Committee relayed a few
bits of news to its members and visiting guests before introducing the keynote speaker for the
luncheon, Ms. Barbara Jordan, formerly of the Texas State Legislature. Ms. Jordan delivered
a very convicting message about the state of the nation and the increased demands placed upon
state governments without a corresponding increase in federal funding. On a lighter note she
touched on her difference of opinion with the Bush Administration and talked at length about this
election year and its implications on the changing political climate in America. The
Panamanians enjoyed her enlightening speech which addressed issues of concern here and abroad
in a witty fashion.
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We went directly from lunch to the Westin Hotel where the NCSL Executive Committee had
invited us to attend an individual welcome session by its members. In his private Suite,
President Bud Burke and the other Executive Committee members hosted a small receptic and
presented gifts to the Panamanian delegation. The Panamanians thanked them for the i tion
to participate in the conference and posed for pictures with the group. It wis a good oppe  nity
to meet one on one with the committee members and made the delegation feel espucially
welcome.

We left their suiie and returned to the hotel before preparing for our final event ¢ the
conference. The Leader’s Reception was held in the elegant ballroom of the Omni Hotel in
downtown Cincinnati. Restored to its original grandeur, this art-deco style building offered an
excellent setting for the reception whose theme matched the cultural era of the architecture. We
were greeted at the door by young women dressed in the siyles of the thirties, pinning carnations
on each guest before sending them toward the bouncers. Keeping with the Speak Easy theme,
there were men dressed as gangsters pretending to rough people up as they passed through the
doors leading in to the ballroom. Once inside, we discovered extravagant buffets offering a
variety of foods, several bars, and a 12 piece orchestra playing big band favorites of the era.
Some of us took advantage of the dancing others mingled with the crowd and simply enjoyed
themselves. Afterwards there were a variety of parties sponsored by private companies, one
which we went to. Finally I returned to the hotel to get ready for the morning’s departure.

Wednesday, July 29

I met the Panamanian delegates in the hotel lobby and after checking out we boarded a bus to
the airport for our flight to Washington, D.C. Upon arrival in Washington, Caleb McCarry and
two Center for Democracy interns, Cindy Phillips and Justine LeRose, greeted us and helped
with our bags. We loaded our baggage into the two waiting vehicles and drove to the Center’s
offices located in downtown Washington. Center President Allen Weinstein welcomed us at the
door and gave the delegation a tour of the offices and a summary of the Center’s recent
legislative development work in Central America. We all sat down in the conference room for
a lunch meeting and Caleb reviewed the content of the Washington program. Afterwards we
drove the delegates to the St. James Hotel and checked them into their suites. Cindy and I
returned to the Center and I later went back home to change and rest.

Cindy, Kristi Bessette and I returned to the St. James about an hour later and Cindy took
everyone but Ruben shopping in Georgetown. Kristi and I went with Ruben to a variety of
music stores in search of some specific things. An hour or so later the three of us rejoined the
others and made our way to the Washington Harbor for a late dinner. I had to leave early, but
Kristi and Cindy stayed with the group and drove them to the hotel ziter dinner.

Thursday, July 30

The day began with a meeting with Arthur Rynearson, Senior Counsel in the Senate Office of
Legislative Counsel. His presentation (in Spanish) offered an overview of the legislative process
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within the context of the United States Senate Committee system and touched on the role of their
non-partisan, professional office in the legislative process.

Following that we walked up to the Capitol for a meeting with professional staff members of the
Senate Foreign Relations and House Foreign Affairs Committees to discuss their staff structures,
functions and responsibilities as well as other issues relevant to public policy in the region.

Next we visited Congressman Dennis Hertel’s office (D-Michigan) where a member of his staff
explained the organization and daily operation of a member’s office. When she finished we
were shown into the Congressman’s office and he welcomed us and fizlded questions on policy
issues and his opinion of the American presidential race.

After eating lunch in the House member’s cafeteria we proceeded to the Sub-Committee on
International Development of the House Banking, Finance & Urban Affairs Committee where
John Schafer, a staffer in Representative Gerry Studds’ office (D-Massachusetts) explained the
process of "marking up’ a bill before we went into the Committes session. The mark up of a
bill is done when it has been heard in a committee and is in the amendment process. Committee
members may propose line by line additions or deletions to the bill and subsequently vote on
each proposed change before proceeding. Due to time shortages we were unable to observe as
much of the mark up session as originally planned, but it was very interesting to witness both
for myself and the Panamanians.

Our next stop was the office of Senator John Breaux (D-Louisiana) where we were joined by
Larry Harrington. Larry assisted in introducing the delegation and Senator Breaux opened on
a casual note by recounting his past visits Panama and the purpose of the visits. Having
attended Tulane University and married a native Louisianan, Sr. Alba and the Senator chatted
about the state of Louisiana and the current challenges facing it. The Senator then answered a
handful of questions about the presidential election and it’s potential impact on the future of the
United States and Panama alike. Finally the delegates posed for a few pictures with the Senator
before thanking him for his time and input before we left and drove the Panamanians hack to
the St. James.

During the evening a few members of the delegation went to the National Zoo with Caleb
McCarry, Kristi Bessette and other Center staff for a 'Sunset Serenade’. The others opted to
shop instead, so escorted them for a few hours before leaving them at the hotel for the night.

Friday, July 31

The first event of the day took us to the House side of the Capitol for a meeting with Donnald
Anderson, Clerk of the House of Representatives. He spent a few minutes discussing his
responsibilities as Clerk and gave a tour of his office before leading us down to the House
Chamber. After another short tour there, he demonstrated the electronic voting system used in
the House of Representatives. Since the House was about to convene, we sat in the visitor
observation area and watched the first fifteen minutes of the proceedings.
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Due to a change in his schedule, we were unable to meet with Walter Stewart, Secretdary of the
Senate. Instead, we spent an extra half hour with his Assistant, Ms. Jeri Thompson and the
Finance Clerk of the Senate, Stuart Balderson, who led us to the Lyndon Baines Johnson Room
located on the Senate side of the Capitol for our meeting. Ms. Thompson opened with a broad
summary of the administrative and organizational structure of the Senate and fielded several
questions concerning these, especially from Rubén Arosemena and Estela Koyner, her
counterparts in the Legislative Assembly of Panama.

She raised the issue of the civil service status of non-partisan professional staff as opposed to
the unprotected status of the partisan staff, for exaraple, which serve individual members in their
offices. Adding to her comments on this issue, Stuart Balderson, Finance Clerk of the Senate,
explained the system from his viewpoint as Finance Clerk. Once this discussion was finished
we went together to the Senate members’ dining room and had a lovely buffet lunch hosted by
Ms. Thomson. Over lunch she continued her discussion with Estela Koyner about professional
staff networks within the U.S. Senate.

Unfortunately lunch ran a little late so we missed the first portion of the next meeting which was
set up with Dario Ferreira and Sandra A. Sawicki of the Law Division of the Hispanic Law
Library to discuss the Library of Congress’ database of Latin American legislation. Their
schedules were unable to accommodate us once we arrived late, so we sat down with Evelyn
Howard, a Public Affairs Specialist for the Congressional Research Service, and listened to a
description of the Law Library of the Library of Congress before taking a brief tour of the
facilities.

Following this we left Capitol Hill and headed for the U.S. State Department and the Agency
for International Development. During the next hour and a half the Panarnanian delegation,
Caleb McCarry, his assistant Kristi and I sat with Ambassador James Michel, Assistant
Administrator for Latin America and the Caribbean (A.LD.), and Mr. John Maisto, Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Central America and Panama (Dept. of State) and half a dozen State
Department and A.I.D officers to discuss the study visit, and in general terms, the Consortium’s
legislative development project with the Legislative Assembly. This meeting, conducted in
Spanish, was of tremendous value to the delegation in that they had a chance to meet some of
the people responsible for administering U.S. development policy toward their country.
Furthermore we feel it was important for them to get a firsthand feel for the State Department
and A.L.D.’s position on issues of concern to others from their assembly. The meeting went
very well and T was barely able to get them to leave, as they were deeply engaged in
conversation afterwards with John Maisto.

Once we did leave, I returned to the St. James to drop everybody off and returned home. After
an hour I drove back to the hotel, picked them up and we went to Caleb’ house for a barbecue.
It was a wonderful dinner, complete with Latin music and homemade guacamole. Later in the
evening I returned to the hotel and reminded the delegates about their early flight the next
morning before saying good night.
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Saturday, August 1

Cindy and I split the hotel shuttle duties, she taking the majority of the delegation to National
Airport while I escorted Sr. and Sra. Alba to Dulles Airport for their flight. Everyone arrived
back safely, and thus concluded this study tour.
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INTRODUCTION

This report summrrizes the results of a one-day meeting conducted by the Consortium for
Legislative Development (CLD) at the offices of the Center for Democracy in Washington,
D.C., on Thursday, April 30. The meeting was convened to achieve consensus on a set of
evaluatiou criteria by which the progress of core and buy-in activities implemented under
Cooperative Agreement LAC-0770-A-00-0034-00 can be qualitatively and quantitatively
measured in the short term. Ten individuals associated with the Consortium for Legislative
Development, the Center tor Democracy, and the Agency for International Development were
present ana participated in the meeting; the james and institutional affiliations of the
participants are shown in Appendix A. This meeting was structured in accordance with the
Automated Decision Conferencing approach to decision making (see Appendix B) applying
both computer technology and group discussion in the development of consensually derived
evaluation factors - indicators and objectives.

During the course of the day, meeting participants proposed a large number of functional
areas for the CLD and organized these into five categories:

The Role of the CLD;

Promoting a Regional Emphasis;

Developing Internal Capabilities;

Strengthening the Legislature’s Role in Government; and

The Legislature and Society.
Pairs of participants worked as small teams to draft a brief summary of each category.
Considerable time was devoted to identifying possible indicators of performance for the five
categories of objectives; seven to twelve indicators were suggested for each category. All
indicators were considered with respect to such concerns as feasibility, cost, and validity. For
each category of objectives, participants fully agreed on a "short list" of indicators that they
believed would provide for the best measurement of overall project performance and progress.
These indicaturs, as well as the statements of objectives, for each of the five categories are
provided on the following pages.
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Category #1
The Role of the CLD

The Consortium for Legislative Development (CLD) was formed to create join: organization
that can provide effective short-term and medium-term assistance to legislatures in Latin
America and the Caribbean to strengthen their institutional capacity to be an effective
participant in democratic governance within an open politica! system. The CLD provides the
management structure and resources to prioritize, plan, coordinate and implement this
assistance.

OBJECTIVES:

To provide effective technical assistance to legislative bodies in Latin Amer;-a and the
Caribbean

To prioritize, plan, and coordinate activities to strengthen LAC legislatures institutional
capacity to be effective participants in democratic governance within an open political
system

To develop an internal management organization to effectively and efficiently perform
the overall legislative strengthening objectives of the Consortium

INDICATORS:

Number of legislatures requesting external short-term assistance through AID; percent
of requests where responses were received

Number of legislators investing internal and external resources, making commitments to
develop bilaterai assistance projects

Number of AID nussions that say they use CLD needs assessment reports in program
planning

Timeliness and responsiveness of assistance from the CLD

Number of deliverables delivered (e.g., needs assessments)

OUTPUTS:

Create a joint organization that can provide effective assistance to legislative bodies in Latin
America and the Caribbean

Create an institution with the capability for short-term and medium-term response for
legislative assistanca

Create a mechanism for program prioritization, planning, and administrative coordination

Facilitate the management of the project
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Category #2
Promoting a Regional Emphasis

The project fosters linkages between legislatures to promote the exchange of information and
ideas in the region; to ease isolation by creiting networks among democratically constituted
legislatures, to broaden the vision of legislatures concerning their role in society, to be better
infrrmed in the execution of legislative actions, 2nd to provide a common, regional contex:
for U.S. government-funded assistance to legislatures.

OBJECTIVES:

To strengthen legislatures’ identification with each other through training and networking on a
regional basis to ease isolation

To improve the professional competence of individual legislators and their staff through
regional conferences, workshops and study tours

To identify and document the comparative status of legislative institutions in the region and
recommend improvements/needs

INDICATORS:

Number of regional contacts initiated by legislaiors or staff: percent of contacts where
responses were received by contact initiators

Amount of resources (time, infrastructure, money) invested by legislatures in regional
activities

Number and diversity of countries’ legislators and staff participating in project-supported
activities of regional organizations (e.g., percent of women participating)

Number and type of external networks and linkages developed between legislatures and other
institutions (especially other legislatures) both within and outride the country

Number of requests for follow-on activities due to regional meetings

Number of independent initiatives/activities due to regional meetings

Expansion of support from other donors

OUTPUTS:

Provide training, networking, and identity to legislatures as a group to case isolation (i.e., a
regional emphasis)

Provide an array of opportunities such as conferences and workshops on a regional basis to
improve the professional competence of both individual legislators and their staff

Provide AID missions in the field with a plan for action that informs those in charge of the
present conditions of legislative institutions in the region, including diagnosis of
institutional needs



Category #3
Developing Internal Capabilities

By strengthening the internal capabilities of a legislature to reach agreement and improve
cooperation, the project seeks to advance institutional awareness, develop individual
competencies, and increasc the legislature’s permanent ability to diagnose and meet its needs.

OBJECTIVES:

To provide an array of opportunities to improve the professional competence of both
legislators and their staff

To develop among legislators and statf an awareness of the legislature as institution and
increase their personal identification with it

To provide the legislature with information and support capabilities to allow discussion of
public policies for the purpose of arriving at agreements within the legislative body

To create a structure of decision making within the legislature with the primary function of
continuous evaluation of legislative needs, marshalling necessary resources (including
the development of legal and programmatic instruments) to meet those needs

To create a capability within the cooperating country to generate, disseminate, and reproduce
knowledge relevant to legislators, their work, and their needs

INDICATORS:

Number of actions taken by legislatures independently to complement and facilitate program
objectives (e.g., hiring library staff, acquiring technology, etc.)

Development of appropriate literatures relevant to training and technical assistance inside the
countries

Development of appropriate programs relevant to training and technical assistance inside the
countries

Number of legislative development committees created by legislatures and scope of work
(other instruments could be counted, as well); percent of legislators actively attending
and participating in committees’ meetings; number and type of legislative development

plans adopted by the legislatures/CLD

Number and type of training and technical activities from legislative development plans
conducted by the legislatures/CLD

Increase in the number of protessional legislative staff

Increase in the number of bills formally and completely analyzed and reported

OUTPUTS:
Improve the functioning of the legislative body as an organization and social system
Euhance legislators’ capacity to work together



Category #4
Strengthening the Legislature’s Role in Government

The project has a primary goal the strengthening of the legislature’s institutional capability to
be a more active participant in the national policy making process, through such activities as
improving its accountability and oversight role.

OBJECTIVES:

To increase the institutional capacity of the legislature to carry out its constitutionally-
mandated duties and functions through activities

To provide the legislature with information and support capabilities to allow discussion of
public policies for the purpcse of arriving at agreements between the legislature and
the executive

To provide workshop activities aimed at strengthening the decision-making abilities of the
legislative body through open discussion and consensus-building activities

INDICATORS:

Number of bills written by members of the legislatures rather than by executive branch

Frequency of meetings between high-ranking executive officials and legislators; increase in
formal appearances of executive officials in the legislative processes (both plenaries
and committees)

Increase in amount of legislative oversight activity (e.g., number of oversight relations such
as fiscal/budgetary explored between the legislatures and GAOs—participation of
GAOs in budget tracking activities)

Amount of time spent on budget deliberations and debates

OUTPUTS:

Strengthen the legislature with respect to the other branches of government
Improved accountability and oversight role of the legislature

Strengthen the role of the legislature in national policy-making processes
Enhanced legislators’ capacity to work together



Category #5
The Legislature and Society

Strengthening the legislature to be an open, representative and accountable institution, capable
of formulating, debating, influencing and shaping national public policy and insuring that
major political actors represented in the legislature and society at large view the process as
fair and have the capability and opportunity to participate in the democratic process.

OBJECTIVES:

To help legislatures be more responsive to constituents and other institutions

To facilitate the legislature’s abilities to openly debate issues with the goal of influencing and
shaping national public policy

To encourage and support the active participation in debate and policy formulation of ail
members of the legislature regardless of political party

To provide discrete support activities designed to strengthen external view of the legislative
body as fair, accountable and representative of societies’ concerns

INDICATORS:

Number and type of issues of national concern on legislative agendas for deliberations and
debates; number and type of instances in which the legislatures take action on a public
policy issue

Of all issues identified in the media as important, the percent and type that are on legislative
agendas

Numiber of requests from local leaders to legislators to intercede on behalf of municipalities
(e.g., to secure resources)

Increased plurality representation (e.g., number and type of political parties and organized
groups with access to and representation in the legislatures)

OUTPUTS:

Enhance the democratic qualities of the legislative body as a governing irsitution in society

Enhance legitimacy of legislatures and their leaders as conducting an open and fair legislative
process

Enhance legislative capacity to address long-term needs as opposed to short-term needs

Indirectly strengthen the roles of the political parties
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APPENDIX B

Automated Decision Conferencing

. Automated Decision Conf rencing (ADC) is = pew approack to .
orgamzationai decision making. Itis a process that helps executives reach practical
solutions to major organizauonai problems. ADC reljes upon state-oi-the-art

techniques in both the use of computer technology and group processes. The

process takes into consideration both the expertise and experience of conference
parucipants, as well as thejr goals and values.

Decision Techtronics Group (DTG) has applied the ADC approach 10 a
wide variety of problems inciuding resource allocations (e.g. budgeting), choices
among alternanve possibilities or proposals (e.g. site selection), and organizatonai
poiicy formuiation {e.g. establishing performance standards). DTG brings execurive
decision makers togetner tor an intensive Wwo-day conrference. At the end,

Stage 1: Structuring the Problem

Conferences are typically held in 2 specially designed conference room where
the executive team is seated at a large table. In front of the room are several white
boards. A starf member, using a variety of group process techniques, helps the
particivan's begin to strucrure their problem on the white boards by having them .
identity ail relevant information pertinent to the decision, e.g., alternative courses of
action ard criteria to evainare these options are fully sketched out. On the left side
ot the room is a microcomputer. Here another statf memper keys inu_) the computer

the various elements of the strucrure a5 they are developed on the white boards.

documg:m thar. describes the group’s decision and recounts how it emerged. This
report is prepared after the decision conference by DTG statf.

after the conference,
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Tvpicaily, the process of initiaily strucruring the problem takes severai hours.
Specific procedures used by the faciiitator introduce unusual ways of thiniding and
allow key issues and priorities 1g surface and be ciarified. The faciiitator empioys
group process skills to productively manage the resulting conrlicts and tensions and
WOTKS 10 keep the process moving etficiently. To model the problem, the group's
vaiues are represented numerically with respect to the various elements ldenume: 2
the problem structure. The facilitator provides a variety of methods to make this

numerical representation sensible. Additional contlict and clarification may emerge
as contlicting values become explicit.

Stage 2: Modeling the Problem

While the problem is being fully modeled on the white boards, it is
simuitaneously modeled in the computer. The implications of alternative solurions
can be immediately projected from the microcomputer to a Jarge viewing screen.
This is often a dramatic moment which brings all the detailed work of the grouptoa
coherent focus. Immediately the question is raised: "What is wrong with the
displayed analyvtical solution?” In answer, individuals may suggest that cerrain shifts

Il organizanonal priorities must be made if other alternarives are preterred or that

Stage 3: Refining the Solution

By the end of the first corference day the group usuaily has a sense of
considerable accomplishment. However between the time they leave the
conference room and rerurn the next morning, participants frequently have
identified 2 number of concerns, These ofte include important variables that were
forgotten. questions about priorities that are vet to be resolved, and key

uncertainties in the decision environment. The second conference day focuses on
such concerns.

within a more cohesive executive team: the purpose is to make a decision that will
be implemented. For this reason tha model can now be adapted to these additionai
expressions of concern. The group is asked to look for omissions, challenge
assumptions, express criticisms and ask "what if” questions. This process usually
takes place in an open climate and often results in creative insights and new ideas.

The computer becomes a useful servant, allowing the group to quickly explore
varlous 1ssues and ccacerns of legitimarion.

A report is then produced which provides detailed documentation of the
conference and summarizes the rationale of the decision.
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3]



CoNSORTIUM FOR LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENT

Consorcio PARA EL DESARROLLO LeGisLaTivo @ CONSORCIO PARA O DESENVOLVIMENTO LEGISLATIVO

The Center for Democracy
10T 15th St NW

Suite 505

Washington. O C 20005

1202) 429-9141

:202) 293-1768 (FAX)

Prot Allen Weinstein
Consortium Chairman

Mr Caleb McCarry
Consortium Coorainator
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2rogram Manager
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State University of New York
Graaguate School of Public Atairs
Center for Legisiative Development
121 Milne Hail
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1518) 442-5710 (FAX)

Prot Abdo Baaxhni
Consortium Principal

Dr Chartes Dawson
Program Manager

¢ CONSORTIUM POUR LE DEVELOPPEMENT LEGISLATIF

Program for
Study Visit of U.S. Legislatures
July 19 - July 31, 1992
(Tentative: meetings times may vary in final schedule)

Sunday, July 19

Arrive Miami - from Nicaragua 5:33 p.m., from Panama 5:40 p.m.
Delegates will be met by Peter Walter of The Center for Democracy and
Florida Internauonal University officials and escorted to:

Park Central Hotel
640 Ocean Drive
Miami Beach, FL
(305)538-1611
(305)534-7520 fax

Monday, July 20

School for Public Affairs and Services on the North Campus of the Florida
International University

8:30 a.m. Orientation presentation on the organization of United States
legislative bodies.

Question and answer/discussion period.
Luncheon hosted by the School for Public Affairs and Services

Tour and overview of the School for Public Affairs and Services
and the resources available to assist legislatures in strengthening
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their public policy initiatives

Discuss possibie futre public policy Yctivities.

Depart Miami - 6:30 p.m.. arrive Tallahassee 7:25 p.m.

Tuesday, July 21

9:00 a.m.

10:00-10:30 a.m.

10:45-12:00 p.m.

12:00-1:15 p.m.

1:15-2:15 p.m.

2:30-4:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

Dinner

Wednesday, July 22

Taly 19, 1992

Sheraton Hotel

101 South Adams
Tallahassee, FL. 32302
(904)224-5000
(904)224-5000 ext. 7111

Brief introduction to the Florida Legisiature (House Chamber) - John
Phelps, Clerk of the Hcuse

- Procedure - Organization
- Overview of automation - Membership

Tour of Clerk’s offices

Bill drafting in the Florida Legisiature - Jim Lowe, Director, House Bill
Drafting Office

Lunch - to be announced

Committee Automation Appiications - Bill Leary, Staff Director,
Committee on Natural Resources (Room 224 House Office Building)

Computer Applications in the Appropriations Process - Anna Mattson
(Room 221 Capitol)

Return to Hotel

To be announced
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DRAFT

9:00-9:45 a.m. The Role of the Lobbyist - Sam Bell
9:45 a.m. Walk to Pepper Building

10:00-11:00 a.m. Legislation Information System - Becky Miller. Legisiative Information
Division

11:00-12:00 p.m. Statutory Codification - Linda Jessen, Director, Statutory Revision

Division
12:00 p.m. Lunch - to be announced
1:30-3:30 p.m. Briefing by Data Center staff on current and future data processing

Suppart programs in the Florida Legisiature - J. Richa_rd Langiey,
Director of the Division of Systems and Data Processing

Return 0 Hotel

5:00 p.m. Depart for Tallahassee Regional Airport
Depant Tallahassee Wednesday 6:45 p.m., arrive Albany 10:40 p.m.

Sheraton Airport Inn
200 Wolf Road
Albany, NY 12205
(518)458-1000
(518)458-2807 fax

Thursday, July 23

8:30 a.m. Transportation from hotel to Center for Legislative Development.
University at Albany.

9:00 a.m. Meet at the Levitt Conference Room, Draper Hall, 3rd Floor,

downtown campus. Coffee will be available.

9:30-11:30 a.m. Professor Abdo !. Baaklini and Dr. Charies Dawson present "The Role
of the Legisiature in Contemporary Democratic Societies and the
Importance of Legislative Institution Building.” Greeting by
Rockefeller College Provost, Richard Nathan, followed by a brief
question and answer period.

ey 14, 1992 3
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¢ CONSORTIUM POUR LE D vFLOPPEMENT LEGISLATIF

Program for
Study Visit of U.S. Legislatures
July 19 - July 31, 1992
(Tentative: meetings times may vary in final schedule)

Sunday, July 19

Arrive Miami - from Nicaragua 5:33 p.m., from Panama 5:40 p.m.
Delegates will be met by Peter Walter of The Center for Democracy and
Florida International University officials and escorted to:

Park Central Hotel
640 Ocean Drive
Miami Beach, FL
(305)538-1611
(305)534-7520 fax

Monday, July 20

School for Public Affairs and Services cn the North Campus of the Florida
[nternational University

8:30 a.m. Orientation presentation on the organization of United States
legislative bodies.

Question and answer/discussion period.
Luncheon hosted by the School fcr Public Affairs and Services

Tour and overview of the School for Public Affairs and Services
and the resources available to assist legislatures in strengthening
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their public policy initiatives

Discuss possible future public poiicy ctivides.

Depart Miami - 6:30 p.m.. arrive Tallahassee 7:25 p.m.

Tuesday, July 21

9:00 a.m.

10:00-10:30 a.m.

10:45-12:00 p.m.

12:00-1:15 p.m.

1:15-2:15 p.m.

2:30-4:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

Dinner

Wednesday, July 22

Toly 14, 1992

Sheraton Hotei

101 South Adams
Tallahassee, FI. 32302
(904)224-5000
(904)224-5000 ext. 7111

Brief introduction to the Florida Legisiature (House Chamber) - John
Phelps, Clerk of the House

- Procedure - Organization
- Overview of automation - Membership

Tour of Clerk’s offices

Bill drafting in the Florida Legisiature - Jim Lowe, Director, House Bill
Drafting Office

Lunch - to be announced

Committee Automation Applications - Bill Leary, Staff Direcu.)r..
Committee on Naturaj Resources (Room 224 House Office Buiiding)

Computer Applications in the Appropriations Process - Anna Mattson
(Room 221 Capitol)

Return to Hotel

To be announced



DRAFT
9:00-9:45 a.m.

9:45 a.m.

10:00-11:00 a.m.

11:00-12:00 p.m.

12:00 p.m.

1:30-3:30 p.m.

Return w10 Hotel

5:00 p.m.

The Role of the iobbyist - Sam Bell
Walk to Pepper Building

Legisiation information System - Becky Miller. Legislative infc nation
Division

Statutory Codification - Linda Jessen. Director, Statutory Revis:on
Division

Lunch - to be announced
Briefing by Datx Center staff on current and future data processing

Support programs in the Florida Legisiature - J. Rich;rd Langiey,
Director of the Division of Systems and Data Processing

Depart for Tallahassee Regional Airport

Depart Tallahassee Wednesday 6:45 p.m., arrive Albany 10:40 p.m.

Sheraton Airport Inn
200 Wolf Road
Albany, NY 12205
(518)458-1000
(518)458-2807 fax
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Graduate School of Public Affairs
Nelson A. Rockereller Colleg:
of Public Alfairs and Policy

Director:
Deputy Director:
Deputy Director:

Spanish-speaking Staff:

UNIVERSITY AT ALBANY

STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK
-

Center for Legislative Develooment

Program in Albany, New York
for
The Distinguished Legisiators & Staff
from
Brazil, Nicaragua and Panam4d

Sponsored by
The Center for Legislative Developmen:
University as Albany, Stase University of New York
&
The Consortium for Legislative Development

July 22-July 26, 1992

Center for Legislative Development Staff

Professor Abdo I. Baaklini
Dr. Charles S. Dawson, Jr.
Dr. James D. Kent

Staff Associate: Licdo. Jorge Bela (Spain)
Staff Associate: Licda. Elizabeth Campisi (U.S.)
Center Scholar: Licda. Ana Fiorella Carvajal C. (Costa Rica)

Portuguese-speaking Staff:

Center Scholar: Licda. Beatriz Lacerda (Brasil)
Staff Associate: Licdo. Jorge Bela (Spain)

135 Western Avenue
Albany, New York 12222

518/442-5249
Fax: 518/442-5710

JULY 22, 1992

Wednesday July 22
7:45 p.m. Brazilian delegation arrives on American Airlines #4908 (from JFK, Washington).
10:40 p.m. Nicaraguan & Panamanian delegation arrives un Delta #966 (from Atlanta).

Sheraton Airport Inn (518) 458-1000; 200 Wolf Road, Colonie.
Hotel provides transportation from Airport.
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8:30 a.m.

9:00

9:00-10:15

10:15

10:30

10:45

11:15-11:30

11:45

12-12:30 p.m.

12:30-1:30

2:00-4:00

4:30
5:00-6:00
6:00

6:07 p.m.

Center for Legislative Development
University at Albany, SUNY

Thursday July 23

Transportation from hotel to Center for Legislative Development, University at Alb:ui-

Meet at the Levitt Conference Room, Draper Hall, 3rd Floor, downtown campus. Coffee. danish.
Welcome by Professor Abdo I. Baaklini & Dr. Charles S. Dawson.

"The Role of the Legislature in Contemporary Democratic Societies and the Importance of
Legislative Institution Building With Special Emphasis on the Role of the Legislative Development
Committee. "

Greeting by Rockefeller Coliege Provost Richard Nathan (442-5289, Carol).

Break for coffee and donuts.

Resumption of discussion.

Question and answer period.

Depart for Empire State Plaza Government Complex.

Short Tour of the Empire State Plaza Government Complex (Tower Building), time permitting.
Walk weather permitting.

Nicaraguan legislative development committee will lunch separately with Professor Bazklini, Dr.
Dawson, and Lic. Bela in order to discuss the project before Lic. Sdnchez departs (and because
of their overall shortened trip).

Lunch at the Sign of the Tree, Empire State Plaza (436-1022). Guests: Ms. Francine Misasi,
Clerk of the Assembly and Ms. Natalie Trichilo of her staff. CONFIRMED.

Visit to the New York State Assembly Chamber hosted by Ms. Francine Misasi, Clerk of the
Assembly (455-4242). Demonstration of the electronic voting and attendance system and computer
bill status system. CONFIRMED.

Greeting by Member of the Assembly Ronald J. Canestrari (Karen, 455-4474). CONFIRMED.
Short tour of the University Campus.

Reception ai the University’s Art Gallery, University at Albany uptown (main) campus.

Return briefly to hotel before departing to the Dawson’s home.

Lic. Luis Snchez (Nicaragua) departs (AA#441).

Vi



6:45

7:00

8:00 a.m.

8:30-9:00

9:30-11:30

12:00-1:30

2:00-4:00

6:55 pm.”

7:00 p.m.

12:00 Noon

7:30 a.m.

9:55 a.m.

Center for Legislative Development
University at Albany, SUNY
Depart for the Dawson’s home for barbecue,

Dinner (barbecue) at the Dawson’s (Joann and Charlie) residence (475-0250).

Friday July 24

Depart from hotel for State Capitol.

Tour of the New York State Senate Chamber. Hosted by Dr. Stephen Sloan, Secretary of the
Senate. CONFIRMED.

Meeting with Mr. John Ewashko, Secretary to the Speaker of the Assembly (455-4411, Sharri or
Regina), and Mr. Don Marilla (455-3944), Director of Office Automation and Data Processing.
Capitol (LOB Concourse Room 104). Discussion and demonstration of the New York Assembly’s
Member Information System. CONFIRMED.

Lunch at the Rockefeller Institute, State University of New York. 411 State Street. Greetings by

Associate Provost and Dean of the Rockefeller College, Frank Thompson and Institute Deputy
Director, Mr. Frank Mauro. CONFIRMED.

Meeting with I[ng. David Keipes.Commissioner of the New York State Legislative Bill Drafting
Commission. Capitol 5-7506). Discussion and demonstration of the legislature's
computerized statutory retrieval and bill tracking systems. CONFIRMED.
Nicaraguan delegation departs (U IR #223).
Depart from hotel for Lake George excursion (9:00-11:00 p.m. Moonlight Cruise on the Mini-
Haha paddieboat with a Dixie Land Band -- $8.50 per ticket).

rd ly 2

Depart from hotel for Saratoga (2:00-4:00 p.m. New York City ballet matinee perfortance at the
Saratoga Performing Arts Center — $14.00 per ticket).

Sunday July 26
Panam4 delegation departs for Cincinnati (Delta #4358).

Delegation departs for Cincinnati (American Airlines #1059).
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Graduate School of Public Affairs
Nelson A. Rockefeller College
ot Public Affairs and Policy

135 Western Avenue
Albany, New York 12222

518/442-5249
Fax: 518/442-571/

UNIVERSITY AT ALBANY

STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK
.

Center for Legislative Development

Brazilian Legislative Delegation Members
Elected Members

Dep. Tonico Ramos
President of UPI
Sdo Paulo

Dep. Gleno Scherer
Vice-President of UPI
Rio Grande do Sul

Dep. Salviano Guimaries
President of the
Legislative Chamber
Distrito Federal

Staff

Dr. Lourival Zagonel dos Santos
President of Andal
Federal Senate

Dr. Anténio Carlos Pojo do Rego
Advisor to the Commuttee on the Economy
Federal Senace

Dra. Ana Licia Rocha Studart
Advisor to the Chamber of Deputies

Dra. Rosineth Monteiro Soares
Advisor to leadership of PDS
Chamber of Deputies

Dr. Jorge Hélio Grecellé
Vice-President of Andal

Director of the Legislative Assembly
Rio Grande do Sul



The Center for Democracy
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Washington, D C 20005
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Prof Allen Weinstein
Consortium Chairman

Mr Caleb McCarry
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prida Intemational University
ot the Dean
o0l of Pubhic AMairs ang Services
North Miam: Campus
North Miarmi. Flonida 33181
1305) 940-5840
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Oean Ailan Rosenbaum
Zonsortium Principal

*Ar Geraia Reeg
“rogram Manaqger

University al Albany,

Slate University of New York
Graduate School of Public AHairs
Center tor Legisiative Development
121 Milne Hatl

135 Western Avenue

Atbany. New Yorx 12222

1518) 442-5249

1518) 442-5710 (FAX)

Prot Abdo Baaxiin
Consortium Principal
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Program Manager

CONSORTIUM FOR LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENT
Consorclo PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO & CoNSORCIO PARA 0 DESENVOLVIMENTO LEGISLATIVO
¢ CoNSORTIUM POUR LE DEVELOPPEMENT LEGISLATIF

Wednesday, Juiy 29

10:25 a.m.

11:40 a.m.

12:30 p.m.

day, July 30

8:30 a.m.

9:00-10:00 a.m.

SCHEDULE

Study Visit - Panamanian Legislators and Staff

Washington. D.C.
July 29. 1992 - August 1, 1992

organized by The Center for Democracy

Depart Cincinnati

Arrive Washington D.C.
St. James Hotel
950 24th Street. N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20037
(202)457-0500
(202)659-4492 fax

Welcome luncheon at The Center for Democracy hosted
by The Consortium for Legisiative Development and
Professor Allen Weinstein with a briefing on
appointments in Washington by Caleb McCarry.

Delegates meet in the lobby of the St. James for transport
to Capitol Hill

Meeting with Arthur Rynearson, Senior Counsel. Office
of Legislative Counsel, United States Sepate. Room 668
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building.
-Overview of the legislative process within the
context of the United States Senate committee
system

-Discussion of the function of this non-partisan,
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10:00-11:00 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

12:45 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

4:00 p.m.

5:00 p.m.

5:30 p.m.

6:00 - 8:00 p.m.

*This activity is optional.

professional office (carrera administrativa) in the legisiative
process.

-Overview of meetings scheduled for the delegaton and where
they fit into the United States legisiative svstem.

Meeting with Professional sta.t members of the Senate Foresgn
Relations and House Foreign Affairs Committees. Discussion of
bi-lateral and policy issues. Meeting will take piace in room S-
116 of The Capitol.

Meeting with U.S. Congressman Dennis N. Hertel (Democrat
from Michigan and member of the House Armed Services
Committee). Meetings with staff for an explanation of the daily
operation of a Member’s office — Room 2442 Rayburn House
Office Building.

Luncheon in the House Cafeteria (informal).

Mark-up to extend the charter of the Export-Import Bank:
Subcommittee on International Development of the House
Barking, Finance. and Urban Affairs Committee. Room 2128
Rayburn House Office Building. John R. Schafer. foreign
affairs staffer for Representative Gerry E. Studds (Democrat
from Massachusetts), will explain the mark-up ;:ocess.

Meeting with U.S. Senator John Breaux (Democrat of Louisiana
and member of the Commerce. Science and Transportation and
the Finance Committees). Discussion wiil center on the
operation and management of a Congressional office. the
committee structure and process. and the role played by
lobbyists in the American political system. Room 5i6 Hart
Senate Office Building.

Delegates return to St. James Fotel.
Delegates meet in the lobby of the St. James Hotel for transport
to the National Zoo.

"Sunset Serenade"* at the National Zoological Park. Music and
refreshments will be provided.
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Friday, July 31

8:30 a.m.

9:00 a.m.

10:00 a.m.

10:30 a.m.

11:30 a.m.

12:30 p.m.

1:30 p.m.

3:00 p.m.

3:30 p.m.

7:30 p.m.

Delegates meet in the lobby of the St. James Hotel for transport
to Capitol Hill.

Meeting with Donnald K. Anderson. Clerk of the House of
Representatives regarding the electronic voting systems of the
House. Room H-105 of the Capitol.

Meeting with Walter J. Stewart, Secretary of the Senate. who
will provide a general overview of the Senate and its political
structure. Room S-208 of the Capitol.

Meeting with Jeri Thomson, Assistant Secretary of the Senate.,
for a summary of the administrative and organizational structure
of the Senate. Room S-312 of the Capitol.

Finance Clerk of the Senate, Stuart Balderson, will discuss the
“civil service" of the Senate.

Luncheon in the Senate Dining Room hosted by Assistant
Secretary of the Senate, Jeri Thomson.

Meeting at the Congressional Research Service: Dario Ferreira
and Sandra A. Sawicki of the Law Division of the Hispanic Law
Library; and Evelyn Howard, a Public Affairs Specialist for the
Congressional Research Service. Room 240 of the Madison
Building. Discussions will focus on :

I) The Library of Congress’s database of Latin American

legislation: and.

2) Career professional statfing of the U.S. Congress.

Depart the Madison Building for transport to the Department of
State

Meeting with Ambassador James Michel, Assistant
Administrator for Latin America and the Caribbean in AID. and
with Mr. John Maisto, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Central
America and Panama of the Department of State. Room 6909
of the Department of State.

Dinner (barbeque) being hosted by Caleb and Nan McCarry at

their home in Falls Church, Virginia. Ground transportation
will be provided to and from the McCarry home.

3



Saturday, August 1
5:50 a.m.

6:00 a.m.

Delegates meet in the lobby of the St. James Hotel for triasport
to Washington National Airport.

Delegates depart the hotel for Washington National Airr  or a
7:25 a.m. flight through Miami to Panama City.

5/



ATTACHMENT C.

EVALUATIONS OF STUDY TOUR COMPONENTS




EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
..... Mala ..J&Buena -...Muy Buena .....Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
e Malas ..#LBuenas «+..Muy Buenas = ..... Excelentes
3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ...hBuena ....Muy Buena .....Excelente
4. icConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
... si ....No
5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacién de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la instituvcidn Y el pais que Usted representa?

...)Qsi ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

-

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?

...7‘Si ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable
\regreso a su pais.



EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992

1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la Jira de estudio ha sido:
et

..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena .....Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
..... Malas . ...Buenas ....Muy Buenas . .7 .Excelentes
3 Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena «...Muy Buena ..vfiExcelente
4. ¢Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
..%<.Si ....No
5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacidén de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucidén y el pais que Usted representa?

V// Si . No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

6. ¢Considera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?
oo\.si ... .No

i;;;r explique el por qué de su respuesta:

M@W 3

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable

regreso a su pais. 7 .
*



EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
\___,_
..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Bueﬁgz .....EXcelente
e
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:

..... Malas ....Buenas ...Kﬁﬁg:%?fffﬁj .+...Excelentes

3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:

..... Mala ... .Buena -.Muy Buena .....Excelente

4. aConsidéra sted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
..... Si ....No

5. cConsidera Usted que la realizaciér de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio nara la institucidn Y el pais que Usted representa?

;)

A .S1 ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

ST XV A ns ittt AL Cones oy Jay - Rys e
PRGN SXORIRENS A

——————————————
———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizdndose?

——N\

.....8i\ ....No
AN

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

————————————————————————————————————————————————
——————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
——————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

e e Y

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en 1los Estados Unidos de América Y un agradable

regreso a su pais.
|



EVALUACION
DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL

CONSORCIO PARA EIL DES™RROLLO LEGISLATIVO
Julio 1992

1. Considera Usted que li/iigggizacién dn la gira de estudio ha zido:

..... Mala ....Buena ....ﬁuy Buena! .....Excelente
e
2. Considera Usted que las exposicio e la gira han sido:

..... Malas ....Buenas ....efz/gueﬁés .....Excelentes -

Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:

..... Mala ....Buena ....Mu§j§;g§a .....Excelente

w)

4. cConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
....ng} ....No
5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacidn de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucidén y el pais que Usted representa?

./*i.si ....No

Ao me el rieran, g i NGis a0 ST e onal. 06 FEada
LL_Gprovectiamiien Bosede 6 Cxpiosficioes szecfhiclas clev-anlZe: Jo.
LI BLrE U Praoccd (T it e part. 5. e lee

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?

../<si ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

Forgue e Qicararee ge <ide o (uicnalo &nc T rangrecon
Aermacrc e 7__7_:?3 Luat ol g r_fs’_m_lezﬁ'_‘;]u-_e 2 _tn_riel_cle
pTianarse Laeybanc g, Sl £3Fcced L ;- GV N ren ;}:_ =Ce__
deva__1~ JbJﬂ:ée1,1?__CA%ézUQZZZ§£f2£_;a?ba:ig-_-éqze5223_521_69;Jll-fﬁl!ﬂ.&y
Mo ac f2lere w it gorar nuds Teo treé @to & NUertiras, e fdq

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable
regreso a su pais.
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EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE I'IU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidén de la gira de estudio ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena . ...Muy Buena‘/.....Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
..... Malas ....Buenas ....Muy Bueras v .....Excelentes
3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena ... .Muy BuenaV’.....Excelente
4. ¢Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
..o Lsd ....No
5. (Considera Usted que la realizacidén de este tipo de evento es de
beneficio para la institucidn Y el pais que Usted representa?
..T{.Si ....No

- Hane frerdom o e : e ol
T uﬁ.m ln.-MQ\LJMm { L

{;@‘;‘fg K onabomen swimo W bansno, dy rbefils

:u_iugbm.

¢cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar

realizandose?

o081 ....No

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en log Estados Unidos de América Y un agradable
.regreso a su pais.

<M



EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAKASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena .?{Thuy Buena .....Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
..... Malas ....Buenas ..Vfﬁ:& Buenas .....ExXcelentes
3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena ..szuy Buena .....Excelente
4. cConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
S N
5. ¢Considera Usted que la realizacidn de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucidn Y el pais que Usted representa?
7si ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

6. cconsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizdandose?

..P(Téi ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

..____..._.—..———_————--.——--.._..—....—...——_—-——————-—-—-——-—____._....___.____.__—_—-————-——-————
___.__..._—..—_———-~—---————-—_——_--_—-.-——_————————-—--—_—_-_-_-_-_—_—--—_————-———————
___.____———————-.—————_———--_—.--—_—__..-———————---—___...__..._____--_——_.—--—--———————

_..____—_-———-——————————-__.._—..—__—-——————_—.—_.__________..__-_____————-————————

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable
regreso a su pais.
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EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena .%.Muy Buena .....Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
..... Malas ....Buenas .;*;Muy Buenas .....Excelentes
3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena .;*:.Excelente
4, ;Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
..7(.51 ....No
5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacién de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucidn Y el pais que Usted representa?

.;*:.Si ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

buE!z:;-JAZ)i?bIMLJALLJE&O:ZL2&3%L:U&2;}_;UELEQEQJCGUZZAJLQ#ED&QQJLJiskktyajlcﬂ
LA FA PRIICIOAUZS. HO L 3] PR _DADAN PON Ehelyaadid Dol @S X P EN)
LA+ ZEOI AL O ALE DA T FoL b7ATLA Fue Git Boes b tor YeZi1bno )
ARL AL Ze) IToDEN o ) CIAPUZAR) % 4 Pp0d Y E0_RELEEN (222 _PARA No aZho) ¢

4 PR _PUE _Popastzar _ap POINIL EFo)Po b isr)en n.

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?

S R.S1 ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

R AR L TE PN GUE_ PODrA prm) HODERAN = de LI ESZ
SAI1DES,_TAb2I8 1% a0 PO F-UE_ D guilitzel TRmas DE_COizo_ __
LoDl e NI ESZhal, _/?_o_csa_':z.g AL _TPAAl-g £t FUZ7000

BALAMLONR ) Ele bAS_PloZECiiaisE  DE tos. i220 585 CAEZE 9] D.
Lioqued CQlzn_ &-5.A.

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en 1los Estados Unidos de América ¥ un agradable
regreso a su pais.



EVALUACION
DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO
Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacif;/ée la gira de estudio ha sidc

..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena .. .\/.Excelente

o

Consicera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:

..... Malas ....Buenas ... .Muy Buenas ... .Excelentes

3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:

..... Mala ....Buena ..J/YMuy Buena .....Excelente

4. :Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expec::ivas?
Vst ....No

5. ¢cConsidera Usted que la realizacién de este tipo de evento es de

be:7ficio para la institucidn y el pais que Usted represernta?

..... si ....No

___1‘LR-LQA-JtQ- A S L G Q_AJ._,to s, TRaA - Ll cOvocciulaED

——-A Gerdo._. _'f‘:'Q& TPl Ct-h S OAlg A nad L a2 4- PAAA__EC A0 SIS
O 24 L Nmetd \Nakaaa 12 5 w_q_,‘_/ﬂa,“ (4 ‘._(Q__’--

e - e o —— —— v = ———t——— —— - w o - - — - e - - ———— —— > b - —
o T T o e o 0 " oo s T e e e T T e S W e S e T G - G — — T T D TR e D = - e e et A e = A G . - S - -

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos debern de continuar

B _emve Fuadla. moy imporTono To.  _de Lol flevad clOn
M L pAARo Al O O A GO AA AL _deyaranslo ML _____
—-ORAAOMIAR e Jolb oAl Ml COL AIYALID A (L CATI

TR e AR e e G S e e e S Mo n R R D e = R S G T e T G B W S e G G S S e G S e . . e e e S e M B P W G e G e G G A T e e e S e e A - v -

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable
regreso a su pais.

1,



EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
.....Mala ....Buena .}{TMuy Buena ..... Excelente

to

Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:

..... Malas . ...Buenas .+..Muy Buenas .....Excelentes

(§9)
.

Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
\/

..... Mala ..7.Buena ....Muy Buena .....Excelente

4. ¢cConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
L,

..... Si ....No

5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacidén de este tipo de evento es de-

beneficio para la institucién y el pais que Usted representa?

st L N

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta: ; A;

o Nes /é_e'_»:eu_f___qg_o_c_)_}gz:__@:1--9&911’_{:__f:_/_ﬁffzes@ﬂsffwff_&-__j._-

6. cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizdndose?

..Lffsi ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:
De‘é«:‘ capxrc/ltrrse  cu ugIros Coorwen (2 Al SN

et m i e e T e —— . - - ——— o o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e = - - — - — - —

— vk e = an = = . = - — —_———-—_—_-—-———-——————-—--—__...__._....._____——_—-——-—-——————

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América y un agradable
regreso a su pais.

)
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EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO
Julio 1992

=
.

Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gir:. de e¢:tudio ha sido:

..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena ...Y Excelente

2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:

..... Malas ....Buenas ....Muy Buenas .. X Excelentes

3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:

..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena ... Excelente

4. cConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
Vsi ....No

5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacidn de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucién y el pais gue Usted representa?

.oWklsi ....Nao

4 'ﬂa/ﬂ_w

_4«Jyu;_-:‘ __________

6. ¢cConsidera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?

..A/.Si ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

6’ F)elt0 iy y/os 2 f’s/az/d—f@o b___/ 4/04’ @“ﬂ"cé—/é%

-—— - _—.————_.- ————— —.-...._...-_._._..._ - . —— - —— —— - — - — - - - -

dtdcrid Ddeg Mﬁ:@é@- B e gl G el en KA
mz_@_éa;_ _________ . Lole SLOAS 47; ar Bortfhase Lo=s L%
i emiaz, v Mmm - /8Ae gy .11/9_@__/&@1:_ ceelll  — S Lo __

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América Yy un agradable
regreso a su pais.



EVALUACION

DE LA GIRA DE ESTUDIO DE FIU EN MIAMI Y TALLAHASSEE DEL
CONSORCIO PARA EL DESARROLLO LEGISLATIVO

Julio 1992
1. Considera Usted que la organizacidn de la gira de estudio ha sido:
-Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena ...\ .Excelente
2. Considera Usted que las exposiciones de la gira han sido:
..... Malas . ...Buenas .. ..Muy Buenas ..f(fExcelentes
3. Considera Usted que la agenda informativa ha sido:
..... Mala ....Buena ....Muy Buena ..{T.Excelente
4. ¢cConsidera Usted que la agenda informativa ha satisfecho sus expectivas?
..7.81 . ...No
5. cConsidera Usted que la realizacidn de este tipo de evento es de

beneficio para la institucidn Y el pais que Usted representa?
.81 ....No

Favor explique el por qué de su respuesta:

/iéLPawA}é: K74g2¢¢ﬂ/' OjgzgzédﬁLQALquaéd/ w?' ‘7ﬁ;;4zaixggxgg(‘ 4&? -
PP R R P RRY) s aliirng o (il el Zovs
-i&c;@ém_%_“__w _M_%%‘_MW

__ﬁééékedz_jr’ -_.~L¢Z%55_Jﬁobajéffﬁ{éj?agézz ________________________________

5. :Considera Usted que este tipo de eventos deben de continuar
realizandose?

.Y .81 ....No

FIU le agradece profundamente su participacién en esta actividad, le desea
una placentera estadia en los Estados Unidos de América Y un agradable
regreso a su pais.
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CoNSORTTUM FOR LEGISLATIVE DEVELOPMENT
Consorcio Para 5L DesarroLro Lecistanivo o ConsORCIO PARA © DEsENvOLVIMENTO LIGISTATIVO
o Consorniun pour LE DaveLopraMENT LEOISLATE

EVALUACION

GIRA DE ESTUDIO: NCSL: CONFERENCIA NACHONAL DE
LEGISLADORES ESTATALES REALIZADA

Tho Gonte? tav Oomaaracy EN CINCINNATI, OH
199° W S MW
e 0.C. X8 26-29 AGOSTO, 1992
(I GO
00 120+ M4 (FAX)
Paluoshp gl Le agradeceriamos que reypondiera a las siguientes preguntas. Estia ordenadas
¥, Coet uCarry en uns ascala da 1 2 4. El ndmero | indlcs acusrdo completo y ef ndmero §
Consormun Connaser indica desacuerdo completo. Sus comentarios nos ayudardn a GISjOrar programas
asf en ¢l futuro.
Piids wattionsl Uniwpralty
o 11,1 ]
ey Acerda  Desszuerdo
Mosth ba. o, Figrige 3141
:&m 1. La conferencia fue organizada
Oo0n Alaa Austresn én una manera profesional y ofrecid
Cttiom s miicho a cada participente. @O 2 3 ¢ s
W Qe Nund
Frowen snever 2.  El programa de la conferencia fue
peftinenta a mi trabajo como s
LT logluador SO
171 rawve et 3. Hubo amplix oporwnidad pana discutir
138 WA duare ¢ intercambiar ideas con otros
e legisladores asisiendo la confereacia. 1 (3) 3 ¢ S
(5900 M08-0008 FA)
pivieplpassl 4. Las sesiones se enfocaron a asuntos
yestinentes al desanoilo legislativo -,
avpriasg en mi pats. 1 2 3 & ®
s. Las facilidades de hotel y conferencia
fueron do buena calidad y ofrecieron -
buen servicio a los participantes. 1 2 3 4 5
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6. Yo considero que la realiracida de
este tipo 4o evenm c3 da beneficio
pars s iastitucién y e pafs que yo
represznio, @ p!

¢az favor, ocupe ¢l espacio abajo para hacer comentos adicionsles sobre ia conferensia. Muchas
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CoNsorcio PaRA 5L DesarroLLo LEGISLATIVO o Consoreao ParA 0 DiesenvoLvimes-o LEISLATIVO

o ConsormiuM Pour Lt DiviLorrerant LicmiaTr

EVALUACION
GIRA DE ESTUDIO: NCSL: CONFERENCIA NACIONAL DE
LEGISLADORES ESTATALES REALIZADA
EN CINCINNATI, OH

26:29 AGOSTO, 1992

umqumammmm Estin ordensrias
en unaescalade 1 2 4. E ndmevo | indicaiacuerdo completo y ¢l amero $
indica desacuerdo completo. Sus comentarios nos ayudardn a mejorar programas
asf en el futuro.

1. La conferencia fus organizada
on una manera profesional y ofrecié

mucho a cads participante. 1 £ 3 4 s

2 El programa de 12 conferencia fue
pertinents & mi trabajo como

legisiadar. LD 3 4 s

3. Hubo amplia apornmidad para discutin
¢ intercarnbiar ideas con omros

logisladares asistiendo l4 conferencia, 1 @ 3 4 3

4, Lay s2siones 36 enfocaron a asuntos
petinentes al desarrollo legislativo
e mi pais. 1 2 (B s
3. Lays facilidades de hotel y conferencial
fusron de buena calidad y oftecieron |

buen servicio a los panicipantes. 1 2 3 (&) s

ne
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6. Yo cousidato que la realizacion de
aste tipo de evento es de beneficio
pana la ingtitucidn y el pais que yo
tepresento, (DO 1 3 4 5

Por faver, ocupe ¢} espacio abajo para hacer comentos adicionales sobre la confereacia. Muchas
Graclas. o .

/ ) : . ’

= oy CZ~ .- §_7-7 5T 5 S
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Consortrust For LEGBLATIVE DEVELOPMENT

Caonsoxcio Para & DEsaRROLLO LsGIStATIvO o Consdreio PARA 0 DESENVOLVIMENTO L10ISTATIVO

¢ ConsorTium pous 15 DiveroppaMent Liqistatsr

EVALUACION
GIRA DE ESTUDIO: NCSL: CCNFERENCIA NACIONAL DE
LEGISLADORES ESTATALES REALIZADA
EN CINCINNATT, OH

2629 AGOSTO, 1592

Ls agradeccriamos que respoadiera a las siguientes preguntas: Estdn ordensrdas
en ura escala de | 2 4. & ndmero | indicg acuerdo completo y i admero §
indica desacuerdo complets. Sus comentarios nos ayudardn a mejorar programas
ad en el futuro.

Acuerdo Desscuerdo
1. La conferencia fue arganizada
& una maners profesionzi y ofrecid
mucho a cada participante. @ 2 3 4 5
2 El programa de I3 conferencia fue
pertinents a mi trabajo como
legisizdar. ! @ 3 4 S
3. Hubo amplia oportunidad para discutir
¢ intercambiar ida.s con otros
legisladases asistiendo la confeicasia, 1 @ 3 4 s
4. Las sesiones se enfocaron 2 asuntos
pestinentes al desarrollo legistativo
e mi pais. 1/@ 3 4 8

S. Las facilidades ds hotel y conferencia
fuezon de buena calidad y oftecieron @

buex servielo a los panicipanies. 1 2 3
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6. Yo consideto que la realizacién do
ests tipo de evento es de beneficio

pars la ingtitucién y el pafs que yo ,
represento. 1 @ 3

Por favor, ocupe el espacio abajo pare haver comentos adicienales sobre Ia conferencia. Muchas
Gracias.
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ConsorTiv For Lecistanive DeveELoPMENT

626135 = 24

CoNsorcio Para kL DesarnoLto LEGSLATIVO ¢ CoNSORCIO PARA © DESENVOLVIMENTO LEGISLATIVO

& CONSORTIUM POUR LE Divicorrenert LEGISLATIF

EVALUACION
GIRA DE ESTUDIO: EL CENTRO PARA LA VEMOTRACIA:
PROGRAMA REALIZADO EN
WASHINGTON, D.C.

2531 AGOSTO, 1992

Le agnadecertamos que respondiers a 128 tignizntes preguntas, Estén ordenadas
cn uns escaln &3 1 3 4. El pimero L indica acuerdo completo y ef nimero §
indica desacuerdo completo. Sus comentarios nos ayudarin a mejorar ouestros
programas ad en o futuro,

Acuerdo  Desacuerdo

L. Elwogunnfuebmcxgamndoy

2. El parsciat del Ceatro fus eficients
y responsable en la conduceién del
programa. @ 2

3. Hubo ampiis vpniviidad pars dsevss
¢ intereambiar ideas con legisiadares

¥ pvssnal tonian y sdminivmatim
do los Estados Unidos, 1 (2)

4. Las s~3ionss se enfocaron 2 asurtos

pertineates al desarrollo lagialativo
en mi pais. 12 3 @ s
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proceso cc desarollo legisiativo, | 2 3 4 s

7. Yo consicero que la reslizacidn de
est) tipo ds evento e de beneficio

puss la instinucién y of pais que yo
represento, @ 2 3 ) 5

Por favor, ocupe ol espacio abajo para hacer comentos adicionales sobre 1a conferencis. Mucoas
Cractas.
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Consoativy For Lycistative Deverorment

CoNsORGI0 PARA KL DesarroLro LegistaTivo ¢ CONSORCIO PARA O DESENVOLVIMINTO LEGISLATIVO

Uaiverarty & Alvenry,

S1000 Unvonily &1 NPY York
bt COPSN o Pubie BN
Cantar 107 Lagutmt CUVNSIMmen:
1TV M0 MY

130 WRSN Averne
e, v VO g

(610 s43-R000

(§989 S4T0008 (P4

PRA ABDS BORtN

Or. ChS3 Beater
Aogem ey

o ConsoxTrom PouR LE Divirorrament LicstaTr

EVALUACION
GIRA DE ESTUDIO: EL CENTRO PARA LA VEMOCRACIA:
PROGRAMA REALIZADO EN
WASHINGTON, D.C.

2331 AGOSTO, 1992

Le agnadacerfamos que respondiers 3 las siguientes preguntas. Estfa ordenadas
en una escala de 1 2 4. El nimero 1 indica acusrdo completo y el mimero 5
indica desacuerdo compieto. Sus comeatarios nos ayudarin a mejoTar QUESEos
programas asf en e futuro.

Acuerdo Desacuesdo

L. El programa fue bien organizade y
ofrecid ampliss oporwnidades pars
conseguir una clara visién del
funcionamiento del gobiemo
federal sstadounidense. R

2. El personal del Centro fue eficiente

y tesponsable en {a canduccién dri
programa. @ 2

3. Hubo lmpu& upiviidal FeT Jisaneie
¢ intercambiar ideas coa legisiadares
7 peTsonal tonize v sdminiumanivo
ae los Estados Umdos. (@

4. Las sesiones ¢ enfocaron a asuntos

pertinentas ai desarrollo legistativo
en mi pais. (D »
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LR YO consicero que estabieet reiacionss
personalcs que serfn dtileg en
proceso de desarrollo legislative, 2 3 4 5

6. El botei en que me hosperié ofrecid
buea servicio y habitaciones limpias. 2 3 4 L)

7. Yo considero qua a realizacion de
€328 tipo do eventd o3 do benaficin
pars Iz insumucida

y ol pafs que yo
represento, @ 2 3 4 5

Por faver, ocupe el e3pacio abajo para hacer comentos adicionales sobre 1a conferencia, Muchas
Grecias.
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ConsoRai0 PARA KL DisaRzoLLo LEGistaTIvO @ CONSORTIO PARA O DESENVOLVIMENTO LEGISLATIVO

Usivonity 88 Alaayy
e Lindvanpily 8 New Yortt

Contr 107 Lagisiotivd DORGERAn|
151 s Mol

130 VRS Avenut
TNy

) M-0000

(7909 6420008 (#AX)

pres. ANRD DD
Sotamrum Aol sl

Or. Gt fimas° #
Aragram Munege?

o ConsorTiuM PoUR L8 DiviturvideNT LEGISLATIF

EVALUACION
GIRA DE ESTUDIO: EL CENTRO PARA LA UEMOCRACIA:
PROGRAMA REALIZADO EN

WASHINGTON, D.C.
29-31 AGOSTO, 1992

quuewmahsMpmunu Patin ordenadss
eaunaescaladel ad. Bnﬂmlindiawwdomwxelnums
{ndica desacuerdo complelo. Sus comentarios nos ayudarin a mejorar nUEIIOs
programas asi en el futuro,

Acuerdo  Desacuerdo

ofrecié ampliss oportunidades part
conseguir una clara visién ded

funcichamiento del gobiemo -
fedensl estadounidense. (1/ 2

2. Elpersonai del Centro fue cficieate
ymponnblcmhcnndwdﬂndel
progma. O »

5. Hubo ampiis upiuaidad pam disssss
¢ intercambiar ideas con legisiadores
o sepsonal tdonian ¥ sdministrativo
v (3)

30'101 Estados Unidos.
4, Las swones se enfocaron 2 asuntos

puﬁxmmddmmlblqmnﬁvo
en mi pals. 2 ()
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S. !owqmuh:m
personales que en
pmuodo%mnlhhﬁn:ﬂvo. 2 3 4 s

6. Elbotal en qus mo hospedé ofrecis _ s
buen servicio y habitaciones impias. 1, 2 3 4

7. Yo considero Jus la reaiizacidn de
¢sts tipo d3 evento &8 ds beneficio
pare 13 instituciéa v el pats que yo s
Tepresento. @ 2 E) 4

Por favor, ocupe el espacio abajo para hacer comentos adicionales sobre 1. conferencia. Muchas
Gracias.




ATTACHMENT D.
PROGRAM PARTICIPANT CURRICULA

a”



NOMBRE

CEDDLA

SEGUROS SOCIAL
FECHA DE NACIMIENTO
ESTADO C1viIL
DIRECCION

TELEFONO

PRIMARIA
SECUNDARIA

UNIVERSITARIA

CURRICULOM VITAE

DATOS GENERALES

. (1] (1] (1] ve [ 1]

ADRELIO ALFONSO ALBA VILLARREAL
6-~2-1973

31-2360

27 de julio de 1916

Casado

51-8014

EDUCACION
Escuela Primaria de Ocg

Colegio La salie 1835
Bachiller en Comercio y en Ciencias

Junier College 193¢
Universidad de Panams 1937 (un aio)
Universidad de Tvlane

New Orleans, LA. U.S5.a.

Doctor en Jurisprudencia 1944
Master en Derecho Adninistrative 1945

EXPERIENCIA LABORAL

- Lombardo & Icaza

- Escuela de Leyes,

18946-1948

Biblioteca: New Orleans

EXPERIENCIA POLITICA

- Participé en La Campafia Polfitica de 1948, como candidato
4 diputado por la oposicién.

= Candidato a Diputado, electo en 1968, ocupando el puesto

por 11 dias.

77



= Legislador electo en 1ga campafia Polftica de 1989, por

el Partido Arnulfista, perteneciendo a las Sslguientes

comisiones:

- Comisibén de Credenciales, Justicia Interior Y Regla-
mentos.

= Comisibébn de Vivienda.

=~ Comisibn de Gobierno Y Justicia y Asuntos Constitu-
Cionales.

ORGANIZACIONES SOCIALES

Presidente del club de Leones de Ocf.

Asociacién de Ganaderos
Club Rotario de Veragqus, santiago
Camara de Comercio

Presidente de La Fereia de SanSebastian de Octi
1961 -~ 1965 - 1966 -~ 1991 .

COLABORACIONES EN OBRAS COMUNES

Posada de sanp sebastian de Oci

Hospital Sergio Nufiez Nuflez.

7



CURR U 1o Vil

e

Nombro Loy Lels MUNTENLGRY BARALON,,

Lk, KAAER NYNEIR R RTTY Voersunal s Teltha7 o

Feelia ae .\:-ALJmlb_'.'lLd.' I E Lhuro Je 1gho

Jugar du_}uclmncnto: las Tablas, Provinecaia o,
Los sanvton, Vanama .

Lelace RIS
ALLLALS
b=tudo Caiva g Casadn

Titulo nuu Ustanto: Ingenjcro Livy
~—&hto

ldoneiday:; Junta Téenyes de Ingenieriy v Argul -
. -y . -
tectury, No tamb=70,

Fechia ye Graduacidn ' de Septiemhre Je 1970,

) . S . : , . .
Unlversldau. New Mexico State Uru\crslty'

Las Cruces o Nuw Mexgco, UsS.AL
ddiamas; Espanol e inglén,
Lugar de Traba jo Actqgi: DICORELsSA, 5.4, (Disernios,

Construcczones. Reconstruc-
€iones ¢ inspecciones).

Fecha de] Curriculy : Enecro 31, 1990,

‘9



TRABAJOS UNIVERSITARIOS

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY

1~ 1968: Farum de politica exterior de los Estados

Unidos hacia Latinoamérica.

2- 1969: Estudios de factibilidadg de difcrentes rutas

para un nuevo Canal lnteroceanico (Mandinga, Caimi-
to, Ampliacién del existente., ruta Tuira en Darién,
Rio Atrato por Colombia Y Otras alternaivivas por
Centroameéricaj.

J- 1970: Estudio Socio-econédmico del Canal de Panama.

ACTIVIDAD PROFESIONAL

1870 - 1971: Trabajé en sistemas do riego y drenaje en

programa auspiciado por las Naciones Unidas a través de
la FAO para las Provincia de los 3antos, llerrera y Cocle.
Me 1nicie como disenadar de Estructuras llidriulicas para
los sistemas de riego, posteriormente fui Jefe de dise-
nos y terminé como Director de los proyectos de riego
Llanos de Coclé, adquiriendo experienc;a administrativa

en este campo,

1971 - 1972: Trabajé con la Emprcsa Cardoze, S.A. en la

Ciudad de Panawid, dirigiendo Construcciones de Edificios,

Presupuestos de Obras e Inspecciones de Ubras Civiles.


http:Edific3.os

1973 - 1989:; Trabajo con DICORElSA, 35.aA. (DiseRros, Cons-

trucciones, Reconstrucciones e Inspecciones de Ubras Ci-
viles) en la cual desda my inicio he si1do el Gerente Gew
neral Jde dicha empresa. he adquirido la experiencia en la
Administracidén de 1la empresa, Disernosg Estructurales, Pre-
Supuestos y Construcciones, Inspecciones de Obras Civiles,
Peritajes v Avalios, Mane jo de Bienes Y Raices, Programa~

cidn de Trabajo Y Administracidn de Personal.

ACTIVIDADES COMERCIALES

Industria de la Construccidn
Bienex y Raices
Industria Ganadera (Produccién de Ganado de Leche y

Produccidn de Ganado de Carne).

ACTIVIDADES GREMIALES

NACIONALES E INTERNACIONALES

Miembro de la Asociacién de Ingenieros y Arguitectos de
Panama desde 1972; Miembro de 1a Asociacidn Nacional de
Ganaderos, y fui Presidente de dicha Asociacidén en 1984:
Miembro de Criadores de Ganado Cebd de Panama y Fiscal
de ésta Asociacién desde 1987 a 1la fecha; Tesorero de 1la

Federacién Nacional de Lazo en 1986 y 1987; Micmbro funda-

Zl



dor y SecCretario Ejecutivo de la Feria Nacional de Lo lén
enn los anos 1986 y 1987: Delegado por Panami en rcpresen-
tacion de los Ganaderos para la Organizacidn del Plan
Reagan para el Desarrollo de la Cuenca del Caribe; Dale-
gado de Panami ante la confederacidn lnteramericana de
Ganadero ¥ ante la AsocCiacidn Mundial de Criadores de

Ganado Cehu.

ACTIVIDADES POLITICAS

Miemgro militante del Partido Demderata Cristiano desde
1980.

En 1989 Cardidato a Legislador por el Circuitc 8-2 de
Capira, Provincia de Panamd en las Elecciones de. 7 de
Mayo de 1989 y proclamado Legislador Ganador de dichas

elecciones cl dia 8 de Mayo del mismo afo.

ACTIVIDAD DIPIOMATICA

Abril 4 de 1963 a Octubre 11 de 1968, Canciller de Pri-
mera Categoria del Consulado de Farmington, New Mexico,
U.S.A. por el Gobierno Panamefio ante el Gobierno de

Estados Unidos.

DAL A
LEY 15 OFL 78 1D TMECS DY 1989

'
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CURRICULUM VITAE

ING. DOMI LUIS MONTENEGRO

Nacidé el 19 de enero de 1942, en la ciudad de Las Tablas, provin-
cia de Lus Santos. Ostenta el Titulo de Ingeniero Civil cbtenido
én septiembre de 1970 en New Mexico State University, de las Cru-
ces- New Mexico, U.S.A. posee idoneidad profesiuaal otorgada por

la Junta Técnica de Ingenieria y Arquitectura.

El Ing. Domi Luis Montenegrc domina dos idiomas, el Espafol y el
Inglés. Es duefio vy gerente de DICOREISA, S.A., empresa dedicada
a Disenos, Construcciones, Reconstrucciones e Inspecciones de
Obras Civiles.

Durante su vida universitaria en el New Mexico State University
realizd, en 1968, un Forum de la Politica Exterior de los Estadcs
Unidos hacia Latinoamérica: en 1969, realizd Estudios de Factibi-
lidad de diferentes rutas para un Nuevo Canal Interocéanico a tra-
vés de Panama y Centroameérica; en 1970, realizdé un Estudio Socio-
Econdmico del Canal de Panamé; al momento de su graduacidn reci-
bié ofertas para trabajar en la National Aero Space Company (NASA)
obtando por regresar a ejercer su prc¢ 'esidén en su patria.

En su actividad profesional, durante los afnas 1970 y 1971, traba-
j6 con la FAO en proyectos de Sistemas de riegoc en diferentes
areas del Pais, en programas auspiciados por la Organizacién da
Naciones Unidas. Ha trabajado con su empresa propia y otras em-
presas privadas en la Direccidén de Construcciones de Edificios e
Inspeccicnes de Obras Civiles. Posea experiencia en Presupues-
tos, Administracién, Disenlos Estructurales, Industria de la Cons-
truccidn, Peritaje y Avaluos, Manejo de Bienes y Raices, en
Programacién de Trabajo, Administracionde Personal y en la In-

dustria Ganadera en la Producciédn de Ganado de Carne, Ganado de
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Leche y Caballar.

El Ing. Domi Luis Montenegro es miembro de la Asociacién de In-
genieros y Arquitectos d= Panama; de la Aseciacién Nacional de
Ganaderos (ANAGAN) de la cual fue presidentse en 1984; miembro
fundador y Primer Sccretario Ejecutive del Patronato de la
Feria de Colén: miembrn de Criadores de Ganado Cebu de Panama;
de la Federacién Nacional de Lazo; delegado de los Ganaderos
de Panama en la Organizacién del Plan Reagan para el Desa-
rrollo de la Cuenca del Caribe; delegade pcr Panama ante la
confederacidén Interamericana de Ganaderos A ante la Asociacién
Mundial de Criadores de Canade Cebu y Miembro Honorario del

Benemérito Cuerpo de Bomberos de Panama.

Dentzo de su actividad diplomatica Y politica, el Ing. Monte-
negco, fue Canciller de Primera Categeria del Consulado de
Farmingteon, New Mexico, U.S.A. por el Gobierno Panameiio ante
el Gob.erno de los Estados Unidos de América desde el 4 de
abril de 1968 al 11 de octubre de 1968. Es miembro militante
del Partido Demécrata Cristiano desda 1380; Legislador por el
Circuito 8.2, de Capira, Legislador Ad Honorem por la Provincia
del Darién en 1990 a solicitud de sus moradores. Actualmente
es Presidente de la Comisién de Obras Publicas de la Asamblea
Legislativa y proponente de lo siguiente: Anteproyecto de
Ley "POR MEDIO DEL CUAL SE PROTEGE LA PRODUCCION AGROPECUARIA
NACIONAL"; Anteproyecto de Ley "POR MEDIO DEL CUAL SE CREA LA
COMISION PANAMENA DEL CANAL (COPACA)"; Anteproyecto de Ley
“POR MEDIO DEL CUAL SE DECLARAN INADJUDICABLES EN PARCELAS

34
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NO MAYORES DE 50 HECTAREAS POR FAMILIA, LAS FINCAS PROPIEDAD DEL
ESTADO, DEDICADAS A LA AGRICUL™URA Y GANADERIA Y SE TOMAN OTRAS

MEDIDAS" vy del Anteproyecto de Ley "POR MEDIO DEL CUAL SE PRO-

MUEVE LA CONSTRUCCION DE PROYECTOS VIALES, QUE SIGNIFIQUEN DE-

SAFROLLO INTEGRAL DEL AREA".



¢ CURRICULUM VITAE

JOMBRE: LUIS BENJAMIN ROSAS VELASQUEZ
FECHA DE NACIMIENTO: 24 DE AGOSTO DL 194¢%

LUGAR: REMEDIOS, FROVINCIA DE CHIRIQUI, REPUBLICA DE PANAMA

£DAD: 42 ANOS

DATOS ACADEMICOS:

Complets sus estudios primarivs en la escuela ANTONIO ANQUIZOLA, ccupando
el Jer., puesto de Homor. Hizo su Primer Ciclo en el Primer Ciclo de Re-
medios, donde obtiene su Certificado con el Ier. puesto de Honor. Comple~
ta su escuela secundaria en el Colegio FELIX OLIVARES, de David en 1967.

Inicia sus estudios Universitarios en la Faculcad de Agronomia de la Univei-
sidad de Pansmi. In Cuarto Afio es nombrado Representante Estudiantil ante
la Junta de la Facultad, por su alto Indice academico; obtuvo su TTtulo de
"LICENCIADO EN INGENIERIA AGRONOMICA" en 1974 con el mis alto indice acadé<
mice de su promocién.

EXPERIENCIAS PROFESIONALES YV POLITICAS:

5e inicia como profzsional en el Banco de Desarrollo Agropecuario en febrero
de 1974, (>me ANALISTA DE CREDITO., en la Provincia de Chiriqui hasta agosto
de 1975. Durante este perfodo dict6é seminarios de capacitacidn en el
"MANEJO DE ESTADOS FINANCIEROS" y "EVALUACION TECNICA Y FINANCIERA DE LOS
PRODUCTORES AGROPECUARIOS", a Tasadores, T&cnicos y personal de Crédito del
Banco de Desarrollo Agropecrario, en la Provincia de Chirigai.

A partir de septiembre de 1975 hasta febrero de 1977 se encarga del Departa-
mento de Asisctencia TEZcnica Agricola del Banco de Desarrollo Agropecuaria, a
nivel Nacional. Encargado de dirigir el departamento que tenia la responsa-
bilidad de asesorar al productor agropecuario, financiado por el B.D.A., en la
tecnalogia, semilla, suelos etc., a utilizar para lograr mejores rendimientos
a4 ménor costo. Durance este perfiodo dictd seminarios a Productores y Tdcmnicos
del B.D.A., sobre "Tdcnicas de produccién de Tomate Induatrial”, "T&cnicas de
produccidn de cebollas", Técnicas de produccifn de malz y sorgo', en Nati,

Los Santos y Chiriqui.

in marz2o de 1977 se encarga de la Gerencia Gemeral del Complejo deportivo
"ASTROCENTRO" hasta febrero de 1980. Esce comr jo deprtivo estaba cons-
titufido entre otros por un boliche de 24 pistas. Durante su adminiscra-
cidn promovid diferentes rorneos Internacionales de Boliche encre los que
destaca 'El Torneo de las Am&ricas" en donde participiiron delegaciones mas-
culinas y femeninas de todos los paises de América.

Fue delegado del equipo panamedo que compitif en 1977 en el Torneo Interna-
cional de Miami, Florida, delegado del equipo panamefio ance el Torneo Inter-
nacional de Clubes, celebrado en Bogotd en 1978 y Direcror de la Seleccibn
Nacional Holiche en el Torneo Centroamericano de Boliche, celebrado en

San José€ de Coasta Rica en 1979.

A partir de 1980 inicia su gestidn como Empresario Privado, didicindose a
la Ganaderfa. apicultura y Porcinocultura en la Provincia de Chiriquf.

kn 1982 apoya y participa en la inscripeiin del Partido MOLIRENA, en la
Provincia de Chiriqui.

En 1984 es postulado y elegido como Legisladnr Segundo suplente por ¢l par-
tido MOLIRENA, en el Circuito 4-7, que estd formado por algunos corregimien-
tos de los distritos dec Tolé, Remedios, San Félix y San Lorenzo.
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LUTS BENJAMIN ROSAS VELASQUEZ

En 1989, es postulado y elegido como Legislador, primer suplente por el par-
tido MOLIRENA en al Circuito 4-7; encargdndose de la curul desde marzo de
1990 hasca la facha, debido a que el Legislador principal, el

LIC. JORGE RUBEN ROSAS, se encargd del Ministerio de Trabajo y Bienestar
Socilal desde diciembre de 1989 hasta la fecha.

Como Legislador ha side Vice-Fresidente de la Comisidu de Vivienda, y Miem-
bro de la ComisiSn de Hacienda Piblica y Politica Econdmica y Trabajo y

Bienestar Social de marzo a agosto de 1990. o Coee

A partir de septiembre de 1991 hasta la fecha es Presidente de la Comisidn de
Trabajo y Bienestar Social y Miembro de la ComisiSn de Asuntos Agropecuarios

y Cousarvacidn del Medio ambiente.

Es Miembro de la Comisidn de Modernizacidn de la Asamblea Legislativa.

En septiembre de 1991 participé del III Congreso Pro-Democ..cia, realizado
en Stramburgo, francia.

LEYES PROPUESTAS:

1. Por el cual se establece la condecoracidn José de la Cruz Herrera, des-
tinado al md3ximo Indice académico de la graduacidén anual de la Universidad
de Panami, de la Universidad Tecnoldgica, de la Universidad Santa Maria la
Antigua y dem#s universidades.

Aprobada el 4 de julio de 1992,

- Proyecto de Ley No. 51 "Por el cual se modifican los articulos 6, |5y
Z de la Ley 2 del 20 de marzo de 1986 y se le adicionan otros artfeulos".

3 de dicicmbre de 1991 (rechazado)

o]
&
2

Este Proyecto trata de reglamentar el uso de Pegticidas ecn el sector agrope-
cuario.
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Idiomas
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Intérprete Pablico Autorizado (Inglés-Esparfiol, Espafiol-Inglés)

Asociaciones

l. Comisionada de 1la Asociacién de Té&cnicos Legislativos de
Centroamérica (ATELCA), '

2. Junta Directiva del Club de Mujeres de Negocios y Profe-
sionales de Boquete,

3 Miembro del Colegio de Abogados.

4 Junta Directiva de 1a Asociacidén de Estudiantes de Derecho.

Cursos Y Seminarios

Organizacién del II Encuentro de Presidentes de Cangresos o
Asambleas Legislativas de Centroamérica. (Octubre, 1990)

Reunidon Taller Preparatoria de la Agenga Centroamericana de
Ambiente y Desarrollo (Junio, 1991)

Represantante por Panamia en el Taller Nacional sobre Mujer
Y Desarrollo Sostenible, Costa Rica (Julio,1991)

Curso Desarrollo del Potencial de la Mujer (Diciembre, 1991)
Curso Introduccisn a las Computadoras (Sistama Operativo
PC/MS-DOS, Nociones de Lotus 1-2-3, DpBase IIl+ Yy Word
Perfecr 5.1) (Enero, 1992)

Seminario Politicas Econdmiczs para el besarrollo Sostenible
en Centroamérica (Costa Rica. Noviembre, 1991)



CURRICULUY VITAE
NOMBRE : ALBERTO CIGARRUISTA CORTEZ
DIRECCION: BARRIADA BOULEVARD LOS LAURELES
CORREGIMIENTO DE JUAN DIAZ
CASA # 48 - PANAMA
TELEFONOS : RESIDENCIA- 33-1987
96-8110
OFICINAS 62-2540
96-8142
DATOS GENERALES:

LUGAR Y FECHA DE NACIMIENTO:

EDAD:
SEXO:
ESTADO CIVIL:
PROFESION:
NOMBRE DE LA ESPOSA:
NUMERO DE DEPENDIENTES :
HISTORIA ACADEMICA:
UNIVERSTTARIA:

TITULO OBTENIDO:

SECUNDARIA:
PRIMARIA :
CONTERENCIAS DICTADAS:

OCUPACTON ACTUAL:

1992

PROV. DE LOS SANTOS
1 DE FEBRERO DE 1954
38 ANOS
MASCULINO
CASADO
ABOGADO
DORIS ELISA VARGAS
CINCO
UNIVERSIDAD DE PANAMA

FACULTAD DE DERECHO Y CIENCIAS
POLITICAS

LCDO. EN DERECHO Y CIENCILS "Po-
LITICAS

COLEGIO JOSE DANIEL CRESFO
ESCUELA NICANOR VILLAL:Z

ANTE MEDICOS

SITUACION DE LOS DERECHOS HUMANOS
PANAMA

FOR LA PAZ (EE.UU)

LEGISLADOR DE LA REPUBLICA
PROVINCIA LE LoS SANTOS
CIRCUITO 7-2 Los§ SANTOS -GUARARE



CURRICOLUM vITAE

SUBEN ELOY AROSEMENA VALDES

VIDA PROFESICNAL

Eatucdics prigaries Y securndariocs en el Colegio La 3ajile de
Panama.

1978 elacto ComMO Prasidente de la Acociacidn dn Graduardes
del Colaegao La Sallg.

1983 aslecto como Presidents de la Agociacién de Istudiances
de Darecno dm 14 Univercindad sapta Marfia La Antigua.

1986 graduado dg Lice.uciado ep Derecno y Cienczas Politicas
en la Univergidag Santa Maria La Antigua.

Miembro del Sonsejo de Eacuaila de Darecho y Clencias Polf-
ticas de la Usma representando a log estudiantes.

Miembro da 1, Federacidn Interamericana da Abogadog.

1987 "Master or Law" gn Derecno Internacional Y Comparado,
an Southern Methodist Univeraity en Dallas, Texas.

Miambro dal Colegio Nacional de Abogados.
Trabajs en 1a firma de abogados Illuaca Y Asociados.

Actualmenta ey 90cio de la firma dg abogados R.R. Arosemena
Y Asociados.

VIDA POLITICA

FUe Saaretario Generay Adjurto Nacional da la Juventud del
Partido Demécraca Cristianc.

Partonecis a1  zomieg jecutivo del rartido Cembcraca
Cristiano.

Electo para e} Ferisdo 1284-1989 como Honorable Rapraesen-
tante Syplance del Correqamianto de Bella vVista, Provincis
d® Pananmé.

Electo Para ol periodo L989-1994 come Honorable Logaglador
Primer Suplence Por el circuito 4. g.

Electo para a1 periodo 1989-i99¢ como Seorstariv General is
la Asamblca LoGiralativa,

Miembro dal “omitd Pelitico dal PareiAg Dembaraca Criatiano.

ACTIVIDADES CIVICAS

Miembro del clup Rotario qe Panama,

Mienbro de 1a Asociacigp Pananmafla de rjecutivos ds Empresas.

q0


http:panain.1y
http:Corqm.at
http:Eficue.la
http:sftUdz.og

CURRICULUM VITAE

Datos Personales

Nombre: Estela Maria Koyner McIntyre
Cadula: 4-142-1224 Seguro Social: 12-4817
Nacionalidad: Panamena
Fecha de Nacimiento: 26 de junio de 1962
Direccidén Actual: 5649-A, wWalker Ave., Diablo Heights, Ancén
Apdo. 51127, Balboa, Ancén, Panama, R. P.
Teléfono Oficina: 62-6447 6 62-6370
Residencia: 52-27s8
Estado Civil: Soltera

Preparacidn Académica

1. Maestria en Derecho (Master of Laws), graduada en Tulane
University, Naw Orleans, Louisiana, E.U.A., 1987.
2. Licenciada en Derecho y Ciencias Politicas, graduada en
la Universidad Santa Ma-ia La Antiqua, Panaméi, 1986.
Honores: Magna cum laude
3. Bachiller, graduada en Cristobal High School, Zona del
Canal, 1979.
Honores: a) Primer puesco de honor de la graduacién 1979
b) Miembro de la Sociedad Nacional de Honor
(Caribbean Chapter of the National Honor
Society of Cristobal High School)
¢) Miembro de la Sociedad de Estudiantes Distin-
guidos de Colegios Norteamericanos (The Soci-
ety of Distinguished American High School
Students)

Experiencia

1. Asistente de. Secretario General de la Asamplea Legisla-
tiva de Panama (1999- )

2. Asescra Legal de la Asociacisn de Cafetalercs Bogueteflos
(1989~1990)

3. Asesora Lagal dael Club da Mujeres de Nagocios y Profesio-

nales de Baoquete (1989-1990)

Administradora de empresa cafetalera 11987-1990)

Asistente Legal en R. & R. Arosemenz y Asociados (1983-

1986)

6. Asistente Estudiantil en la Coniision del Canal de Panama
(1979, 198l vy 1982)
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