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Note from the author
Written in 1981 and filed.  I took it out again to review and annotate in May 1988.  I have made an
effort to be objective and fair, and I ask forgiveness of anyone who might feel unjustly treated.  I
have not related everything.  The events I have chosen to include are those I feel will help the read-
er understand the atmosphere of the moment, rather than a chronological recording.  Thus, many
things that happened and many cherished collaborators are left unmentioned.  However, these can
be included in a future edition, if they remind me.  Since I have been fortunate that no one has tried
to minimize my achievements (to the contrary, I have been credited with more than are true), it has
never been my intention to take credit for the achievements of others.  Indeed, I am anxious to do
justice to others whose contributions have either been attributed to me or are simply unknown.
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To my friends who had faith; 
to the students, to the graduates 
and to the future students of
Universidad Francisco Marroquín.

Manuel F. Ayau 
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y concern about university
education came from way

back.  Already in the late ’50s, I
wrote a statement (never published),1

in which I proposed an amendment
to the Guatemalan constitution to
permit the establishment of private
universities.

There was a general discontent in
the community over the politiciza-
tion of the [state-run] Universidad
de San Carlos de Guatemala, a situ-
ation that had been evolving gradu-
ally ever since the university had
been granted “autonomy.”  I, like
many, was upset and frustrated by
the fact that, as a citizen, I was forced
to finance the Universidad de San
Carlos without, however, any right to
exercise the slightest influence, even
through an insignificant indirect vote
in the selection of its authorities.  And
I was even more concerned that young
people had no other option to study a
profession.

The problem that I considered to
be extremely serious for the future
of the country was that the academ-
ic focus given to economic and social
problems was exclusively socialist
in perspective.  In addition, I felt
that populist norms, on which the
Universidad de San Carlos was
based, were not conducive to pro-
ducing competent professionals;
and, lastly, that the Universidad de

San Carlos was a political tool that
was leading our society to radical-
ization and intolerance; away from
a productive framework and toward
a statist model.

At the time I was unaware of the
efforts of several Jesuits who, with
the help of a distinguished and influ-
ential group of Guatemalan profes-
sionals, had begun the process that
would ultimately lead to the first
private university in Guatemala:
Universidad Rafael Landívar.

This event was of great conse-
quence for the country, since it broke
the regime of academic incest of
our state-run university and paved
the way for new universities to be
founded in the future.  In new uni-
versities, generations of young peo-
ple seeking a university education
would find more options and a plu-
rality of ideas.  With the founding
of the Universidad Rafael Landívar,
I believed that the situation that was
worrying me would be resolved.

The founding of the Universidad
Rafael Landívar removed the barri-
ers to remedying the situation.  Uni-
versidad Mariano Gálvez and Uni-
versidad del Valle de Guatemala
followed.  With four universities
now in Guatemala, the idea of set-
ting up one more was shelved, I
thought, for good.

9

1 See Appendix I for statement.
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ven though the new universi-
ties tended, through rivalry or

competition, to solve certain prob-
lems in our higher education—espe-
cially those related to technical qual-
ity—another problem remained.  It
was towards the resolution of this
problem that a group of friends and
I had been focusing our efforts and
resources for some time.

In 1958, concerned that no one
was addressing problems from a
long-term perspective, Ernesto
Rodríguez and I decided to found
the Center for Economic and Social
Studies (CEES).  Our goal was to
study and disseminate the ethical,
economic and legal principles of
the free society.  Seven of us, all
friends, made up the group.2

We were convinced that, in the
long run, ideas govern; that if our
country was to enjoy peaceful pros-
perity, free from the oppression of
ideological groups, enough individ-
uals of influence would need to have
a clear understanding of the organi-
zation of the free society and, there-
by, gain the conviction and courage
to defend it. 

We believed that within the world
of ideas the socialist avalanche was
overwhelming, and that well-
intentioned people—influential in
politics, the church, academia, litera-

ture, etc.—were involuntary victims
of rationalizations presented as sol-
id, modern theories and, above all,
as if their permanent triumph were
inevitable.  This we believed would
end by destroying all chance of
achieving peaceful progress and it
would destroy individual liberty,
which, among human rights, we con-
sidered not only the principal right,
but the basis for all other human
rights.

The efforts of CEES bore fruit.
First, the work itself and the trans-
lations we did forced us to study.  I
remember that Carlos Springmühl,
Antonio Aycinena and I took a year
to finish reading Ludwig von Mises’
Theory and History, which we met
once a week to discuss.  Our wives
would get together separately and
later we would all have dinner and
talk over our readings.  Aware of
our limitations, and in an attempt to
be clear and consistent, we submit-
ted the articles we wrote to criti-
cism, discussion and corrections,
which served us as lessons.  All of
us were self-taught in these subjects
which would come to absorb much
of our time.

During 1959, on a trip to Mexico
for the Guatemalan Electric Com-
pany, Ernesto Rodríguez met Agus-
tín Navarro from the Institute of

10

2 Alejandro Arenales Catalán, Manuel F. Ayau, Antonio Aycinena, Imrich Fischmann, Enrique García
Salas, Enrique Matheu, Ernesto Rodríguez Briones.  Subsequent directors: Carlos Springmühl,
Hilary Arathoon, Ulysses Dent, Antonio Nájera S., Estuardo Samayoa, Félix Montes.  CEES held
its first meetings in a storefront in zone 4, loaned by Eduardo Cabarrús.
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Economic and Social Research,
founded by Gustavo Velasco.  It was
through this group that we discov-
ered the existence of the Foundation
for Economic Education (FEE).3

It was during this period that I
met Ulysses R. Dent, and the affini-
ty of our ideas and the compatibili-
ty of our personalities forged a strong
friendship.  We were both self-taught
in the subjects of the social sciences.
Ulysses already had an extensive
library and he devoured books.  His
ideas were extremely clear; but more
than that, with respect to individual
liberty he was completely intransi-
gent.  He joined CEES and the small
institution took shape, intellectually
as well as operationally, since by
then several of the members had left
the board and only Antonio Aycinena
and I remained.  

Ulysses and I attended a seminar
at the Foundation for Economic
Education, where we truly felt at
home.  The intellectual and moral
support we received from leading
intellectuals boosted our morale and
self-confidence.  Ulysses became a
close friend of Leonard Read, whom
he visited every chance he could
when he had to travel to New York.  

Hilary Arathoon played a very
important role in all of CEES’ activ-
ities.  He was a serene man, a pro-
found thinker, always in a good
mood, and he liked to write.  Our
personalities complemented and
balanced each other well.  The advice
I received, as much from Hilary as
from Ulysses, was of great value
and very good for me personally as

well as, of course, for the effec-
tiveness of the work of our small
institute.

I remember that the first confer-
ence held by CEES was on Decem-
ber 20, 1961 at the Teatro GADEM.
The economist Dr. Arthur W.
Margit, famous for his book  Price
Theory, spoke on the mistake of
placing a tariff barrier around the
future Central American Common
Market.  A prolonged exchange fol-
lowed between Dr. Margit and Dr.
Alberto Fuentes Mohr, an econo-
mist with socialist leanings and the
principal architect of the Central
American Common Market.

It is worth remembering that the
positions taken by CEES (against
income tax, minimum wage, pro-
tective tariffs, the exchange con-
trols on which our monetary law
was based, etc.) were considered
exceedingly radical even for those
on the “right,” not only in Guatemala
but in the world in general.  In vogue
were Keynesianism, “developmen-
tism,” import substitution through
protective tariffs or development,
“social justice,” mixed economies,
and all sorts of propositions widely
accepted or at least tolerated. 

We should also remember that
among ourselves we still heavily
debated the positions we took favor-
ing freedom, especially since we
were not completely clear about
them.  As the work at CEES forced
us to take a stand on an increasing
number of issues, the differences in
opinion among us caused flux in the
CEES membership.  

11
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In CEES, we were publishing a
bi-monthly pamphlet, which meant
we had to read the Freeman maga-
zine and anything else on freedom
we could get our hands on.  In those
days there wasn’t much available.
We would read and discuss the sub-
jects to be published.  Usually we
translated articles.  This was very
difficult for me because of my poor
grammar in Spanish.4

We produced a daily radio pro-
gram and a weekly column in the
daily newspaper El Imparcial. We
would also try to get bylined arti-
cles published in other newspapers.
We held seminars, produced televi-
sion programs—all with lots of
enthusiasm, little money, and great
satisfaction.  CEES’ monthly budg-
et wasn’t even US$1,000.

CEES’ work received economic
support for several years from the
Friedrich Naumann Stiftung, which
sponsored study trips to Germany,
once for Hilary and, later, for Félix
Montes and myself.  It was on this
trip that Félix and I planned our vis-
it to the home of Ludwig Erhard,
member of the Mont Pelerin Society,
which eventually led to his trip to
Guatemala.

Liberty Fund helped finance
Erhard’s trip, during which Erhard
stopped on the way in Indianapolis
to give a conference.  He hadn’t
wanted to go to the United States,
but there was no other way to ar-

range it since I had no alternative to
assure funding for the four first class
tickets needed for his group of trans-
lator, secretary and bodyguard.  En
route, he visited Mexico, Guatemala,
El Salvador and Venezuela.  His vis-
it to Guatemala lent prestige to our
institution.

As we could, we invited outstand-
ing personalities to come to Guate-
mala, among whom were Ludwig
von Mises, Leonard Read, Benjamin
Rogge and Henry Hazlitt (authors
of works which have come to be
considered modern classics), as well
as many other excellent and pro-
found speakers.

We were honored with the visit
of Friedrich Hayek and Milton
Friedman (both later received Nobel
prizes), William H. Hutt, Norman
Bailey, Gottfried Dietze, Gustavo
Velasco, Agustín Navarro, Dean
Russell and Hans Sennholz5 (all
had given us their unreserved sup-
port since our visits to FEE), Got-
tfried Haberler, Israel M. Kirzner,
Ramón Díaz, Max Thurn, Alvaro
Alsogaray, Reverend Daniel Lyons,
Dean Clarence Manion, Barbara
and Arthur Shenfield.  They all were
our teachers and mentors in the
slow and tortuous process of enlight-
enment in the areas on which our
small organization was focused.  We
later had the honor of granting many
of them degrees of doctor honoris
causa.6

12

4 Everything I wrote had to be corrected, and my editors—or tutors—were Roberto Sánchez,
Ulysses, or any other director who was willing to do me the favor.

5 It was a younger and very close friend of Henry Hazlitt, Dean Russell, who encouraged Hazlitt to
make the trip to give us conferences.  Hans Sennholz did the same with Ludwig von Mises.  Their
wives both came to Guatemala, Margit and Mary.  See the book by Margit Mises, My Years with

Ludwig von Mises, Arlington House, 1976, page 160.
6 See Appendix III for list of those who have received an honorary doctoral degree from UFM.



All of these experiences helped
us understand the intellectual per-
spective in our country and bol-
stered our confidence.  After the
monopoly of Universidad de San
Carlos had been broken, as the years
went by we realized that this alone
would not produce the results we
considered imperative.

Over time, several of us at CEES
had been invited to join the Mont
Pelerin Society7 (MPS), a small
association with members from
thirty-nine countries.  The great
majority of its members are profes-
sors or writers, or in some way affil-
iated with educational institutions.
Several business persons and politi-
cians are also among its members.

During the years we were design-
ing the university, those of us who
went to MPS meetings discussed
our concerns while there and were
lucky to receive advice from emi-
nent personalities who shared the
philosophy of freedom.  Their influ-
ence on us was very great.  Help
was always generously offered, and
it was thus that we established ties
with UCLA and the University of
Rochester, N.Y.,8 where several of
our outstanding students later went
on to receive a master’s degree,
some of whom taught at our univer-
sity upon their return.9

If the Mont Pelerin Society ha-
dn’t existed, it is probable that we
would have discarded the idea of
founding a university since there
were already four in our country.
The contact we had with these peo-
ple in the academic world made us
more aware that the intellectual cri-
sis of our time, principally in the
universities, was worldwide.  Re-
member that this was in the ’60s.
MPS members had taken part in aca-
demic activities at prestigious uni-
versities such as Stanford, Harvard
and others, and had personally wit-
nessed their state of decadence.

Of course I recognize that every-
thing depends on the lens through
which one looks; what is for me a
disaster, for those who are achiev-
ing it is a success and what we are
doing is a disaster.  The difference
between the two is that the others
do not allow dissention: in Germany
and France private universities are
illegal.  Academic inbreeding reigns,
and those teachers who believe in
the principles of the free society
come up against all kinds of barri-
ers in their professional teaching
careers.10

This phenomenon is almost uni-
versal.  For that reason, our col-
leagues in the Mont Pelerin Society
consider Universidad Francisco Ma-
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7 Of which I was president from 1978 to 1980.
8 Especially supportive were: from UCLA, Professors Armen Alchian and Clayburn LaForce,

Chairman of the Department of Economics; Dr. Henry Manne, founder of the "Law & Economics"
movement in the U.S.; and from the University of Rochester, William Meckling, Dean of the
School of Economics and Business Administration and Dr. Allen Wallis, Chancellor.

9 Rochester graduates: Gustavo Pellecer, Jorge Sosa de León, José María Escamilla, Roberto
Blandón, Luis Enrique González Hertzsch, Gerardo Bianchi, Carlos Springmühl, Jr.

10 Commentary added in 1990: In those times, no one predicted that twenty years later, Gorbachov
(as an example of those who considered us mistaken if not outright scoundrels) would state, "Life
has led us to the transition toward the market.  We must restore to the people the natural sense of
being their own masters.  And only a normal economy—the market economy—can do this."



rroquín to be an exceptional case,
unique in the world.  This is a source
of much pride for us, given that the
MPS is made up of an elite group
of thinkers with whom we share the
same philosophy.

Fortunately, it seems that today
the tendency has begun to change
in many countries, though not all.
Our colleagues in France and Ger-
many, for example, are still very
pessimistic about the future of the
social sciences.  

(For several years, I had been
invited by students at Universidad
Rafael Landívar to give conferences
on different aspects of the free soci-
ety.  This was distasteful to the
authorities of that university because,
as a result of my conferences, I had
become well known as a critic of
the theories of “social” justice and
liberation theology, then in vogue.
I also participated frequently in
debates in the School of Economics
at Universidad de San Carlos. 

On the occasion of one confer-
ence at Universidad Rafael Landí-
var, the Jesuit authorities rounded
up all of the students on campus at
the moment to witness how they
would destroy me in public.  Un-
fortunately for them, they made such
fools of themselves that the follow-
ing day the students who had invit-
ed me presented me with a letter
apologizing for the lack of good
manners of their Jesuit teachers.
One had rushed to the blackboard
to erase the conclusions of my the-
sis, while another yelled out insults
at me accusing me, among other
things, of taking advantage of a cap-
tive audience!)

In 1968, the directors of CEES
were (in alphabetical order, with
entry date): Hilary Arathoon (1965),
sawmill owner; Antonio Aycinena
(1958), farmer; Ulysses R. Dent
(1963), sales representative for for-
eign manufacturers; Félix Montes
(1968), machinery importer; Anto-
nio Nájera (1968), farmer and news-
paper columnist; Estuardo Samayoa
(1965), importer of office machines;
and yours truly (1958), manufactur-
er of industrial gases.

In 1969, at the suggestion of
Antonio Nájera, we invited Dr. Ri-
goberto Juárez-Paz to CEES to give
us classes in logic, which led to an
important and mutually beneficial
relationship.  He enlightened us on
the subjects of logic and philoso-
phy, without trying to make us
experts, and we in turn enlightened
him on economics.  It was then that
he went deep into the study of authors
of what is called the Austrian School,
such as Mises and Hayek, whose
analysis and writings later served
as the basis for the courses of social
philosophy that he would teach at
the University and for which he
would prepare other teachers. 

From the beginning we recog-
nized in Rigoberto Juárez-Paz an
erudite mentor in the philosophical
areas that interested us.  As he has
reminded me: “I had studied the
masters Mises and Hayek and had
given classes on their thought for
several years.  John Locke, Adam
Smith, David Ricardo, David Hume,
Edward Burke, Jeremy Bentham,
John Stuart Mill and Herbert Spen-
cer were old friends of mine, as were
the great classic philosophers, men-
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tors to the British of the 17th, 18th
and 19th centuries.”

It gave us great satisfaction to
have found a colleague of the stat-
ure of Rigoberto Juárez-Paz, who
agreed with our social philosophy
and with our ideas on what a uni-
versity should be.

CEES invited Dr. Juárez-Paz to
attend a seminar at the Foundation
for Economic Education.  We were

more convinced than ever of the
need to introduce the study of mar-
ket theory and the philosophy of
law at the university level.  We hoped
that Rigoberto Juárez-Paz would
also become interested in subjects
related to the social and economic
structures of the free society, which
motivated us and would serve as the
basis for what would be taught at
UFM.

15



nnumerable design systems exist
for social organization: social-

ism, Peronism, fascism, commu-
nism, Nazism, planned economy,
etc.  There is also a social order that
is not designed (that exists when no
one imposes a model), based on gen-
eral and abstract rules of just con-
duct, established not to get people
to act in a certain way, rather to pro-
scribe those acts that violate the
same rights of others.  Under such
norms, a spontaneous order emerges;
the term used to describe this order
is market theory.  It could also be
called, and in fact is, the organiza-
tion of the free society, which, while
not perfect, is the only system in
our judgment compatible with hu-
man dignity.

Our problem was how to get the
existing universities to include in
their curriculum what we felt future
leaders and persons of influence
needed to study in order to under-
stand what, to the best of our knowl-
edge, were the correct theories.

Dr. Rigoberto Juárez-Paz sug-
gested an alliance with Universidad
Mariano Gálvez, which had been
founded and was managed by a group
of honorable and dedicated profes-
sionals.  Such an alliance did not
come about.  At the time, the presi-
dent of that university was Adalberto
Santizo Román who had written his
thesis at Universidad de San Carlos
under Dr. Juárez-Paz, for whom he
worked as a teaching assistant.

Since we knew that Universidad
Mariano Gálvez was financially
strapped, we suggested to them that
we take over financial responsibili-
ty in exchange for control of the
School of Economics, plus several,
but not a majority of, seats on the
board of directors.  Our talks were
very candid concerning each oth-
er’s goals and, as I recall, they told
us that a favorable decision would
have to be unanimous.  One vote
was cast against our proposal and
the issue was closed.  

16
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t became clear to us that trying
to join any of the governing boards

of the other universities  would be
futile, for many reasons, including
the fact that the majority of our core
group did not have academic cre-
dentials or experience in the man-
agement of universities.  Our cre-
dentials were others.

We were very conscious of the
fact that in the public eye our group
had the reputation of being “right-
wing radicals,” and lacked experi-
ence in the management of univer-
sities.  We were so conscious of this
that, later, when we were trying to
recruit a president who didn’t have
this disadvantage, we approached
three friends,11 who were distin-
guished professional, as candidates,
without success.

Our failure in this effort was not
at all unfortunate.  To have created
a university after the style of the

times, based on the model of those
who had worked in and helped forge
them, would not have achieved our
purpose.  Nor would we have re-
ceived the financial backing from
the community the way we did.
UFM didn’t turn out to be just one
more university.  Its whole focus
and style were, and are, different
since academic entities, as a gener-
al rule, like to avoid positions con-
sidered radical at the moment by
the community.

We justified our existence pre-
cisely because we did not agree with
how those in academia were run-
ning the institutions that already
existed.  Otherwise, why found an-
other?  Thus, we didn’t have much
to learn from the “professional edu-
cators” in terms of how to organize
and run a university.  Our attitude
was reformist, not conformist. 

17

11 Adolfo Molina Orantes, Jorge Arias de Blois and Carlos Rodil Machado.
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he idea of creating a rigorous
university without ideological

prejudices continued maturing and
spreading among the friends of
CEES.  Its need became increasing-
ly evident, until, among my old and
close friends and my colleagues at
CEES, as well as our new friend
Dr. Rigoberto Juárez-Paz, the idea
jelled.  Rigoberto Juárez-Paz was to
me more of a philosophical mentor
than advisor on university organi-
zation and administration, although
his contribution in this area was also
important.  

The circumstances were propi-
tious for a new university.  The gov-
ernment of Dr. Julio César Méndez
Montenegro was sympathetic to the
idea.  We knew, however, that giv-
en the prevailing semantic distor-
tions we would be, ironically, the
ones labeled ideologues or extrem-
ists, our objective stand notwith-
standing.   

18
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élix Montes insisted that I
should be rector [president].

The fact that, in the eyes of the com-
munity, I did not have any universi-
ty or academic experience made me
hesitate.  Robert Culbertson, who
was then Director of AID in Gua-
temala and had been president of
the American University in Egypt,
helped convince me.  He made me
see that a president is fundamental-
ly a promoter—an organizer who
should also have a clear idea of the
nature of the academic job to be
undertaken.  That there was no rea-
son to expect that the community
would support just any new univer-
sity, and that any support we were
to receive would come exclusively
from those who shared the princi-
ples that CEES had upheld for so
many years, public testimony to the
complete philosophical commit-
ment of CEES’ members.  He con-
vinced me, and I accepted Félix’s
suggestion.  I also received approval
from Ulysses Dent, whose opinion
for me was decisive.

It is very important to underscore
Robert Culbertson’s observations.
UFM would be able to win the com-
munity support it needed to guaran-
tee its success precisely because of
the perception the community had

of CEES.  And as a guarantee to our
supporters, it was best that I be pres-
ident.  I emphasize this point so that,
in the future, the value of intransi-
gence in defense of the principles
of freedom not be undervalued.  The
letter12 from the president of Uni-
versidad Rafael Landívar, Arturo
Dibar, opposing the new university,
shows how UFM’s founding group
was perceived by the intellectuals
on the left.  For that reason, I want
to record my gratitude to those who
demonstrated their friendship and
confidence by enthusiastically join-
ing the Sponsoring Committee.

Upon our decision to go ahead
with the project, we invited others
who shared the ideals of CEES to
join us.  We were fortunate to enlist
Dr. Luis Beltranena in the project,
who, besides his personal prestige
in the community, was important to
us since he had been founding dean
of the School of Law at Universidad
Rafael Landívar.  Dr. Beltranena
took on the task (ad honorem) of
drafting statutes and forming the
sponsoring committee.  Those whom
we invited to join were philosophi-
cal friends13 of recognized prestige
in our community.  The document
establishing the Sponsoring Com-
mittee was signed on May 29, 1970.

19
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12 Original letter from Arturo Dibar.  Appendix IV
13 Manuel F. Ayau, Hilary Arathoon, Antonio Aycinena, Luis Beltranena, Antonio Carrera, Ulysses R.

Dent, Rigoberto Juárez-Paz, Félix Montes, Antonio Nájera, Roberto Ríos, Estuardo Samayoa,
Leonel Samayoa, Roberto Sánchez.  Others who would soon join the group: Arturo Bianchi, Oscar
Cáceres, Pedro Cordón, Roberto Cordón, Juan Estrada, Carlos Molina, Carlos Montes, Enrique
Murillo, Enrique Novella, Carlos Springmühl.
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We raised funds in addition to
those CEES already had on hand.
We also formally contracted, for a
modest remuneration, Dr. Rigoberto
Juárez-Paz, who was already giving
of his time as a member of the group
of promoters.  We hired my daugh-
ter, Carmen, as our secretary.

We were clear as to the character
that the university would have; that
it would be different from the oth-
ers.  Given that Rigoberto not only
shared our ideas, but also expressed
them clearly and precisely, we gave
him the work of writing the educa-
tional policy of the university, which
we named the Philosophy Statement
of Universidad Francisco Marro-
quín.

We discussed and debated with
Rigoberto the ideas and content of
every paragraph that should be
included in the Philosophy State-
ment,14 since he would write the
final version.  It was then submitted
to the group for approval.  It was
important to put in writing the ideas
the founders held on points relevant
to the new university, in order to
make known the difference in crite-
ria between this university and what
universally prevailed.  Above all, it
would be very necessary for future

trustees of the University.  It was
not a question of writing on the
social philosophy and economics
that inspired the UFM, rather on
the policy of university education.
UFM’s philosophy on social order,
which inspired its existence, was
recorded in my inaugural address.15

Our discussions were all educa-
tional exercises that would help us
understand more precisely what we
wanted.  The Philosophy of Univer-
sidad Francisco Marroquín was
finished and approved on July 15,
1971 with the proviso, at the sug-
gestion of Enrique Novella, that a
chapter on academic freedom be
added, something that turned out to
be very difficult to do.  Several years
later, on May 5, 1978, the founding
trustees approved this chapter.

The Sponsoring Committee had
published a brochure to help pro-
mote the founding of the University.
It was financed by Julio Zadik, who
agreed to print it at his print shop
when I visited his house one day at
Lake Amatitlán after a sailboat race.
I will always remember with grati-
tude and affection his gesture of
support for our project when it was
still no more than a dream.
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mong the requirements for   the
university to be approved

legally, we had to demonstrate that
it was economically solvent.  We
turned to the friends who supported
CEES for donations, which we then
handed over to the Sponsoring
Committee with the understanding
that if the university was not legally
approved the money would be re-
turned to the donors.  We collected
around US$40,000. 

Our first donors were the Novella
brothers.  I went to pay a visit to
Enrique, who was already a mem-
ber of the Advisory Board of CEES,
and who had indicated to me that
he wanted to help us and become
more involved.  I remember my con-
versation with his brother Estuardo.
Since Enrique was busy, I had gone
into Estuardo’s office to chat.  He
asked me, “So what are you up to
these days?”  “Well,” I said, “found-
ing a university.”  Silence . . . “But
that costs a lot of money.  Where
are you going to get it from?,” he
asked.  I answered, “What are friends
for?”  Silence . . . He opened a draw-
er, took out a checkbook and gave
me a check for US$10,000.

Later on, Leonel Samayoa, Félix
Montes and I went with our wives
to Houston with the idea of getting
funds.  Stella de Cheesman, Consul
General of Guatemala in Houston,
took us in hand making many ap-
pointments for us, as did Alice Pratt

of the Institute for International
Education.  If we were successful
in raising money, the University
would reimburse us our expenses.
We raised nothing.  We didn’t know
how to go about it. 

With the help of the International
Executive Service Corps, we later
brought an expert in fund raising
to Guatemala.  Milton Murray was
critical to my learning the ropes.
Without his help I would not have
been able to raise the amounts I lat-
er did, since he cured me of my inhi-
bitions about asking for money.  

The support of the first donors
gave us self-confidence, and their
names are recorded here: Chris-
topher Hempstead, Enrique Novella,
Estuardo Novella, Cervecería Centro-
americana, Luis Canella, the Granai
& Townson group of companies,
COPRECA, Ramón Campollo, Ro-
berto Berger, Rudi Weissenberg and
his daughter, Manfredo Lippmann,
Raúl Minondo, and many other in-
dividuals and companies who would
follow them. 
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hose of the group who met reg-
ularly included the board of

directors of CEES (mentioned a-
bove) and our friends, Luis Beltra-
nena, Antonio Carrera, Rigoberto
Juárez-Paz, Leonel Samayoa, Ro-
berto Sánchez.  Other members of
the Sponsoring Committee would
attend on occasion.

Universidad de San Carlos and
Universidad Rafael Landívar both
formally opposed approval of
UFM.16

When we found ourselves facing
opposition from Universidad de San
Carlos, we requested and were grant-
ed an audience with the High Council
on Education.  Accompanying me
for the presentation were Roberto
Sánchez, Leonel Samayoa and Félix
Montes.  

The meeting lasted several hours.
Those who openly expressed their
opposition were Alfonso Bauer, Ro-
berto Valdeavellano—later presi-
dent of Universidad de San
Carlos—, the student representa-
tive, and others.  The meeting,
presided by Universidad de San
Carlos president, Rafael Cuevas del
Cid, was cordial.  Although the meet-
ing was taped, we were not able to
get a copy at the time.17  We left the
meeting very satisfied, even though
the official position of Universidad

de San Carlos did not change.18

I personally visited the board of
directors of the School of Economics
of Universidad de San Carlos, which
was still located on the Calle Maris-
cal Cruz, to ask for their support.
The dean was Rafael Piedrasanta;
the other members of the board
were Luis Bernardo Lemus, César
Augusto Díaz Paiz, Luis Eduardo
Contreras, Héctor Goicolea, José F.
Tagua, and Alfredo Morales.  With
all I enjoyed a degree of friendship.

The meeting was very friendly,
with Manuel Villacorta even making
the joke that if they had their “com-
munist” university, we should be
allowed to have our “capitalist” one.

The application for legal approval
of the Sponsoring Committee was
presented under the administration
of Julio César Méndez Montenegro.
The Minister of Education was
General Rolando Chinchilla and the
Minister of the Interior, Héctor
Mansilla.  Approval was granted by
presidential decree under the fol-
lowing administration, signed by
Colonel Carlos Arana Osorio,
President; Jorge Arenales, Minister
of the Interior; and Alejandro
Maldonado, Minister of Education.

The Universidad Francisco Ma-
rroquín and its by-laws were ap-
proved by the Council on Private
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16 See letter from Arturo Dibar, president of Universidad Rafael Landívar.  Appendix IV
17 Condensed version of transcription of the recording, supplied by Universidad de San

Carlos.  Appendix VII
18 Members of the High Council of Universidad de San Carlos.  Appendix VIII.
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Higher Education [which functions
as the board of directors of Univer-
sidad de San Carlos] presided by
the Minister of Education, Alejandro
Maldonado.  The members of the
Council were: Ernesto Viteri and
Jorge Montes representing the pri-
vate universities; Augusto Cazali
and Tulio Armando Vargas repre-
senting Universidad de San Carlos;
Fernando Quezada Toruño and
Filadelfo Parada representing the
professional bars.  Cazali voted
against approval, presenting his
arguments, Quezada Toruño ab-

stained, and the rest voted in favor.  
Although not sympathetic, Ernes-

to Viteri supported approval and I
believe that he, as a member of the
Council on Private Higher Educa-
tion, wrote the document recom-
mending approval to the Council of
Ministers.  The ministerial decree
approving UFM was issued on
August 12, 1972.

As it turned out, Universidad de
San Carlos didn’t mount any great
public opposition, to the surprise of
many of us who expected it.
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19 See photograph.  Appendix IX
20 List of trustees since UFM's inception.  Appendix X

nce Universidad Francisco
Marroquín and its by-laws

were approved, the Sponsoring
Committee became the Board of
Trustees.  We celebrated with a cock-
tail party at my house.19 In atten-
dance were President of Guatemala
Colonel Carlos Arana; Minister of
Education Alejandro Maldonado;
journalist and close personal friend
Mario Ribas Montes; as well as
almost all of the members of the
Sponsoring Committee. 

Our decision on how to organize
the Board of Trustees came from
reflecting on what had happened to
various institutions over time, and
observing how their very purposes
had been changed, in some case end-
ing up contrary to those of the
founders.  Obviously there is no eter-
nal guarantee; however, due to its
organization, it is unlikely that it will
be possible to deviate from the
objectives of UFM’s founders for a
long time.  It is not that we presup-
pose bad intentions on the part of
others, rather differences in criteria
with regard to goals or university
policy.

The Board of Trustees is made
up of approximately fifty mem-
bers.20 By-laws govern its organi-
zation and membership.  The first
president was Julio Lowenthal
(1972–1973), followed by Félix

Montes (1973–1975), William
Olyslager (1975–1979), Max
Holzheu (1979–1987), Ronald Dent
(1988–1992).

By Guatemalan law, the highest
authority of a university lies with
the board of directors.  However,
the law does not establish the pro-
cedure or norms for the designation
of the board of directors of private
universities.  The purpose of UFM’s
Board of Trustees is to ensure that
the objectives for which the UFM
was founded are carried out and that
it is financially sound.  The Board
of Trustees elects six of the nine
members of the board of directors
(including the treasurer).  They, in
turn, elect the president, vice-presi-
dent, and general secretary of the
board.

Universidad Francisco Marroquín
belongs to no one in the sense that
no one can exercise over it the rights
generally associated with holding
something in property.  No one has
any rights to Universidad Francisco
Marroquín which may be sold or
inherited.  It is a non profit entity in
the sense that it pays no dividends.
Any surplus income is assigned to
assets. 

The first board members elected
were Luis Beltranena, Luis Canella,
Antonio Carrera, Enrique Murillo,
Roberto Ríos, and Leonel Samayoa,
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as treasurer.  Félix Montes was orig-
inally on tap to be on the board of
directors, but he elected to cede his
place to Luis Canella whose per-
sonal prestige and good sense would
be of great value to the University.
It is worth mentioning that Félix
Montes later donated the bust of
Bishop Francisco Marroquín which
he had sculpted by José Nicolás.  

The six elected to the board by
the Trustees then elected me as pres-
ident, Rigoberto Juárez-Paz as aca-
demic vice-president, and Roberto
Sánchez as general secretary.

Luis Beltranena was named dean
of the School of Law and I tem-
porarily took on the duties of the
dean of the School of Economics. 

25



26

21 This essay is included in the book Education in a Free Society, which is given to all new trustees
at UFM.  The book evolved out of a Liberty Fund seminar in Indianapolis in 1971, which I attend-
ed with my wife.  I remember that when I arrived, Benjamin Rogge greeted me with "Hello, Mr.
Curmudgeon," in reference to the article in the Reader's Digest, "Cheers for Old Curmudgeon,"
which originally appeared in Harper's Magazine in June 1970.  See Appendix XI for Reader's

Digest article.

rom the time of the Sponsoring
Committee, the idea was that

those elected to the board of direc-
tors by the founders, and later by
the Board of Trustees, would actu-
ally manage the University.

We sought to avoid what had hap-
pened in nearly all universities in
the world: that they have come to
be governed by members of the
teaching staff and/or students.  Our
reasoning went thus.  Teachers as
teachers have interests that may con-
flict with those of the institution.  It
is natural for teachers to want
perquisites, such as lower teaching
loads, more time for research or
writing, fewer required exams, more
trips to conferences, etc., for the
same salary or more.  The idea is
not to expect teachers to carry exces-
sive class loads or not to write or
travel, etc.; rather we recognize that
they, like all human beings, tend to
arrange their lives as comfortably
as possible, convincing themselves
that they will be better teachers for
it.  Also, it is recognized that rarely
is a good teacher a good adminis-
trator.  Indeed, professional aca-
demics have earned the reputation—
and it must be for a reason—that
they are bad administrators.  

I must make it clear that no one
holds a monopoly on entrepreneur-
ial talent, and, thus, there are mem-
bers of the academy who have such
talent.  Just as this talent is rare
among non-teachers (indeed, it is
the exception among all people), it
is also rare among teachers.  The
point is that it is easy to conclude
that someone who knows how to
teach also has, as a result, the talent
to run an educational organization.
The Peter Principle applies here,
too.  I make these comments to re-
mind future trustees of these facts
whenever they elect members to the
board of directors. 

We received many suggestions
that we contract “experts” in uni-
versity organization.  We always
rejected the idea for the simple
reason that we did not agree with
how universities “should” be run.
This university was founded pre-
cisely because we wanted it to be
different.  

The essay “The Political Econ-
omy of Universities,” by Henry
Manne, is an excellent analysis of
how the academic decadence in
many universities was due to the
fact that over time they had come
to be run by “academics.”21
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We had our own ideas of what we
wanted and we were very clear on
them.  It was not—and still isn’t—
an already existing model that we
sought; this was the sole reason for
founding UFM.  After visiting innu-
merable universities during my time
as president of UFM, I have never
found another that could fulfill the
goals of UFM’s founders.

While we looked for teachers to
give economics from the point of
view that we wanted, I had to design
a program, since we didn’t agree
with how the subject was taught
in any other university.  No books
even existed that dealt with the
subject and were organized the
way we wanted.  That was how our
course on “Fundamental Economic
Principles” came about, which is
still given in all UFM22 schools and
departments.  

We were lucky in the humanistic
disciplines. Dr. Juárez-Paz knew
qualified teachers in various sub-
jects, such as Dr. Salvador Aguado
who committed himself fully to the
project and became one of UFM’s
most enthusiastic and valued con-
tributors.  Another was Jesús Amu-
rrio who took over the administra-
tion of what was originally the
Department of General Studies,
under which students spent one and
a half years before being assigned
to their chosen discipline.

Jesús Amurrio turned out to be
an exception to the rule, since in
addition to being considered an
excellent teacher by his students, he
efficiently organized and adminis-
tered the Department of General
Studies where he began his work
with UFM.

22 I later learned from textbook authors that, for commercial reasons, the syllabus of the economics
courses given in universities doesn't vary.  Several authors have admitted to me that their books
would not be marketable had they not followed the outline established by Samuelson, because
then they would differ from the way that the teachers themselves had learned.  The result is that
young people have not had the chance to learn, in proper sequence and with due clarity, the impor-
tance of the social function of private property or how a society works (Law of Association).



efore the University opened,
we sent Ricardo Alvarado, an

engineer, for graduate study at UCLA
under the tutelage of Armen Alchian
and Clayburn La Force.  However,
we needed teachers in economics
so urgently that we couldn’t do with-
out him and, after a year, we ask
him to postpone his studies and
return.  The sacrifice of his studies
was inevitable since we didn’t have
enough teachers for the second year.
He accepted this sacrifice with char-
acteristic chivalry.

We brought several professors to
Guatemala (Chilean Mario Cortés
and American Paul Gibson).  We
sent lawyer Fernando Linares, for-
merly the manager of CEES, to
UCLA.  Upon his return in 1974,
he became dean of the School of
Economics.

One lucky day in December 1972,
Dr. Joseph Keckeissen brought to
my office Father Angel Roncero,
doctor in theology, who would
become the founding dean of UFM’s

School of Theology.  Joe had stud-
ied for six years under Ludwig von
Mises in his seminar series at New
York University.  Joe approved what
we were doing and decided to stay
in Guatemala to work with us.  He
has become academic mentor to all
economics teachers and students,
due to the respect he commands, his
encyclopedic knowledge, his inde-
fatigability as a teacher, and his
ability to communicate the range of
subjects he masters, in any course
on economics at any level.  His devo-
tion has been complete, to the good
fortune of UFM students.  His exam-
ple has been an inspiration for many
of us.

We didn’t have much problem in
finding teachers for the non-theo-
retical courses.  In the third year,
we contracted foreigners for those
disciplines in which we couldn’t
find a teacher locally who shared
our philosophy.  Among the most
outstanding and inspiring was
Alberto Benegas Lynch, Jr. from

28

Classes began at UFM on January 15, 1972, offering degrees in the disci-
plines of Law, Economics, Business Administration, and Theology.

Classes began with the following teachers:

Jesús Amurrio Political Thought I
Manuel F. Ayau Fundamental Economic Principles I
Joyce van der Henst English
Rigoberto Juárez-Paz Logic
Sergio Solórzano Science and Mathematics I

CHAPTER XI
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Argentina, who stayed at UFM for
three years.  When he returned to
Argentina, he organized a graduate
school of economics and business
administration (ESEADE), based on
our model.  (In June 1977, a year
before ESEADE of Argentina was
founded, I was able to help out by
speaking to various groups of possi-
ble supporters in Buenos Aires to
tell them of our experience and enco-
urage them to support ESEADE,

which under Alberto’s management
has been very successful.)

The idea of bringing Alberto
Benegas Lynch, Jr. came from
Joaquín Reig, who was visiting
Guatemala for the regional meeting
of the Mont Pelerin Society, in Sep-
tember 1972.  When I pointed out
to him that this would cost a lot
of money, he arranged to donate
US$1,000 per month to us to help
cover expenses.



rom the outset, the idea was to
keep UFM small; to focus its

efforts toward an academic elite at
the highest level possible so that the
influence of its graduates in the dis-
semination of ideas flows from the
top down.  Our policy has been to
limit admissions based on aptitude
requirements.  As the number of
applicants rises, we should choose
the desired number from those who
show the most ability.  From the
start, the aptitude tests we have used
are those administered nationally
by Universidad del Valle de Gua-
temala; this is combined with a per-
sonal interview with the applicants
and review of their academic records.

From the beginning, we decided
that our tuition fees would be the
highest in the country.  At the same
time, we established the norm that
an applicant’s ability to pay would
not be taken into account in the
admissions process so as not to influ-
ence the selection.  We wanted an
intellectual elite, not an economic
one.  

Student loans would be granted
exclusively on the candidate’s intel-
lectual aptitude, not on knowledge.
Nor would we condition a loan to
getting higher grades than those pay-
ing full tuition.  

The reasons for keeping UFM
small are:

• If we want the highest academic
level, we must select students of
approximately the same high in-
tellectual level.

• If the selection process is done
well, the teachers will be more
motivated as they face more de-
manding students.  It is easier to
control a small institution than a
large one.

• In general, we believe that the
demand for higher education is
better served by a larger number
of small institutions than by a few
large ones. 

After ten years, we cannot say
that all our teachers meet our expec-
tations, although the majority does.
Indeed, they are few who do not
meet the standards we expect and
we are greatly chagrined when a
teacher assigned to a group of stu-
dents does not have all the qualities
he or she should.  If the University
were larger, this problem might be
greater than it is.
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1972
UFM opens with the Schools of
Economics, Law, and Humanities 
(Department of Theology)

1973
Graduate School of Economics
and Business Administration

1974
School of Architecture

1975
Graduate School of Clinical
and Medical Psychology
Department of Continuing Studies

1976
Department of Secondary
Teachers’ Education in: Language
and Social Sciences, and in
Mathematics and Physics

1977
Graduate School of Social Sciences

1978
School of Computer Science and
Systems Engineering
School of Medicine
Department of Philosophy

1980
Department of Art
Department of Education

1982
School of Dentistry

1983
Department of Political Studies
Department of Secondary
Teachers’ Education in History and
in Communication Sciences

ur original idea was to have a
university that specialized in

law and economics.  This doesn’t
mean that we didn’t want other dis-
ciplines, as the one does not exclude
the other.  As a matter of fact, Gua-
temalan law requires a university to
have a minimum of three schools or
departments.  The governmental de-

cree approving the UFM conditioned
the university to “open as soon as
resources allow, schools that cover
the areas of science and technology,
as well as health and education.  The
first of these should be opened with-
in six years from the date of this
decree.”23

FOUNDING OF SCHOOLS AND ACADEMIC DEPARTMENTS
IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER (updated 2006)

CHAPTER XIII

23 Decree Number 77 of the Constitutional Government of Guatemala.  Appendix XII
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The UFM’s expansion did not fol-
low a plan and the initiatives to add
new programs did not come from
the founders (who had become the
Board of Trustees), nor from mem-
bers of the board of directors.

The first case was the Department
of Theology which, by the way, the
Jesuits tried to block through pres-
sure brought to bear, both in Guate-
mala and Rome, on members of the
Salesian Order.  

Through Estuardo Samayoa, the
directors of the Salesian Theological
Institute had approached us.  They
wanted the Theological Institute to
become part of UFM.  We reached
an agreement which stipulated aca-
demic rigor and the inclusion in their
curriculum of our courses on mar-
ket economics and social philoso-
phy, as well as English.  UFM would
not incur any financial responsibili-

ty.  Father Angel Roncero, who was
promoting the agreement, came to
be an enthusiastic contributor in all
that was related to UFM.  Today he
is one of its trustees.24 Father
Roncero’s initiative was supported
at the time by the Provincial of the
Salesian Order, Reverend P. Hugo
Santucci.

This agreement served as a basis
for later agreements for the schools
of architecture, clinical and medical
psychology, computer science and
systems engineering, medicine, and
dentistry (in chronological order).

The bases for the cooperative
agreements were:

1. That those promoting the initia-
tive take full responsibility for
the financial solvency of the school
or department.
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24 In May 1988, UFM awarded Father Angel Roncero an honorary doctoral degree in Social Sciences.

1984
Department of Psychology
Department of Auditing and 
Public Accounting

1986
Department of Communication
Sciences
Graduate School of Psychology

1987
Department of Religious Studies
Department of Art History
Continuing Education in Science
Distance Education School (IDEA)

2000
School of Computer Science and
Systems Engineering, including the
Distance Education School (IDEA)
project, becomes a new university:
Universidad Galileo

Departments of Theology,
Philosophy and Communication
Sciences become a new university:
Universidad Mesoamericana



2. That UFM’s courses on econom- 
ics and philosophy be included in
their curriculum, and taught ex-
clusively by teachers designated
by UFM’s board of directors.

3. That they maintain the level of  
academic excellence above that
of other educational entities.

4. That they act in accordance with  
the Philosophy of the University.

5. That they faithfully adhere to the
UFM’s by-laws. 
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CHAPTER XIV

FOUNDING OF ESEADE

GRADUATE SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS
AND BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

n November 1972, Eduardo
Suger and Antonio Gillot drew

up a proposal for a master’s pro-
gram in economics and business
administration, which they present-
ed to Rigoberto Juárez-Paz.  Rigo-
berto organized a meeting in which
we discussed the project.  We thought
it was a good idea.  

After several meetings a final draft
of the project was completed and
presented to the Board of Directors
which gave its approval.

It was in these meetings that
we decided to divide the graduate
school year into 9-week sessions
with classes of 75 minutes.  We did
this so that our students, whom we
expected to draw from the busi-
ness and professional communities,
could better organize their sched-
ules and attend classes with fewer
impediments.  

In December of the same year,
several changes were made in pro-
gram in the area of economics, with

the help of Joseph Keckeissen,
whose advice we had sought.

With everything ready, classes
began in January 1973.  Administra-
tion of the program was placed pro-
visionally in the hands of Alfredo
Rego.  After reorganizing, we took
advantage of Ricardo Alvarado’s
return to Guatemala who remains
head of the program today.

The first teachers in ESEADE
were: Manuel Ayau, Eduardo Suger,
Antonio Gillot, Joseph Keckeissen
and Alfredo Rego.

The first students were graduated
with the degree of magister artium
in 1976. 

Several years later, a specializa-
tion in actuarial sciences was add-
ed to the program, from which a
smaller number of students were
graduated.

Today, another specialization,
finance and marketing, is included.

I
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25 Víctor Cohen, Peter Giesemann and Adolfo Lau.

n 1973, a group of architects25

approached us to see if we would
let them found a school of architec-
ture under UFM.  We told them our
conditions.  They told us that they
were going to speak with the other
private universities before making a
decision.

With the exception of Peter
Giesemann, I was not friends with
any of them.  They were clearly sus-
picious of our suitability to run a
university.  They were directors and
teachers from the School of Archi-
tecture at Universidad de San Carlos.
More than anything, they were very
anxious about retaining control.

When they explained to us that
what they wanted was a technical
school, somewhere “between archi-
tect and construction foreman,” we
told them that our university was
not suitable given its philosophy;
that if they decided to found a high
level school of architecture we could
take them in.  We also explained to
them (with the help of Rigoberto
Juárez-Paz) the principles of any
such arrangement. 

When they came back to talk
again, I remember that their princi-
pal spokesman, Adolfo Lau, said to
me in a questioning tone, “They say
that everything here is run dicta-
torially, and that everybody does
whatever ‘Muso’ says.”

I liked his candidness and at the
same time I was amused.  Since I
wasn’t about to give explanations, I
limited myself to asking him which
he preferred, Muso or the Jesuits?  

I believe they joined us with some
reservations, but with time, really
very shortly, our relations became
cordial, characterized by mutual
support and without interference
from “Muso.”  Today, eight years
later, I know that the founders of
the School of Architecture and
UFM’s Board of Directors are very
satisfied with the results.

The School of Architecture was
approved by the Council of Private
Higher Education in its meeting of
October 23, 1973; classes began in
January 1974.

FOUNDING OF THE SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE

CHAPTER XV

I
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FOUNDING OF FISICC

SCHOOL OF COMPUTER SCIENCE AND SYSTEMS ENGINEERING
(chapter written by Antonio Gillot)

CHAPTER XVI

n September 1977, Drs. Eduardo
Suger and Antonio Gillot were

invited to attend a series of confer-
ences in the United States on
“Computers and their Influence on
the Rise and Development of New
University Programs.”  After the
conferences, they toured several col-
leges and universities in the U.S.,
and upon their return began devel-
oping a program for a university
level School of Computer Sciences.  

When they presented the project
to me as president of UFM, it was
warmly received.  The timing coin-
cided with the visit of Dr. Rolf
Thanheiser who, upon finding out
about the project, offered the sup-
port of UNIFO, a German founda-
tion for third world development.
Thus, the project of the Institute for
Computer Sciences got underway. 

On November 18, 1977, the proj-
ect was presented to the Board of
Directors, which approved it on the
same day.  

In February 1978, classes began
with seventy students enrolled in
Systems Engineering.  In July of
the same year, two more programs
were opened: Systems Analysis with
sixty-eight students and Computer
Programming with thirty-two.  

In July 1982, upon approval by
the Council of Private Higher Ed-
ucation, the Institute became the
School of Computer Science and
Systems Engineering, known by its
acronym, FISICC.  The dean of the
school is Eduardo Suger, who has
been its director from the begin-
ning, with Antonio Gillot as assis-
tant dean.

I



ne afternoon, Jorge Castillo,
paid a visit to UFM.  He owned

a large number of archaeological
and colonial pieces that he and his
wife, Ela, had been collecting all
their lives.  He had set up the Popol
Vuh Museum downtown in zone 1
and it was costing him a lot of mon-
ey to keep up.  He invited me to be
on the board of the Museum, which
he wanted to donate to the five uni-
versities in Guatemala.  I told him
that I could not refuse his invitation
but that it didn't seem to me a good
idea to donate the Museum to five
entities, since none would feel itself
owner.  That it was better to choose
one of them and give it to that one.

He asked me which of them I rec-
ommended, and I started to ask him
(half seriously, half in jest):

"How about to the government uni-
versity?"  "No," he answered.

"To the Jesuit one, then?"  "No."

"To the American one?"  "No."

"To the Protestant one?"  "No."

A long silence followed.  Finally, I
said to him, "Thank you very much."  

He indicated that we would have
to accept a debt of US$25,000.   After
approval by UFM's Board of Di-
rectors, the UFM took possession
of the Popol Vuh Museum.

Because of his friendship with
Jorge and Ela Castillo, and his in-
terest in Universidad Francisco
Marroquín, Nicolás Buonafina un-
dertook the formal arrangements
for the transfer of the Museum, and
Antonio Carrera, as always, donat-
ed his legal services.   

After the deed transferring own-
ership was signed, the Museum
moved to a larger location on the
Avenida La Reforma in zone 10,
where it remained for several years.  

Later, it moved again, to the 6th
floor of a building on the Avenida
La Reforma in zone 9, where we
have been able to stay thanks to the
modest rent charged us by the build-
ing's owners.  
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ISOLATED AND SCATTERED ANECDOTES
RELATED TO THESE MEMOIRS

Acquisition of the Popol Vuh Museum (1978)

CHAPTER XVII
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The name for the University arose
from a visit that Rigoberto Juárez-
Paz and I made to the School of
Santo Tomás, in Antigua Guatemala,
invited by the Society of Philos-
ophers.  Since my ignorance of his-
tory is colossal, I asked Rigoberto
whose bust it was we saw there. 

Rigoberto gave me a lecture on
Bishop Francisco Marroquín.  Af-
terwards I read several pieces on
him; the most interesting was Maca
Barrett's book The Red Horse.

I asked Rigoberto if, in his judg-
ment, the bishop had been, first, a
good man and, second, a liberal in
the good sense of the word.  He told
me yes, and proceeded to enlighten
me. 

We then decided to propose the
bishop's name for our new universi-
ty.  I believe it was a fortunate choice.

I went to talk with Bishop and Mon-
signor Martínez de Lejarza, a Jesuit,
about whether it would be consid-
ered improper for us to use the coat
of arms of Bishop Marroquín.  He
explained that the bishop undoubt-
edly would have been honored, giv-
en his interest in higher education,
but that if we used the coat of arms
we would have to remove the tas-
sels of the bishopric.  

We then asked Mr. Campins to
make us a coat of arms with the orig-
inal colors and to write up an expla-
nation of its heraldry.  We asked the
same of Edgar Aparicio.  We added
the motto "Truth, Liberty, Justice."
I remember preferring the motto of
Universidad Mariano Gálvez ("The
truth will set you free"), but it was
already taken.  

38

We chose red as UFM's official
color on the theory that it had been
appropriated by the communists and
we couldn't cede them exclusivity.
When asked what UFM’s official
color is, I answer, "Marxist Red!"

Years later, Adolfo Lau, the first
dean of the School of Architecture,
designed UFM's flag with a red
and white striped background and
Bishop Marroquín's coat-of-arms in
the upper left-hand corner.   

The Name of the University

The University Hymn
(remembrance written by Leonel Samayoa)

The University's Color

It all began one day when we were
at Muso’s house.  Someone brought
up the idea that something was miss-
ing among the students to give them
an "esprit de corps,” as the French
would say.  That other universities

had their soccer teams or some sport.
That UFM had nothing outside the
academic sphere to unite the stu-
dents.  While we chatted away, it
occurred to Muso that the UFM
should have a hymn, something like
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a battle hymn.  Something upbeat
like that piece with the trombones
from the Music Man.  

With that we began to make up
something on the grand piano in
Muso's house, taking from Mozart
here and Beethoven there.  Of course,
we confused the flats with the sharps
and didn't get anywhere.

The idea remained and I remem-
ber that someone spoke to Estuardo
Prentice who told us he knew how
to play but not to compose, and he
suggested that we talk to someone
else.  I don't remember who had the
idea of talking to Eddie Wunderlich
(RIP) and we went to pay him a vis-
it.  I remember that, by that time,
we already had a little melody that
I don't remember who wrote. 

Rigoberto Juárez-Paz was asked
to write the words and he quickly
produced the lyrics which were
adopted without any changes in
1971.

We went to see Eddie Wunderlich
in his house and showed him the
lyrics and melody.  Eddie had two
grand pianos and, in a condescend-
ing manner, played the small tune

just once and, with the frankness
characteristic of great artists, rec-
ommended that we stick to giving
classes and not try to write music.
He recommended that we seek the
help of orchestra conductor Jorge
Sarmientos.

Eddie spoke with Sarmientos who
offered to work with us.

Later, I don't remember if one or
two months, he sent word that the
music was ready.  Eddie Wunderlich
offered his house for a small cock-
tail party to play the music.  Several
of us, trustees and members of the
board of directors, attended.  It was
there that the hymn of the University
was played for the first time.  All of
us received a copy of the lyrics and
the party went on into the night.

Thus the lyrics of Juárez-Paz
and the music of Sarmientos were
adopted.

In August of 1976, a ceremony
was held in which diplomas were
given to Rigoberto Juárez-Paz and
Jorge Sarmientos in gratitude, and
at which the National Choir sang
the hymn publicly for the first time.  

A liberal translation of the lyrics:

At the dawn of a clear sky
An endless horizon is seen,
Young people with new hopes 
Discover them at Marroquín. 

Students in strength let’s gather
As all truth we seek to see
We who are fellow travelers 
Let us unite for liberty.
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Liberty to explore the boundaries 
Of our world and duty too
Liberty to choose our goals,
That we may ever defend anew.

Justice is the dream of all,
Not the hate of one aggrieved,
Seek not with slings and arrows 
To plant so sacred a seed.

We happily accept the risks
Of being young, brave and free.
For dreamers of a better world
The creator lights minds to see.

At the dawning of a clear sky
Better times are soon to start.
With our study we will give science
To the land that owns our heart.
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APPENDIX I

UNPUBLISHED STATEMENT BY MANUEL F. AYAU FROM THE
1950S, IN WHICH HE PROPOSES AN AMENDMENT TO THE
GUATEMALAN CONSTITUTION TO PERMIT THE ESTABLISHMENT
OF PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

This statement, corrected at the time by Carlos Springmühl and Antonio
Aycinena, said, among other things:

“. . . We believe that we must promote the establishment of as many univer-
sities as possible; that each should decide how to carry out its work; so that,
as result, we and our children can freely choose those educational centers
which, in our judgment, offer them the best means to achieve the principal
goal: culture.

We believe that Guatemalans, upon reaching the age to continue higher
education, should have the freedom to choose the schooling that most
attracts them and that, in their judgment and that of their parents, will allow
them to be most useful and capable as a professional.  That they should not
have to come up with the means to study abroad as the only alternative for
their efforts.  

Thus, as we insist on the independence and support public financing of the
Universidad de San Carlos, we believe that its personnel is not alone in
knowing how to teach and that other educational centers should have the
same independence and freedom of criteria. 

We believe that the establishment of several universities in the country will
raise the level of education in all of them, so necessary to the job of mold-
ing professionals who will propel our country to the levels of progress of
other nations.  

We do not believe that we need to support another university through taxes,
since a public university already fulfills its commitment to offer education-
al opportunity, almost for free, to those without sufficient economic
resources.  But if we citizens voluntarily want to support more universities,
we should not impede such effort.  
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We believe that while we have, indeed, given autonomy in terms of dictat-
ing what and how to teach to a group of men who manage for us Universidad
de San Carlos, that we should reserve to ourselves this same right.  That in
delegating it, we did not intend to give it up.  

We believe that an independent entity cannot nor should not have greater
authority than those who instituted it and who maintain it in an effort to ful-
fill their obligations as good citizens and parents.  Otherwise, the orders
issued by those in authority would be in violation of the highest principal
of democracy.

This situation is harmful to our very culture; thus, we must try to make sure
that our children fully understand that limits on authority are what guaran-
tee a person’s freedom.  

We believe that the means to obtain culture should not be restricted; rather
they should be widened as far as possible.

Our responsibility obliges us to act and, thus, we respectfully request that
our representatives call for a constituent assembly to the sole end of restor-
ing the freedom to obtain culture that existed during almost all of our coun-
try’s history and which, perhaps in an excess of care for and pride in our
state university, our delegates eliminated in error in 1945.
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In Social Sciences

April 12, 1975 Joaquin Reig
April 3, 1976 James Clayburn La Force
July 10, 1976 Leonard E. Read
July 10, 1976 Henry Hazlitt
May 7, 1977 Friedrich A. Hayek
March 4, 1978 Milton Friedman
March 4, 1978 Benjamin A. Rogge
July 21, 1978 Peter T. Bauer
November 3, 1978 William H. Hutt
April 21, 1979 Alberto Benegas Lynch, Sr. 
May 3, 1980 William H. Meckling
May 3, 1980 George C. Roche, III
May 3, 1980 Arthur Shenfield
January 9, 1981 Arthur Kemp
April 14, 1981 Parke Dean Russell
August 7, 1981 Agustín Navarro V.
May 1, 1982 Edwin J. Feulner
May 1, 1982 Pedro Ibáñez 
April 9, 1983 Antony Fisher
April 9, 1983 John R. Chamberlain
December 10, 1983 Percy L. Greaves
December 10, 1983 Bettina Bien Greaves
October 16, 1984 Max Thurn
May 11, 1985 Ulysses R. Dent
October 9, 1985 Viktor E. Frankl
December 13, 1986 Enrique Novella

HONORARY DOCTORAL DEGREES AWARDED
BY UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN

Updated for this edition of September 2006

The eminent scholars who accepted an honorary doctorate from UFM in its
early years, before it had a track record, is testament to the support its
founding received from the international academic community.

APPENDIX III
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November 21, 1987 M. Stanton Evans
May 28, 1988 Angel Roncero
May 28, 1988 Richard Ware
November 19, 1988 Hans F. Sennholz
May 13, 1989 Joseph E. Keckeissen
September 4, 1989 Israel M. Kirzner
May 12, 1990 Luis A. Pazos
November 10, 1990 Leonard P. Liggio
November 10, 1990 J. William Middendorf, II
May 18, 1991 W. David Stedman
November 9, 1991 William H. Peterson
November 9, 1991 Julio Lowenthal
November 14, 1992 W. Allen Wallis
May 8, 1993 Malcolm S. Forbes, Jr.
November 13, 1993 Michael Novak
May 7, 1994 Alan Walters
November 19, 1994 Gordon Tullock
May 11, 1996 William W. Weston
August 12, 1996 Alberto Benegas Lynch, Jr.
November 9, 1996 Harold Demsetz
November 9, 1996 Roberto de Oliveira Campos
November 7, 1997 John H. Moore
May 9, 1998 Rafael Termes
November 14, 1998 Arthur Seldon
May 22, 1999 T. J. Rodgers
May 6, 2000 T. Alan Russell
January 20, 2001 James M. Buchanan
May 5, 2001 Robert A. Sirico
November 9, 2002 Armando de la Torre
May 10, 2003 Walter E. Williams
May 10, 2003 Edward H. Crane
March 25, 2004 Vernon L. Smith
November 6, 2004 Jacques Garello
May 7, 2005 Dick Armey
May 7, 2005 Rocco Buttiglione
May 7, 2005 José Piñera
November 5, 2005 T. Kenneth Cribb, Jr.
May 6, 2006 Francisco Pérez de Antón
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In Political Sciences

April 21, 1979 Philip M. Crane
February 27, 1985 Alvaro Alsogaray
November 23, 1985 Jeane J. Kirkpatrick
November 19, 1988 Daniel Oliver
May 18, 1991 Holland H. Coors 
October 6, 1993 Vaçlav Klaus
May 3, 1997 Antonio Martino
November 9, 2002 Ellis Sandoz
May 8, 2004 Arnold C. Harberger
May 6, 2006 Michael K. Deaver
November 11, 2006 José María Aznar

In Sciences

December 1, 1979 Thomas S. Szasz
May 12, 1984 Aldo Castañeda
May 12, 1984 Andre Monsaingeon
May 9, 1987 Henry D. McIntosh
May 8, 1989 Michael E. DeBakey
May 23, 1992 Rafael Espada
November 18, 1995 Rodolfo Herrera-Llerandi

In Humanities

May 12, 1984 Héctor Neri Castañeda
May 10, 1986 Miguel Obando y Bravo
December 13, 1986 Jean François Revel
May 23, 1992 Salvador Aguado-Andreut
November 9, 1996 Jesús Amurrio

In Literature

May 8, 1993 Mario Vargas Llosa
November 18, 1995 Pablo Antonio Cuadra

In Law

November 21, 1987 Henry G. Manne
November 11, 1989 Edwin Meese, III
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[Illegible seal]

Reg. No. 508 – 70

[Illegible seal]

UNIVERSIDAD RAFAEL LANDÍVAR
17 CALLE 8-64 ZONA 10
TELÉFONOS 680387 y 680835
CABLES UNILAND
GUATEMALA C.A.

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

DECEMBER 10, 1970

His Excellency the President
Council of Private Higher Education
Alejandro Maldonado
Ministry of Education
The National Palace
Guatemala City

Mr. President: With renewed testament of my high and distinguished
esteem and personal appreciation, I am honored to acknowledge your kind
note in which is transcribed for us the resolution of the Honorable Council
of Private Higher Education that you worthily preside, in order that we
gather together factors on which to base judgment regarding the possible
creation of a new private university in the nation.  Concretely, you ask our

LETTER FROM ARTURO DIBAR, PRESIDENT OF UNIVERSIDAD
RAFAEL LANDÍVAR IN 1970, IN WHICH HE RECOMMENDS TO
THE PRESIDENT OF GUATEMALA THAT THE REQUEST TO
ESTABLISH UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN BE DENIED

TRANSLATION TO ENGLISH

APPENDIX IV
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opinion on the suitability or unsuitability of a new university, specifically
of a university that would offer the disciplines of Law, Economic Sciences
and Humanities. 

Given the importance of this matter, I presented it to the Board of Directors,
which, after ample discussion that took into consideration national realities,
the problems of Central American integration as related to different levels
of education, and the inter-American reality with regard not only to the
existence of state universities but also private universities; I was commis-
sioned to transmit to the Honorable Council those aspects considered most
important concerning this matter.

First: The primary goal of our university is to pursue an integrated educa-
tional process through cooperation in open and sincere dialogue with other
institutions similar to ours as well as with state universities, which are
organized differently.  In this sense, we believe to be in compliance with
Article 1 of the Constitution of the Republic, the chapter that refers to cul-
ture as a social right and which textually states: “It is a fundamental obliga-
tion of the State to promote and transmit culture in all its forms.  The prin-
cipal objectives of education are the integral development of personality,
physical and spiritual growth, improvement of individual responsibility in
citizens, civic progress of the people, promotion of patriotism and respect
for human rights.”  This constitutional norm, placed within the framework
of other aspects at the same level of importance in the country’s political
organization, is inspired by republican, democratic and representative gov-
ernment.  Furthermore, in the prologue dealing with individual rights with
which Title II begins, in reference to constitutional guarantees, it states
that: “In Guatemala all human beings are free and equal in their dignity
and rights.”  Thus, Mr. President, our Board of Directors approves of the
establishment of one or more universities, private or government, as long
as they are necessary, are inspired by the goal of an integrated education,
respond to the growing aspirations of the peoples of the Americas to live
under authentic democratic systems, in which freedom and human dignity
are not compromised by anachronistic social discrimination motivated by
economic interests or by hackneyed inherited ideologies, alien to the values
of the masses and to those who, for one reason or another, are marginal-
ized, failing to make a contribution to national or international well-being.
I do not believe the new university is directed toward these goals of the
common good.
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Second: Without entering into a historical study of the universities of the
American continent and the Central American region, the Council on
Private Higher Education knows that the socioeconomic reality of our
countries here on the isthmus, and specifically Guatemala, presents those
groups who are responsible for educational planning with the need for
cooperation between the private sector and efforts by the State.  Within the
context of the institutionalized dialogue that should be reflected in all uni-
versities, and for the purposes of this pluralistic proposal, there are several
institutions of higher learning presently operating in the country that are
conscious of their defined historic responsibility.  The proposal of creating
another university—in other words, of replicating efforts by establishing
schools for Law, Economics and Humanities, areas already sufficiently
well attended to by the existing universities in Guatemala, instead of creat-
ing different schools, institutes, departments and extensions for those aca-
demic disciplines that do not exist in the country and that are urgently
needed and cannot be postponed—seems inconceivable.  The consensus at
our university, which I hereby communicate to the Honorable Council on
Private Higher Education, is one of grave concern in the face of this pro-
posal to create another university, one that does not participate in the
process of integrating the efforts of all good patriots interested in the edu-
cational development of the nation, something we are all trying to achieve.
On many occasions, when speaking officially on behalf of our Alma Mater,
I have stated that our efforts are directed toward achieving the greatest pos-
sible degree of cooperation, and not about overlapping with and frustrating
the efforts of others that are operating within the reality of our nation.  An
open university mentality requires a vision that is both upstanding and that
considers multifaceted cultural problems as a whole.  Referring specifically
to this second comment, Mr. President, it is our loyal opinion, in view of
the drama our inter-American peoples are facing in higher education, that
universities should be established, either private or government, but with a
view to making an integrated effort in which forces are united for the
enhancement of liberty.

Third: With regard to planning, as the members of the Honorable Council
well know, it is the Universidad de San Carlos de Guatemala that holds a
constitutional mandate to “organize, direct and develop higher state educa-
tion in the nation,” which—viewed doctrinally and hermeneutically and
taking into account the fact that “existing private universities are constitu-
tionally recognized, as will be others that may be created with the goal of
contributing to national development of higher and professional education,
as well as scientific research, the transmission of culture, the study and
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solution of national problems”—does not mean that an attitude of educa-
tional monopoly should reign, but rather respect for the autonomy of uni-
versities in a pluralistic world, one in which joint efforts should excel to
enhance liberty.

Fourth: Our University firmly believes that the present Constitution of the
Republic is clear with regard to the articles establishing norms for the
chapter dealing with the social right to culture within the context of the cre-
ation, operation and development of private universities.  The resurgence of
private universities as a constitutional right was officially recognized by
Article 102 when it became law upon publication mandated by the National
Constituent Assembly in its meeting on September 15, 1965.  Ours is one
of the preexisting universities referred to in the aforementioned article, and
it is in this university’s name, Mr. President, that I make these comments.
Consequently, the creation of our university, I believe, does not enter into
this discussion with regard to the constitutional fundamentals that guaran-
tee its operations.  However, what falls to the Council of Private Higher
Education, as mandated by Law-Decree 421, and clearly established by the
Constitution, is, consequently, the responsibility to approve the creation of
future universities and schools.  The contemporary democratic currents in
the free world, in the context of the co-existence of different types of uni-
versity structures, both private and State, call for university councils that
are separate from individual universities, or for councils made up of the
presidents of all of a country’s universities, in order to study how to regu-
late and coordinate university activities while upholding the unassailable
autonomy of each university.  Such councils in the free world have been
established to guarantee the survival, responsibility and achievement of the
exalted ends of eminent cultural institutions, and not to hinder or frus-
trate—through transpersonalistic political-legal systems—the creative
vitality of universities.

Fifth: Another point—one of several resulting from a calm and responsible
exchange of opinion upon receiving your note, and which I consider appro-
priate to transcribe for you—is the following: We live in a contemporary
world (which does not exclude our America) that shows obvious signs of
the beginning of a new era or great cultural cycle.  We have the impression
that we are witnessing the death throes of a former classical renaissance
and the beginning of an era which has not yet been able to clearly synthe-
size its characteristics.  Positive and negative elements are surfacing within
the classic and well-known value hierarchies and offering themselves to
those responsible for the guidance of our nations; these elements emanate
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from young people in a systemized educational process.  This reality is fun-
damental to planning, evaluating and proposing realistic solutions, now.  In
other words, we are living the restlessness caused by profound structural
changes and, within such, our University aspires to safeguard the security
of all persons in an atmosphere where social justice finds understanding
and is effectively institutionalized, without jeopardizing the permanent val-
ues of humanity such as liberty in the realm of culture.  Thus, the creation
of a new university in a country such as Guatemala, within the framework
of isthmian regionalism and of the Organization of American States, should
take into account this evident integrationist reality, as called for by institu-
tions such as UNESCO, FEMCIECC and CSUCA.  It is clear that the pres-
ent era presents observers with—among other characteristics—the pulsat-
ing awakening consciousness among the masses of dignity and equality, of
the opportunity for an education that compromises neither the identity of
the person nor his human rights which are proclaimed throughout the
world.  This is to say, class attitudes motivated by economic or timeworn
liberal ideologies that lead to anachronistic concepts of universities and
that prepare professionals who alienate rather than liberate the great mass-
es, are a negative sign in the overall panorama of higher education.  

Mr. President: In view of your knowledge on the matters you have pre-
sented for our consideration, I do not think it necessary to continue with
comments that you may find tiresome with regard to the situation posed to
us.  Because of this—and setting aside the ill manners manifested in public
statements by one of the authors of the new university—I will summarize
and present a concrete and defined opinion: In my judgment the creation, in
Guatemala, of other universities, state or private, seems to us laudable: as
long as they are necessary, that they lead to the resolution of the country’s
educational problems within a framework of a democratic perspective and
pluralist processes, which characterizes of all of us who believe that peace
and human coexistence is possible for the development of our country, and
who have no interests or desires other than indiscriminate love for the
country we wish to redeem by serving her through our efforts in higher
education.  Such aspirations I do not see fulfilled in the Philosophy Statement
of the new university.

Sincerely,

Arturo Dibar
President
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LETTER FROM ARTURO DIBAR, PRESIDENT OF UNIVERSIDAD
RAFAEL LANDÍVAR IN 1970

ORIGINAL IN SPANISH
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PHILOSOPHY STATEMENT26

Universidad Francisco Marroquín

Chapter I
Theory and practice

Universidad Francisco Marroquín will emphasize the theoretical rather
than the “practical” or “occupational” aspects of higher education.

The disdain in universities throughout the world for the study of theory is
due, in part at least, to an incomplete understanding of the fact that all
human thought finds its raison d’être in some form of action or practice.  In
the final analysis all knowledge, whether the most general and abstract or
the most specific and concrete, consists of knowing how to do something.

However, it does not follow that practice ought to replace the study of the-
ory.  Indeed every practice involves the application of one theory or anoth-
er, whether or not this is known by the person who acts.  The difference
between those who learn to apply a theory without knowing what theory
they are applying and those who apply it knowingly is that the latter are in
a position to look for alternative methods compatible with the theory.

Obviously the purpose of emphasizing theory is not to separate theory from
practice; rather it is to provide the necessary foundations so that practice
becomes flexible, more thoughtful, freer and more effective.

Those who are not aware of the theoretical foundations of their profession-
al activity will not be able to go beyond the methods or techniques they
learned to apply, nor will they be in a position to discover anything new in
their professional field.  They will not have received, strictly speaking, a
higher education; they will simply have acquired the necessary skills to
perform certain tasks.  It is not necessary for universities to teach these
skills since technical schools exist throughout the world to do precisely that.

26 Chapters I through IV were approved by UFM's Sponsoring Committee on February 27, 1971.

APPENDIX V
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Theoretical education, which necessarily involves practice, attempts to pro-
vide the basis for a vision that goes beyond the present in space and time; a
vision that widens horizons instead of narrows them, and that makes for
intellectual modesty rather than arrogance and intolerance, products of a
narrow outlook and limited knowledge.

The disdain for theory and the emphasis on the “practical” have had a deci-
sive influence on university instruction and on the contemporary academic
philosophy in many universities.  For instance, many believe that humanis-
tic studies ought to be replaced by technical studies that have an immediate
application to social development.  This thinking has contributed to the
idea that universities are centers for the study of specific techniques.

Human society has always felt the need to create and support institutions of
higher learning, dedicated to teaching and to the search for principles or
theories whose practical consequences may contribute to a better way of
life.  We believe that although the training of technicians in different fields
is an important function that centers of higher learning must perform, it is
not less true that universities by definition and universal tradition are and
have been much more than centers for the training of technicians.  Research
is essential to academic work, and the teaching of techniques is  essential to
the work of technical schools.  Since principles and theories do have practi-
cal consequences that are important for society to take advantage of, it is
critical for society to teach techniques of application.

In the field of the natural sciences, the advance of knowledge has been so
great that most universities in Latin America could dedicate themselves
less to research in the natural sciences and more to the training of techni-
cians in the application of the principles of those sciences—without greatly
harming the advance of knowledge in these fields.  After all, the majority
of people in the world live in under developed societies where a great many
practical applications of scientific principles (discovered long ago) have
scarcely been put into practice.  In these countries the application of old
scientific principles rather than the search for new ones seems to be the
more urgent task. 

In the field of social sciences the situation is quite different.  The difference
is not merely that progress in the social sciences has been small when com-
pared to the natural sciences, or that the principles of the social sciences are
not applied to advantage, as evidenced by the poverty, uneasiness and con-
vulsions that plague many regions of the world today.  The fact is that,
unlike the case of sciences such as physics and chemistry, there is disagree-
ment as to the very nature and scope as science of philosophy, economics,
sociology and politics.  Disagreements concerning specific theories are no
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less notorious.  Under these circumstances, what is important is to reexam-
ine and reformulate theories and principles rather than train technicians in
their application, for it is the validity of the principles themselves that is
in question. 

For this reason, and by way of example, the curriculum of the School of
Law will emphasize the study of human rights—their nature and founda-
tions, or philosophy—rather than the study of legislation and auxiliary sci-
ences such as sociology.  Likewise, the curriculum of the School of
Economic Sciences will emphasize the study of economic theory rather
than accounting and other disciplines auxiliary to economics.

Through its teachings and publications, the new University will try to criti-
cally and objectively examine the theories that have had a decisive influ-
ence on contemporary social organization.  It is the University’s hope that
as a result of a broad, free and rigorous training its graduates will con-
tribute to the adoption by our society of policies of collective improvement
within the framework of the fundamental values of Western civilization.

Chapter II
The crisis of human reason

All education, from elementary to higher, tries to provide human beings
with what they need to fully develop their constructive capacities and
thereby prepare them to be able to search for their own satisfactory way of
life.  One of these capacities, the sum total of the rest, is the potential to
live peacefully among other human beings.  However, peaceful coexistence
requires that we all make an effort so that reason is paramount in all aspects
of human life.  This means, among other things, that we all make an effort
that the ideas of others be respected, since no one holds a monopoly on
truth.  We must also be willing to respect the rights of others—as human
beings and citizens—as the only way to live in peace.

The violence of our time constitutes evidence of the decline of human rea-
son throughout the world and, consequently, of the worldwide failure of
education.  As we have suggested, the rational capacity of human beings is
manifest not only in their search for adequate means to certain ends. 

It is also manifest in the value they assign to those ends.  It is not necessary
to argue that not all that a person is in a position to reach is valuable, for it
would be enough to recall that from the very beginning humankind has had
at its disposal adequate means to destroy itself.
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Today’s university must face the challenge of the universal crisis of human
reason.  When reason’s voice is weak, everything is threatened.  Liberty,
peace, civilization are threatened.  Indeed, the very life of man as a species
is threatened. 

As we have pointed out, the crisis of human reason reveals itself through
violence.  Violent actions, especially those that are political in nature,
are motivated by specific interpretations and valuations of given social
conditions; they do not spring from social conditions themselves, as some
suggest.  A person cannot act unless he does so on the basis of an interpre-
tation—no matter how rudimentary—and all interpretations are in principle
capable of being mistaken.  To assume that a person can react automa-
tically or instinctively (that is without the mediation of an interpretation or
valuation) not only to simple physical stimuli such as rays of light and
changes in temperature, but also to such complex stimuli as a whole social
environment, is to make an evidently false assumption.  Persons react in
identical or almost identical ways to physical stimuli, but to social, politi-
cal, artistic or religious conditions their reactions vary considerably. 

The crisis of human reason is also revealed in the rejection or unthinking
abandonment of some of the fundamental values of Western civilization,
such as peace, the infinite value of the person, freedom and the respect for
property.  As sources of rights and obligations, it is these values that have
made peaceful coexistence possible.  Such values, contrary to what some
think, have been discovered rather than invented, by persons of great wis-
dom.  Thus, it is neither through arbitrary decisions of rulers nor the pres-
sure of ruling groups that they have become instituted.  And their validity
has nothing to do with the age in which they have been discovered.  For
example, many features of the Greco-Christian philosophy of man and life
have greater significance for our time than some of the later experiences of
humanity including, undoubtedly, certain aspects of our contemporary
experience. 

However, just as it is not the antiquity of the classical experience that deter-
mines its validity, so it is not the contemporaneity of ours that determines
its invalidity.  Perhaps the contemporary experience of man and life will
become “classical” for coming generations.  That will depend on our
achieving greater depth and scope in our understanding of humankind.
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Chapter III
The university facing the crisis

How can a university face the challenge of the universal crisis of reason?
We are convinced that it can do so only through serene and rigorous ac-
ademic work in an environment of absolute intellectual freedom. 

In most contemporary societies, the young are under pressure to become
involved in collective movements of one kind or another.  For this very rea-
son it is important that they have the opportunity to discover the why and
wherefore of their involvement.  Youth is combative, youth is enthusiastic.
However, few things can be more harmful for a social conglomerate than
the alliance of belligerent enthusiasm with ignorance.  If due to their nature
young people are enthusiastic and idealistic, it is the job of those who once
were young to guide them so that their enthusiasm may be beneficial rather
than harmful to themselves and to society at large. 

The endeavor to attain self-perfection is the only task under the effective
control of each individual, and that necessarily benefits others.  It is also
the end toward which education, at any level, can contribute.  Education
that seeks to contribute to the search for human perfection must be an edu-
cation that guarantees the free analysis and discussion of diverse ideas and
values.  It must be an education in which learning is fundamentally a
process of self-discovery rather than the mechanical absorption of ideas or
principles.  In short, it must be a process that strengthens and guides the
natural inclinations of men and women in their attempt to understand them-
selves and their surrounding world.  Poor education—that is the process
that does not allow the free exercise of the rational capacity of those that
are to be educated—is worse than the absence of systematic education.
Common sense left to itself has a better and deeper reach than common
sense that has been deformed by poor educational institutions, something
we see confirmed in all aspects of life.

Higher education has always fought against prejudice and ignorance and
has subjected popular myths to rigorous rational analysis.  Its function has
been fundamentally of an intellectual nature.  We believe that higher educa-
tion cannot have any other function in our time.  What is more, we believe
it to be urgent that it have this function. 

Contemporary tendencies to weigh universities down with moral and polit-
ical responsibilities reveal the crisis of our time.  And those tendencies,
besides being erroneous in principle (as will be pointed out below), jeop-
ardize the work of the Academy, for they can easily transform classrooms
from laboratories in search of truth into soap boxes for one or another polit-



62

ical faction.  The moral responsibility of universities does not go beyond
cultivating the love  of the search for truth and for academic freedom.

Chapter IV
The university and politics

The contentious world we live in demands that we return to the classical or
fundamental idea of a university: an institution of learning, teaching and
research dedicated through its organization, orientation and function to aca-
demic excellence; one that has nothing to do with the deliberate search for
solutions to the social problems of the moment. 

Since this statement can so easily create misunderstanding, no sooner has it
been said than it is necessary to offer some explanations.  Why is it neces-
sary to emphasize that universities, because of their nature, are beyond the
deliberate search for solutions to the social problems of the moment?  The
belief that it is the business of universities to look for solutions to these
problems necessarily leads to the idea that it is the function of universities
to carry out activities that correspond to government offices, which is evi-
dent even through a superficial analysis of the phrase “solutions to social
problems.”

The concept of solution does not have the same meaning within the context
of social problems as it has within the context of scientific problems.
Scientific problems are solved when someone presents a true description or
theory.  This is not so in the case of social problems.  The solution to social
problems requires, (besides the pertinent information) the concerted action
of groups or parties and, thereby, direct or indirect participation in a politi-
cal process.  It is not hard to imagine that even if the universities through-
out the world found solutions to the scientific aspects of the principal social
problems, the world would remain underdeveloped because the required
political action to solve them was lacking.  For example, many believe that
the science of economics long ago discovered the road that people must
follow if they want to improve their lives; nevertheless, people have not
traveled that road.

Therefore, if one insists that it is the direct or indirect function of universi-
ties to concern themselves with the solution of social problems, one is say-
ing—though not explicitly—that the function of the university is political
as well as academic.  This idea has the most harmful consequences for aca-
demic work, some of which will be discussed below.
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On the other hand, when one asserts that universities ought to worry about
the solution to social problems, if all one wants to say is that they should
study economic, political, legal and sociological questions that have a di-
rect bearing on the solutions to social problems, then it is really not worth
saying.

The history of higher education shows that universities have always made
important contributions to social welfare; and additionally, that such contri-
butions have never been the result of the “social sensitivity” or the concern
of university people with solving the problems of their society.  Such con-
tributions have always been the result of “scientific sensitivity”—the devo-
tion to the search for truth—as is clearly shown by the history of science.
It could even be said that the social efficacy of academic work has been
inversely proportional to the concern by scholars for the social conditions
of the time in which they live. 

It is not hard to find the reason for this.  As we have suggested, the idea
that it is the business of universities to worry about solving social problems
necessarily involves the confusion of politics and academics.  This confu-
sion, which has been evident in most public universities in Latin America
for more than half a century (and which threatens to “politicize” universi-
ties in other parts of the world), has only prevented universities from being
socially efficient.  By adopting political methods and criteria for selecting
personnel, administration and evaluation of academic work, these universi-
ties have notoriously harmed teaching and research—precisely those uni-
versity activities that are of collective benefit.  The external or internal
“politicization” of universities not only threatens the advance and diffusion
of knowledge, it also threatens academic freedom. 

As everyone knows, the political mind is basically concerned with group or
party action.  This type of action cannot be carried out without common
criteria, whatever the nature of such criteria.  Politicians engage in “dia-
logues” in order to make deals, to agree upon courses of action, to see to it
that a certain policy is adopted.  However, they are not interested in “dia-
logues” to understand or discover truth.  Politicians assume that they know
the truth; their very profession demands this.  Politicians, qua politicians,
are interested neither in science nor art.  Thus “academic politician” is a
contradiction in terms.

For these reasons a university that is “politicized,” externally or internally,
is in danger of increasingly taking on the characteristics of a political party
and losing those of a place of higher learning.  This is especially true if
political activity is the main source of employment and social prestige, as is
often the case in Latin America. 
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Chapter V
The university and social service

As we have seen, if one believes it is the responsibility of universities to
worry about solutions to social problems, one is naturally led to confuse the
categories of politics and academics.  We have already pointed out some of
the implications this idea has for academic work.  In addition, the idea that
it is a primary or secondary function of the university to worry about solu-
tions to social problems naturally implies the notion that universities are
centers of social service—dispensaries of culture instead of centers of
opportunity for individual improvement and for the training of leaders in
science and culture. 

The implications of conceiving universities as centers of social service are
as clear and harmful as the implications of thinking that universities have
political responsibilities or that they should carry out activities that belong
to state offices. 

Centers of social service are created to give various types of assistance—
according to clearly defined criteria—indiscriminately to those who request
it.  On the other hand, universities (whether or not they are state institu-
tions) are not created to serve their community—despite the fact that they
do serve the community when they efficiently perform their academic
function.

What is being denied when one asserts that universities do not exist to
serve their community?  One is denying that universities can both fulfill
their academic function and, at the same time, respond to a will that assigns
them a specific service.  If we asked ourselves the reason for their being or
the what for of their existence, we would have to answer that universities
exist to transmit and search for advanced knowledge; to advance and
strengthen the arts and sciences; to raise the cultural level of the communi-
ty—all guided by the conviction that scientific and cultural progress result
in collective benefit, as evident from the positive impact of universities on
their societies and the world at large.

However, the following could be argued:

Granting it is true that, in general, universities are at the service of the arts
and sciences, why can it not be equally true to assert that they exist to serve
their community?  Why do people search for and transmit knowledge?  Is it
not to benefit their community, to serve it?  Is it possible to justify the exis-
tence of universities in any other way?
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Those who assert that universities exist to serve the community are not
really answering the question concerning the reason for the existence of
universities.  Instead, what they have in mind are the benefits that universi-
ty work provides society as a matter of course.  A moment’s reflection is
enough to make clear that it is only in an indirect or derived sense that uni-
versities exist to serve their community.  Indeed, when they fulfill their
function well they do serve their community.

Consider the following example: 
Judicial power exists to administer justice, and we would all agree that the
administration of justice benefits everyone.  However, what would happen
if judges believed that their function was not merely to administer justice
impartially but also to “serve” the community?  Would they be, buy virtue
of such motivation, in a better position to administer justice?  What would
happen if the judge qua judge were motivated by considerations regarding
the consequences of his judicial decision for society—considerations that
are foreign to the law?  Is it not reasonable to think that the criteria of
impartiality, universality and certainty—essential to the administration of
justice—would be weakened or diluted when mixed with the criteria logi-
cally more distant and far less clear and precise?  Is it not equally reason-
able to think that because of this the administration of justice would suffer
and, consequently, so would social well being?  Justice serves society, but
the judge serves justice.

The application of these considerations to the function of universities, and
especially to the work of professors, seems to us clear and straight forward.
Science serves society, but the university serves science.

There are also other reasons, both theoretical and practical, for holding that
it is a mistake to think that universities exist to serve their community.  The
concept of “institutional obligation” (implicit in the idea that at least part of
the mission of universities is to provide social services, and explicitly
expressed in ideas  about the obligations of abstract entities) originated in
the attribution of obligations to personalized collectives such as The State,
The Church or  The University.  These obligations, however, are primarily
those of individuals.

It is evident that, strictly speaking, only individuals can have obligations.
The personification of abstract entities, so common in ordinary language,
can be seen in expressions such as “The State ought to try . . . ,” or “The
Church is concerned about . . . ,” or “The University wants to make it
known . . . ”  This is a logical mistake that ordinarily goes unnoticed
because it generally does not create any confusion.  In most cases it is sim-
ply a question of inexact use of language and does not generate any theo-
retical inferences or have any practical consequences.
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On the other hand, when this type of personification provides the starting
point or basis for a doctrine, it is worthwhile noting; especially since it
appears that the personification of The State and The Collective lies at the
ideological root of totalitarian doctrines and contemporary ideas about the
obligations of society. 

As we have suggested, the value of the social service rendered by universi-
ties is and has always been in direct proportion to their academic excel-
lence and not to their “social sensitivity.”  And it is precisely academic
excellence that is placed at risk when institutions of higher education are
conceived as institutions of social service. 

The concepts of “service,” “redemption” or “liberation” of the people or
society presuppose the existence of someone who deserves our compas-
sion; someone from whom little ought to be asked and to whom it is neces-
sary to give generously.  Social service is, fundamentally, the fulfillment of
moral obligations by the person who serves.  It does not imply the fulfill-
ment of requisites or the exercise of responsibilities by the one being
served, as is the case with higher education.

If, as it seems, even the fulfillment of moral and social obligations involves
some kind of selection or choice, one must not be surprised at the fact that
the opportunity to receive a higher education is selective by nature.  We all
know that universities throughout the world differentiate between those
who are capable and those who are incapable of taking advantage of the
opportunity for personal improvement that higher education represents.

Consequently, if one is to accept the idea that social service is a basic func-
tion of universities rather than an indirect and derived one, then one would
have to reduce the inevitable differentiation to its lowest level, offering the
opportunity of university study to all who fulfill minimum requirements,
such as having a high school diploma.

University work would also have to be adapted to the conditions and inter-
ests of students, instead of asking the students to satisfy the requirements of
the university.  The university would have to lower itself to their level
instead of fixing a level at which students must aim.

It is well known that excellence in the sciences and the arts is not some-
thing everyone seeks, and that not all who seek it can attain it due to the
inclinations and limitations of each individual.  In order to be consistent
with their orientation, those universities that are conceived fundamentally
as centers of social service will have to sacrifice the ideal of academic
excellence.  Paradoxically, in their attempt to live up to a mistaken ideal of
social service, they will thereby diminish their chances of being socially
effective.
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Chapter VI
Academic freedom27

By academic freedom we understand the right of persons or groups of per-
sons to teach any art or science.  Thus, Universidad Francisco Marroquín
has the right to decide the contents of the courses it offers in view of what
it holds to be true, false, useful or irrelevant; and which can be taught with-
in the time the students have to complete their degree requirements. 

As is to be expected in any private institution, the professors to whom the
University has assigned such an important task enjoy the confidence of its
authorities because their academic and teaching views are similar to those
of the University and the course content that they teach has its approval. 

The Board of Trustees, the highest authority of the University, evaluates the
faculty from time to time in order to ascertain if what the University teach-
es is in accordance with what the Trustees wish to offer to those who
choose to enroll. 

Professors are free to teach or not what the University requests.  Those pro-
fessors who agree to teach what the University wishes become members of
the faculty. 

Universidad Francisco Marroquín recognizes the academic freedom of any
faculty member to teach what is contrary to the University’s philosophy or
its policies, as long as this is done elsewhere and under someone else’s aus-
pices.  Consequently, only those professors who choose to teach what the
University requires of them become and remain members of its faculty.

27 Chapter VI was approved on May 5, 1978 by the original members of the Sponsoring Committee,
which had become the Board of Trustees.  That such a chapter on academic freedom should be
included in the Philosophy statement had been agreed upon by the Sponsoring Committee on the
same date that it approved the original five chapters.
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INAUGURAL ADDRESS BY MANUEL F. AYAU AT THE OPENING
OF UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN ON JANUARY 15,
1972

We begin today the realization of a dream, long cherished and enriched by
each of the founders of Universidad Francisco Marroquín.  Some have gen-
erously donated part of their assets; others have sacrificed time from their
vital activities; and others have given the University the form and structure
necessary to bring about its birth.  All have strengthened the dream with
their faith in the youth and the future of our country.  To all of them, our
profound gratitude.

I would like to focus on the relationships between the institutions and the
ideologies of those who direct them, but first I would make some general
observations. 

It is an accepted fact that a person does not knowingly deceive himself.  He
attempts to use pure reason to avoid the contamination of prejudice.  He
knows that prejudice leads a person to adopt the wrong means, and that the
wrong means cannot lead to the right ends. 

No one has a monopoly on truth.  Men and women of good will who are
working not only for their own benefit or for rewards in an afterlife, but
also for the welfare of humankind, have many differences of opinion,
due not to ill will but to sincere disagreement over complex ideas.  Such
differences are constructive so long as they do not degenerate into violent
intransigence.  They afford us the opportunity to analyze our own convic-
tions.  Unless you understand the argument of the person who disagrees
with you better than he does, you cannot be sure that you are right.  Of
course those who argue with people of ill will waste their time.  But those
who refuse to argue with people of good will forgo an opportunity to devel-
op their intellect.

In the history of humankind, freedom of belief has been defended with
life itself, innumerable times.  This is ample proof of the value that human
beings have always placed on freedom of conscience, thought and expres-
sion. 

APPENDIX VI
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Peace becomes impossible to obtain when someone tries to impose com-
mon beliefs on all.  It is sometimes said that the differences of opinion are
in themselves the cause of conflict and must be eliminated, by force if nec-
essary, in order to preserve peace.  I believe that the reverse is true.
Conflicts occur where diversity of ideas is not tolerated because, as an
illustrious Mexican statesman said, peace is achieved through respecting
other people’s rights.

Certain ideological positions are mutually exclusive, such as socialism and
liberal democracy.  Nevertheless, both positions are defended by men and
women of goodwill.  These differences of opinion among people will nec-
essarily be reflected in the character of the institutions that these people
create.

Many institutions, such as universities, are directed by persons who, rightly
or wrongly, believe in the validity of their convictions.  Should they come
to realize that it is some other theory that is valid, and if they are intellectu-
ally honest, they will change their opinions and once again find themselves
in the position of defending as valid those opinions they thereafter hold
as true. 

Because every institutional hierarchy will judge new members according to
the beliefs considered valid by those called upon to do the judging, it
is only natural that in institutions there prevails community of beliefs based
on fundamental values.  The converse situation would be as incongruous
as a religious institution directed by atheists, or a socialist institution by
liberals (believers in liberty).  In either case, the authorities would con-
sider unqualified those persons who did not share the convictions “of the
institution.”

We, the founders of the Universidad Francisco Marroquín, hold as valid
certain convictions; although some of them are shared with us by directors
of other universities, we have considered it necessary to found another.  We
believe that there should exist an opportunity for pursuing academic excel-
lence different from those already in existence; an opportunity that differs
regarding the philosophy of social order and the type of professional train-
ing conducive to the peaceful progress of civilizations. 

Many of these ideas have already been published in the Philosophy Statement
of the University; however, on this occasion, as president I must be very
frank about those convictions I personally hold.  This personal declaration
is of interest for two reasons.  First, because of the reasons I mentioned ear-
lier, it is inevitable that the hierarchy of this University will be influenced
by these convictions and, as a consequence, in some measure will serve to
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anticipate the character of the University.  The second reason is that since I
have been honored with the responsibilities of this office, such delegation
implies that the founders have made their choice taking these convictions
into account, which even if not shared by each and all with perfect uniform-
ity do reflect the spirit in which the University has been created, a spirit
that must be made known to all of those who participate as donors, profes-
sors, administrators and students. 

We firmly believe in the capacity of imperfect human beings to be better
able to realize their destiny when free and not when compelled by the col-
lective entity personified by the state. 

We believe in individual rights.  Freedom and property must always be
respected, not only because they are innate to the human being, but also
because of their utilitarian value to society.  We do not think, therefore, that
there exists any conflict between individual rights and social interest, such
as could exist between individual interest and general interest. 

We believe that truth or justice cannot be discovered by counting votes.
We believe in democracy, but we also hold that, whereas the suffrage is an
adequate method of determining the wishes of the majority and of deciding
on matters of procedure, it is not the way to discover truth or justice.

We believe in the rule of law and not of persons or groups of persons, be
they a minority or a majority.  We believe in lawful government based on
abstract general rules of just conduct that do not discriminate because of
race, religion or economic position and that allow people to plan their lives
in the certainty that results of their acts, when within the law, will be
respected.

We believe that the spontaneous order that arises when persons act freely
and peacefully to achieve their common material and spiritual ends is far
superior to a designed social order imposed deliberately—a type of organi-
zation proper only to a business, a government or an army.

We believe that only responsible persons create prosperous and peaceful
civilizations and that where there is no freedom, responsibility does not
flourish.

We believe that there exists only one justice; that justice which gives to
each his own.  And we believe that any attempt to qualify justice tends to
cause conflicts and to destroy justice itself. 
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We believe that a pluralistic and democratic society will always offer the
greatest opportunity for progress and peace.  In such a society the only pos-
sible means to gain acceptance of an idea is through persuasion and not
coercion, through respect and not through violence.  In such a society, pre-
cisely because people are free, diverse and multiple, experimentation has
ample room to supplement the lack of human omniscience. 

We are on the threshold of a difficult and important task.  The youth of our
country, like the youth all over the world, is anxious for improvement.

Guatemala has a long history of university education.  Ever since the time
when the illustrious Bishop Francisco Marroquín founded the college of
Santo Tomás, the study of science and the arts has had a home in our land.
Each new institution of higher education must feel duty bound to preserve
and strengthen this long academic tradition. 

May God help us and show us the road to the truth.
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HIGH COUNCIL OF UNIVERSIDAD DE SAN CARLOS
DE GUATEMALA

Minutes No. 1077, Point Five

Transcription of the recording of the meeting in which the High Council
questions Manuel Ayau on the goals of the proposed Universidad
Francisco Marroquín. 

Condensed version supplied by Universidad de San Carlos and translated into
English.

FIFTH: Audience granted to the Members of the UFM (Universidad
Francisco Marroquín) Sponsoring Committee.  The President of USAC
(Universidad de San Carlos de Guatemala) indicated to the Council that in
accordance with the decision of the Council during its last meeting, they
would proceed to receive, in special audience, the members of the UFM
Sponsoring Committee: Félix Montes Córdoba, Manuel Ayau Cordón,
Roberto Sánchez Lazo and Leonel Samayoa.  Before granting the audi-
ence, the President of USAC requested that Augusto Cazali, USAC
Representative before the Council of Private Higher Education [Consejo de
la Enseñanza Privada Superior], explain the current status of the request to
found Universidad Francisco Marroquín, which he proceeded to do.  

Manuel Ayau: Respected Council members: I would first like to thank you
for receiving us so that we may inform you.  It has been our wish to have
the opportunity to present to you in person the vision and objectives of the
UFM Sponsoring Committee.

For several years, in our desire to cooperate with educational efforts at the
university level, our group has considered establishing a university, and
precisely one year ago we formed this Sponsoring Committee.  It is our
wish to cooperate with the effort made by our country to achieve higher
education.  We expect this to be an effort involving both assets and time
that we will employ to further a cause universally recognized as construc-
tive and highly valuable to society.  We understand and respect the con-
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cerns of USAC, which on principal and by tradition sets the standards for
higher education in Guatemala so as to avoid the proliferation of universi-
ties that might lack the necessary academic level.

The university we hope to found will initially have schools of Law,
Humanities and Economics.  We have seen a great desire among our fellow
citizens to study these academic disciplines and to dedicate their lives to
these disciplines.  Proof of this is that almost 50% of those entering private
universities and USAC, almost 50% enroll in these fields.  In the future, we
intend to increase our participation in higher education by opening other
schools.  This will depend on whether with time we see demand, as such,
for academic disciplines that the country needs.

The university will receive students without economic, ideological o reli-
gious discrimination.  It will be a secular university.  We intend to grant
scholarships to all students who wish to enter the university and lack the
necessary economic resources.  Some differences exist with the study plans
presently offered by other universities.  We look to offer the completion of
academic disciplines in less time; in other words, we will require more
class and study hours during the year to complete the curriculae in a short-
er period.

We also intend to establish a common general studies department for these
three schools.  Given that the three academic disciplines are interrelated at
the introductory level and due to teaching and administrative organization,
we believe it appropriate to delay specialization until students have had a
chance to become familiar with the disciplines they might study.

When I finish my presentation, I request that you ask me, in all confidence,
any questions or for more information that you consider necessary.

But before that, I want to comment on criticisms we have heard about via
the press regarding the focus that we have given this university.

One criticism is that instead of beginning with the three abovementioned
schools, that it might be more appropriate to establish other schools.

We chose these schools, first, because as I mentioned earlier, a greater
number of people are interested in studying these disciplines and acquiring
the cultural knowledge they offer.  We also believe that to start a university
with technical academic disciplines that require very high expenditures for
laboratories would not be prudent; this we will consider in the future as the
University develops.
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It has been said that by creating these schools we will encourage the exis-
tence of more lawyers, humanists and economists; indeed, it is said that
there are enough of them already.

We believe that by providing another alternative as to where to study these
disciplines will not increase the number of those who want to study them:
rather simply increase the number of opportunities available.

It is said that it will be an elitist university based on class.  In no way will
this be the case; the only requirements to study in this University will be
academic, as in all private universities.  At USAC, fulfillment of certain
academic requirements is also necessary for enrollment, and logically it
should be so, since otherwise the academic level would be very low.  

As I mentioned, a person’s economic situation will not be a barrier for any
student who wishes to enroll and study.  We anticipate that half of the stu-
dents will be granted complete scholarships or that, on average, all will be
given half scholarships.

In the public debate elicited by the founding of this University, mention
had been made of problems that in reality are not.  They must certainly be
opinions in the sense that perhaps it would be better to do things different-
ly, because it cannot be that anyone might think it inadvisable to create a
new opportunity where young people might acquire university level knowl-
edge.

Education at Universidad Francisco Marroquín will be under the direction
of an Academic Council presided by the Academic Vice-President and the
deans of the different schools.

A Board of Directors will include the President and the Academic Vice-
President, who directs the Academic Council, a Treasurer, a Secretary and
five board members.  The UFM Sponsoring Committee plans to continue
functioning as the Board of Trustees to guarantee the financial solvency of
the university.  This board will be made up of members of the UFM
Sponsoring Committee, since we consider them to be interested in helping
with higher education and capable of raising funds from the private sector. 

We consider this to be contribution to culture on the part of the private sec-
tor of the country.

We do not want this university to be a fiscal burden, and it will not be so by
virtue of being private.  It will contribute to higher education and will aid
the task that falls to USAC, by providing higher education.  We hope that
once operating, we will work closely together and that there will also be a
bit of rivalry which stimulates everyone to improve.
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So that we may provide additional information, it would be best if, in all
confidence, you take advantage of this occasion to ask any questions so
that we may address any doubts you may have directly.

USAC President Rafael Cuevas: The members of the Council have the
floor to ask questions of the UFM Sponsoring Committee members.

[Dr.] Roberto Valdeavellano: I would like to ask the UFM Sponsoring
Committee whether they have considered the possibility of creating schools
that are of a greater priority, that are more necessary, such as a School of
Health Sciences.  This takes into consideration that the majority of students
who will enroll in UFM’s three schools will do so because these are the
only schools at the present time to offer financial aid that will permit them
to pursue higher education within their financial restraints.  The number of
students enrolled in these schools would not be an expression of true voca-
tion for a specific academic discipline but rather a chance to obtain a high-
er education within their economic constraints.  And on the other hand
there are other schools and areas of study that have greater priority such as
the area of Health Sciences.  I would like you to inform us as to whether
this possibility has been considered.

Manuel Ayau: Yes, we have considered this as a desirable possibility for
the future.  We do not consider ourselves capable to pass judgment on
someone’s wishes to further their education by studying Law, Economics
or the Humanities.  The fact is that the desire of students to study these dis-
ciplines is manifest in their enrollment in such schools.  Our only intention
is to offer another opportunity to those who have decided to study the pre-
viously mentioned disciplines.  Currently we do not have the capacity to
undertake an enterprise of such magnitude: we hope to be able to do so in
the future.

USAC President: One of the requirements under the Law on Private
Universities for the authorization of new universities is to ensure that they
are adapted to the needs of the country.  I would like to know if the aca-
demic disciplines you have planned are those most called for given our
national reality, as well as what scientific methods were used to establish
these needs.

Manuel Ayau: The Law on Private Universities indeed mentions that the
needs of the country are to be taken into account and we consider humanis-
tic and social education to be certainly necessary for our country.  We
believe that the nation will be well served if more persons become cultured
within the academic and social disciplines we intend to establish.  Since the
law refers to advisability, advisability versus inadvisability should be con-
sidered first.
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If the founding of these three schools by people who are willing to con-
tribute assets and time were inadvisable, then I believe this request should
be denied.  On the other hand, if we consider higher education advisable,
and a group of persons exits willing to work to make it more accessible for
all citizens, we certainly consider this advisable, although there may be dif-
ferences in criteria.  If it is advisable, though not as advisable as another
alternative—which is to say if there are degrees of advisability—such con-
siderations are very subjective and many opinions exist.  What one hopes
will exist in the country in the future is based on personal perception.  We
are not pre-judging what students want to study.  We are simply basing our-
selves on the fact that a majority of students wish to study these disciplines,
a fact proved by school statistics.  Thus it is advisable to increase the num-
ber of opportunities to study them.

Alfonso Bauer: You have told this Council more or less, that all of the stu-
dents will have a half-scholarship and that income will come, in good
measure, from contributions.  My question is the following: What is the rel-
ative representation of the donations and tuition in the operation of the uni-
versity?  And as a corollary, would it be possible to obtain a list of the
University’s donors?

Manuel Ayau: Thank you very much.  As I said before, we expect that the
proportion of scholarships will be 50% of the tuition fees.  We do not have
exact information regarding the relative representation of the donors.
There is a Board of Trustees made up of fifteen members, who, obviously
are not going to maintain the University; their job is to obtain donations
from persons who wish to help.

Teachers will be under the direction of the Academic Council, made up of
the Academic Vice-President, school deans and non voting department
directors.

Donors will not have any influence over academic studies.  These will be
defined by the Academic Council.

With regard to the donor list, currently we have promises from donors and
some conditional donations because it is hard to get donations for a univer-
sity that has not yet been founded.  Thus we cannot provide a list of donors
as, at this point, we only have promises.

Bernardo Lemus: With regard to the initial questions regarding the need
to create these academic disciplines or others, I would like zero in on the
question.  Has any study been made as to the need for and development of
human resources, the fostering of human resources for the nation’s devel-
opment; have any studies objectively demonstrated that what you propose
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is advisable or not?  It is not a matter of simply stating that it is advisable
or not, rather it is a question of the advisability or inadvisability of invest-
ing resources in these services which are already being offered; or would it
be better, or much more useful, if it were in other areas that are not being
adequately attended to.

Manuel Ayau: We do not know of any studies that define the true needs of
the nation in the sense that you indicate.  In most cases, we are following
USAC’s lead.  However if, for example, USAC were to establish a limit on
the number of students that could study law because in its opinion no more
attorneys are needed, we are not going follow by announcing to our law
students that we will now offer them engineering instead because we
believe this to be more useful to the nation.  But this is not the case.  USAC
accepts all students who meet the entry requirements of the school to which
they have applied. 

I do not know of any studies or universities where such a criterion is used.
What’s more, so far as I know of no one who has proposed that such crite-
rion be applied; that instead of providing people with the academic disci-
pline they choose, they must study what some authority has determined is
most convenient for the country.  We would consider it presumptuous to
assume that we can determine what is most advisable for the country.  Our
contribution with reference to the choice of academic disciplines is to sim-
ply offer Guatemalan youth one more option to those that already exist.

Aquiles Linares: I understand from your second clarification that one of
the main reasons for deciding to create these three schools, Law, Humanities
and Economics and not Health Sciences, is the high cost of the laborato-
ries.  What strikes me is that this was not precisely a situation of advisabil-
ity or inadvisability but a matter of funding.

Manuel Ayau: During the founding of a university, all aspects need to be
considered.  The financial aspect is very important.  Academic expenses
must be covered and we feel it would not be prudent on our part to begin
the University with academic disciplines that entail the high cost of labora-
tories and other additional expenses.  We need to solidify our position,
begin to operate and grow in order to undertake larger projects.

Enrique Campang: Will the Board of Directors, composed of the President,
Treasurer, Secretary and five board members, include student representa-
tives?

Manuel Ayau: No it will not.

Jaime Pineda: I would like to know how the teaching cycle is organized
and its approximate cost.
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Manuel Ayau: It is organized into quarters.  Each has three vacation peri-
ods of one month.  The registration fee is Q.600.00 a year.

Jaime Pineda: Do you think this teaching cycle is suitable for the stu-
dents?  Why did you decide in favor of a cycle different from the one used
by USAC?  How did you make this decision?

Manuel Ayau: The UFM Sponsoring Committee is following same path as
USAC.  From the standpoint of quantity and quality, we think that USAC is
offering the chance to acquire a higher level of education that is suitable
and adequate for this country.  We believe that it does so in the manner
appropriate to a state university, wide and open, so everyone has an oppor-
tunity, and we agree with how USAC is doing it.  By establishing different
curriculae and ways of operating in no way means that we disagree with or
consider procedures at USAC to be inadequate.  But this does not mean
that the supply of academic disciplines cannot be intensified for students
who want to study them.  I don’t know if this answers your question.

We feel that USAC is doing an adequate job, done well for the good of the
country, and we too want to contribute to the development of our country
by providing an advantageous opportunity to those who wish to enroll in
our University.

Jaime Pineda: Among the programs proposed by UFM, have you consid-
ered the advisability of establishing programs in the disciplines of shorter
duration that the country needs?

Manuel Ayau: For the moment, we look to begin the university with three
schools.  We are open to reform our plan of action continually and to adjust
it along the way to wishes that citizens may manifest because, as I men-
tioned earlier, we do not intend to place ourselves in the role of deciding
what people should study, rather simply to provide greater options so that
they may fulfill the goals they have chosen for their cultural life.

Rafael Piedrasanta: Mr. Ayau was kind enough to visit the School of
Economics [USAC].  On that occasion the Secretary and I received him
and he explained to us how the members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee
had come to decide on starting the areas of the social sciences that he has
indicated.  At the time, Mr. Ayau gave us a different explanation and with-
out looking to provoke an argument, as this is not our purpose, I would like
him to explain what he may not have told us.  I remind Mr. Ayau of our
conversation at the School of Economics:  “We have been publicly criti-
cized because we have not begun with teaching other sciences such as
Medicine, Agriculture, Veterinary Medicine, etc.”  Mr. Ayau told us that the
replied to this criticism by asking the person: “If you think this country
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needs these academic disciplines, why don’t you start such a university
yourself?  As someone who enjoys the study of Economics and Law, I have
decided to organize UFM with these disciplines.  You can start one with
those you consider most suitable.

I remind Mr. Ayau of this, and undoubtedly his memory is refreshed; how-
ever, he did not mention this explanation today.

Manuel Ayau: I remember our joking conversation perfectly, which was
within the spirit confidence that we have with certain members of the
School of Economics, including the Dean.  And I remember having replied
in such a manner as to why we began the university with these three
schools.  An indeed, although personally true for me, it is not true for all
members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee.  Some have insisted on start-
ing other schools as soon as possible.  These three schools have priority;
however, we do not think we should start the University complete with all
schools.  Because of my preference for these sciences, it has been personal-
ly satisfying to start the University with these schools.  But this is strictly a
personal opinion, and at the time we were all joking.

USAC President: The some of the documents you have provided it says
that students will be prohibited from taking part in political activities.

Manuel Ayau: The law stipulates that private universities are prohibited
from participating in politics as students or as university representatives,
and they could not do so with breaking the law.  We do not consider it
advisable for a student to participate in politics within a university if it is a
private institution.  We do not forbid students from participating in politics
as much as they wish, but not within the university.  It would be improper
within a religious congregation as well as within a corporation; we consid-
er that within a private institution of learning such activities should be pro-
hibited to the students within their role as students.  We do not intend to
restrain their rights as citizens and they may participate in politics outside
the university.  In terms of politics, we will of course have classes in
Political Science, as academic science and not by way of participation in
partisan politics of the moment.

Arturo Matute: We ask for your patience before the very many questions
we put to you, which only demonstrate the interest the USAC High Council
has with regard to this matter of great importance for everyone.  We have
read in the press and in statements made by Mr. Ayau that UFM students
must be full-time students, that is to say that they will dedicate themselves
exclusively to their studies: that they will not be able to work.  At the same
time, it is my understanding that the scholarships offered by the new uni-
versity only cover fees and do not include stipends for living expenses for
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the students.  Did the Sponsoring Committee consider that this is economic
discrimination, because students who need to support themselves or their
family will be unable to enter this university?

Manuel Ayau: First, let me say that all of your questions are welcome and
that we hope that all doubts you may have come to light, since in many
cases the press distorts concepts.  With regard to your mention of our poli-
cy on scholarships and full-time students, the class schedule we plan to use
initially runs from seven in the morning till noon and is similar to the
schedules followed in schools such as Engineering and Medicine, as well
as others that require even more of a student’s time, even here at USAC.
What I want to say is that we are not establishing an unusual schedule.  Of
course, students able to work during the remainder of the day and also keep
up with their academic requirements are free to do so, since the schedule is
not full time.  In fact, we have even been considering changing the timetable
given the single shift prevalent in certain public offices, so that students
who need to work can do so in the mornings.  In addition, the fact that stu-
dents will complete their studies two years faster than usual will allow
them to postpone family commitments to a degree, because they do have to
face such a long wait to receive their degree; it may give them the chance
to finish their studies before committing to family obligations.  Of course,
this will not be the case for everyone, and the most we can do is to offer a
student the opportunity of a free education.  It would be difficult for an
entity supported by private donations to provide family expense subsidies
to those with limited economic resources.  We consider it to be beyond our
capacity to capture such resources.  Those in such dire economic straits
could not be helped by the University.  We can help those who are able to
dedicate time to study.  We are giving an additional opportunity to those
who can take advantage of it.  Certainly, the fact that someone does not
have the necessary resources to not work does not constitute discrimination
on our part.  This is a sad reality, and given the economic position of the
University, a stipend for family expenses is beyond our reach.

Enrique Campang: You have said that you will establish three schools.
Will these schools be divided into departments or specialized schools?

Manuel Ayau: Initially the only school that will have divisions is the
School of Economics, with two departments: Business Administration and
pure Economic Science.  For the moment, the School of Law will not have
any specialization that merits organization by departments.  We have con-
sidered this as a possibility for the future.  And remember that since this is
the beginning of a university it will lack things we expect to have in the
future.
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Enrique Campang: I am concerned as to whether the results will produce
sociologists, social theorists or jurists.

Manuel Ayau: Our intention is the following: We do not believe that we
should prepare sociologists within the School of Law.  Rather we should
prepare persons with a profound knowledge of the fundamental principles
of law.  Our greatest concern is law, and we are going to emphasize legal
theory more than other aspects of law.  Of course, we have to give suf-
ficient courses on positive law and the practice of law.  But yes, there will
be more emphasis on legal theory.

Enrique Campang: With regard to the School of Humanities, will the stu-
dents of humanities study the fields of literature or psychology or will it be
a wide-ranging education?

Manuel Ayau: So far, there is only one curriculum for the School of
Humanities and it is a very general one.

Hugo Rolando Melgar: Three words of introduction: It has been proposed
that the creation of the three new schools of Law, Economics and Humanities
is not inadvisable for the country.  On the other hand, I understand the cre-
ation of a learning center not to be a profitable business; on the contrary it
entails significant investment, whatever academic disciplines it offers; and
if, as you suggest, it proposed to provide a 50% scholarship system, we
would think that income from student fees would be significantly lacking.

Based on the above proportions, it seems to me that since the creation of
new schools as planned by UFM is not the most desirable alternative in
order of priorities; and also that the creation of a university is not a good
business enterprise in that it will not produce profits, and considering that
all or most of the members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee are USAC
graduates, did you or might you consider, as a good alternative and one
that would be in the best interest of the nation, using the funds obtained
from donations at USAC in order to raise the level of studies within the
academic disciplines that you intend to create at Universidad Francisco
Marroquín?

Manuel Ayau: I made certain comments regarding the advisability or the
degree of inadvisability, accepting that those with criteria differing from
ours and specifically from mine, might consider the creation of other aca-
demic disciplines to be more advisable.  My personal opinion is that
humanistic and social disciplines are of high priority and advisable for the
country.  They are not necessarily disciplines that teach a skill or a means
to earn a living, but they do provide culture, which we acquire in a univer-
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sity in order to be a better citizen and carry out our activities as best one
can.  A humanist may not necessarily have learned a trade needed by the
country; an economist could apply himself to economics as well as to many
other things; and the knowledge he has acquired will be of value to him
and, thus, better his understanding of the problems that the nation faces.
This is why we have given priority to these academic disciplines, as well as
because of the economic factors already mentioned.  Clearly, a university is
not a business enterprise and those wishing to help have contributed to us
because they believe that the creation of different and additional opportuni-
ties is good for the country.  Due to the imperfection of human knowledge,
no one can be absolutely certain that things should be done differently.  The
opportunity to do things in different ways increases the chance of getting
closer to the truth.  We believe there should be more universities and these
persons agree with our position.  It is not just about increasing the existing
facilities, rather it is about increasing the number of different opportunities,
as is the case in many countries.  Judge for yourself the number of universi-
ties in Mexico, in the United States, in Europe.  We believe a large number
of opportunities for students to be good for the country, and this is one of
the reasons people are willing to cooperate with our University.

Bernardo Lemus: With regard to the number of students to be admitted to
the university: Will a minimum number of admissions be established?

Manuel Ayau: At the start, we propose to have one hundred students.
Once operating and after evaluating possible contributions for more schol-
arships, we can expand admissions to the degree we are able to serve them.
We do not wish to establish a university too large, because it would be
beyond the financial capacity of possible contributors, which are scarce in
our community.

Bernardo Lemus: This is the last question: What type of a relationship do
you intend to have with USAC in the future?

Manuel Ayau: We consider that USAC, as the governing body of educa-
tion, should serve as a guidepost; that we should be in close contact, and
that we should, on occasion, carry out joint programs and exchanges.  This
should not only be with USAC but also with other private universities in
Central America and outside the region.  It is our wish to have a close col-
laborative relationship.

Alfonso Bauer: From Mr. Ayau’s explanations, we can deduce that the
UFM Sponsoring Committee considers USAC graduates to be satisfactory
for the task at hand and that the faculty will be Guatemalans, which in
essence means that they will come from USAC, and that it is their desire to
be in close contact with USAC.  I also understand that the members of the
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UFM Sponsoring Committee are USAC graduates.  I wonder if, given that
USAC has lacked—for reasons we need not analyze here—graduates who
promote it as the members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee are doing, if
whether they have considered the possibility of dedicating their patriotic
efforts towards encouraging those in private sector who are distanced from
USAC, so that through their contributions they might achieve the same
goals by supporting an area that USAC does not have?  In other words,
instead of promoting another university why don’t they contribute their
efforts to cover the areas of health sciences or technical skills needed for
economic development?  This is a very personal question.  I don’t know
what the other Council members think but I would like to see the dedica-
tion and effort you are receiving from important groups within the private
sector be used to exalt our Alma Mater.

Manuel Ayau: Of course, we do contribute to the support of our Alma
Mater, as do all citizens when they pay their taxes, some of which will go
to support the university.  As citizens, we understand and accept that we
have this obligation.  As I mentioned previously, we believe that having
different centers of learning—not just two or three but more—is very
important for the nation, because we seek the improvement of all who are
involved in teaching and of the educational activities that they carry out.
We believe that the existence of different educational centers is important
to create a certain degree of rivalry and competitiveness.  We feel that com-
petition is very healthy as stimulus for all and an incentive for constant
improvement.  As a member of the private sector, I consider competition to
be very healthy; it is one of the reasons people try to improve themselves.
We believe that the more universities that exist with the necessary require-
ments, the better.  This is a motivating factor for us to create another one.

Humberto Salazar: I am going to ask Mr. Ayau to clear up matters about
two slightly different aspects.

The first refers to the establishment and granting of scholarships.  From his
own words, we understand that in Universidad Francisco Marroquín, stu-
dents without resources will not find a place, given the characteristics of
the study programs in that university.  On the other hand, students with
strong economic resources will find a place.  I am attacked by a doubt.
What, then, is the point of granting scholarships?  In my opinion, a scholar-
ship system operating under such conditions is completely distorted in
terms of the goals that this type of system is supposed pursue.  In addition,
from his statements we also understand that the new university will be
financed with donations from the private sector.  We have heard rumors—I
admit they may be only rumors—that you are seeking state funding, espe-
cially through foreign loans.  I would like this clarified, together with an
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explanation of the UFM Sponsoring Committee criteria with regard to this
issue.

Manuel Ayau: In response to the last point you mention, in no way do we
intend to request funds from the government.  We believe that a private
university should not do so.  What this is about is people donating funds
and effort in order that they may contribute to our nation’s culture.  We
consider it our obligation, and it should be thus, to support a state universi-
ty; but a private university should remain private.  It is should not be a bur-
den on the state, and precisely one of the reasons that the founding of this
university is advisable.  Given that the expansion of education and culture
is in the interest of the state, and if citizens are willing to accept part of that
burden, then their efforts should be welcomed and encouraged.  With
regard to foreign funds, it is the unanimous opinion of the UFM Sponsoring
Committee that no loans will be requested unless we have previously
secured a source of income to repay the loan.

Regarding donations from abroad, we have them in mind, and we have had
conversations in Germany and with members of certain universities to get
support through donations from England and the United States.  If we can
get people to help fund the university through donations, we welcome their
contribution to the education of Guatemala.

With respect to the advisability of the scholarships, in Guatemala, opportu-
nities offered by USAC are in place for those who cannot afford not to
work.  This does not mean that an additional opportunity comes at its
expense, cost or that it is inadvisable.  As I mentioned previously, I do not
think it feasible to provide family subsidies to low income persons in addi-
tion to a free education.  All we can do is give free education to low income
persons.

José Angel Lee: I would like to ask the UFM Sponsoring Committee two
or three questions as how they perceive the coordination that should exist
among the private universities themselves and with USAC.  On several
occasions the newspaper Prensa Libre quotes the Secretary General of the
Federation of Private Universities of Central America as saying that coordi-
nation among universities and the integration of plans should be encour-
aged in order to avoid duplication of efforts.  My opinion is that efforts in
this country are being wasted.  My question is: What opinion does the
UFM Sponsoring Committee have with regard to this policy of the Federation
of Private Universities of Central America?

Manuel Ayau: I cannot express the opinion of the UFM Sponsoring
Committee because we have not discussed the statements made by the
Secretary General of the Federation of Private Universities of Central
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America.  I can only explain my personal opinion in the sense that I do
agree in that cooperation is necessary.

Nonetheless, I do not consider the fact that there are two schools of
engineering in Central America to be a duplication of efforts.  I consider it
supplementary and complimentary to current efforts.  I also think that the
existence of different centers of learning serves to stimulate everyone to
improve.

José Angel Lee: With regard to the pedagogical tendency toward the flexi-
bilization of university studies—through flexible curriculae and student
organizations, which undoubtedly help forge university students, not only
in the humanistic sense but also as humanitarians, because student associa-
tions also fulfill a role in social relations—I would like to know if the UFM
Sponsoring Committee has considered the possibility that the schools to be
established offer flexible curriculae, as in the case in some entities that
allow for humanitarian, humanistic and social the development, as well as
sports activities?

Manuel Ayau: Of course, this type of student activity will not only be per-
mitted, it certainly will be encouraged.  We think this is very important and
we plan to dedicate Saturdays to activities organized or led by the students,
who will also have a representative on the board of the General Studies
program and in the Academic Council.  They will have representation in
the Academic Council, although not on the Board of Directors.

With regard to teaching orientation, there has been criticism given that
some members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee are also members of the
Center for Economic and Social Studies [Centro de Estudios Económico-
Sociales / CEES], where we have expressed our opinions in defense of
freedom of the press, of democracy, and of the economic and social regime
that the nation needs.  Some articles have appeared suggesting that instruc-
tion may be dogmatically directed.

We believe that a country needs freedom of expression; that differences of
opinion are healthy; even when held by minorities.  That the rights of
minorities should be respected and protected.  To address the criticism
mentioned in the press: in the University, a particular point of view will not
be defended as it is by the Center for Economic and Social Studies.

The University should have academic freedom.  It should provide all points
of view and theories, and they should be presented by persons who believe
in them and not by those who criticize them.  As is well known, I am an
adversary to socialism personally and not just as a member of the UFM
Sponsoring Committee.
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Nevertheless, we consider socialism to be a very important ideological ten-
dency that has had influence throughout the world and that everyone should
learn about it from someone who defends it and not from someone who
criticizes it.  It would be dishonest on our part to present a partial perspec-
tive to the students.

José Angel Lee: Thank you for those words.  It worries me that in all pri-
vate universities, the student is limited in many ways and influenced by
pressure groups.  Student tends to accept that all private education is by
definition limited and produces a group consciousness that prevents the
individual from developing a social consciousness.  I do not know if the
UFM Sponsoring Committee intends to permit students the freedom to
organize and explore their own activities.  I am not suggesting that they
take part in party politics but that they should have the freedom to observe.
This is just a comment.  This concept of forming three schools that are by
definition problematic within the national framework—I mention this
because the technical disciplines foster a degree of social consciousness on
the part of the students—and which, given the need for national develop-
ment, are not precisely of the highest priority, gives us to reflect that at the
university we have had problems with humanists, because the market for in
this field is very limited as is the market for economists.  Members of the
private sector may think differently.  Lawyers may also disagree.  Have you
any studies or opinions regarding the market for graduated professionals, or
do you think that only a few very learned persons will graduate? 

Manuel Ayau: With regard to student activities: the students should organ-
ize different groups for debate.  The only prohibition is participation in par-
ty politics.  If they want to hold elections for a president I do not consider
that to be party politics.  What we do not want is political campaigning.
All other activities will be encouraged.  We want different activities to
exist.

We do not believe that the existence of different options from which people
may choose will increase the number of those who study them.  Many stu-
dents enroll in the Humanities to be able to study, improve and acquire gen-
eral knowledge.  Under these circumstances, I do not think it is inadvisable
for the country.  To wit, I do not believe that if more drugstores were estab-
lished, there would be more be more sick people.  Likewise, more schools
of Humanities do not mean that there will be more humanists.  The deci-
sion to study a certain profession is personal and, in fact, people are already
deciding what they are going to do with their life, and we do not believe we
should interfere.
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USAC President: Mr. Lee is reminded that this is to request information
only.

José Angel Lee: What considerations have been made regarding the labor
market for the disciplines you intend to establish?

Manuel Ayau: We have seen an increase in students who want to study
these academic disciplines; this is confirmed by the current USAC student
population and by information provided by other universities; and by the
fact that students want to acquire higher education in these branches of
knowledge.

José Angel Lee: I want to clarify that my question was about graduates.  In
what part of the country are the lawyers who graduate going to work?  As
Mr. Pineda was saying, a tendency is already in place for students to seek
these academic disciplines because they offer financial aid.  Technical aca-
demic disciplines are more difficult and it would be laudable for this aid to
be offered for academic disciplines not available at USAC or for which
there are insufficient opportunities.  If such were the case, they would truly
be contributing to higher education.  General knowledge is not exclusive to
the social disciplines.  In many cases, engineers offer better solutions to
national problems than persons who have studied social disciplines.

Alfonso Bauer: My apologies to Mr. Lee, but he is leading this conversa-
tion into a discussion that isn’t the subject of this meeting.  Our intention
here is to ask specific questions.

USAC President: I request Mr. Lee to please limit his participation to ask-
ing questions.

Jaime Pineda: I am not sure I completely understood the matter of financ-
ing.  All we have been told is that there is a contribution of approximately
Q.50,000 [US$50,000] and even Mr. Ayau said that he could not anticipate
who would be contributing funds five years from now.  This does not
match the deed of incorporation where it states an initial capital of Q.100,000.
If I am correct, he also said that this capital could shortly increase tenfold
to one million quetzales.  Thus, my question is how will this be accom-
plished and if the one million quetzales are related in any way to the mil-
lion quetzales offered by EXMIBAL for higher education?

Manuel Ayau: We cannot anticipate future donors, but we trust that the
funds will continue to flow as they happened in the case of other social
projects we have worked through such organizations as the Cancer Society,
the Penny Foundation and the Red Cross.  Until the University is officially
established, very few persons will be willing to commit funds, but they
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have expressed their desire to cooperate and we trust that we will have no
problems in that area.

In fact, we already have some donations in hand, as well as a piece of land
worth approximately Q.130,000 [US$130,000].  We have suspended fund
raising until the matter of the authorization of the University is resolved.
As I mentioned previously, in our statutes we anticipate the establishment
of an endowment for the university estimated at Q.2.5 million.  We think
these funds will cover five to six years.  Meanwhile, donations will increase
the fund.  In other words, we expect that we will not need to seek annual
donations from private persons for six to ten years.  We have no donations
or promise of donations from EXMIBAL.  We know that they want to help
education in Guatemala and after consulting the manager about this possi-
bility, his answer was that they do intend make a substantial contribution to
higher education in our country but that this would be given in direct pro-
portion to the size of the university.  Thus, they would help USAC more,
and if our university is small, what we might receive will be very little.  

René Castañeda: This is in relation to the academic schedule and how
many students can enroll.  Undoubtedly the schedule will be a burden, and
even some with the desire and the ability will not be able to attend.  Has the
possibility of solving the problem been looked at with the idea of providing
some flexibility with regard to compliance?  Have you studied the possibil-
ity of setting minimum loads or maximum loads?

Manuel Ayau: I think this is an excellent suggestion.  In fact some mem-
bers of the UFM Sponsoring Committee had already suggested this.  At this
point in the process, we have not modified any part of the original propos-
al, but given the implicit suggestion that has come up here today, we will
take note and, in my opinion, it is a suggestion we should accept.

Jaime Pineda: Has the UFM Sponsoring Committee considered the pos-
sibility of applying for the IDB loan designed for private universities?

Manuel Ayau: The UFM Sponsoring Committee has not considered the
possibility.  As I said, our goal is to not borrow money except when the
loan itself generates sources of repayment, which is uncommon for univer-
sities.  It is difficult to borrow money for a building that will generate its
own means of repayment.  In general, borrowing money is not part of the
UFM Sponsoring Committee policy.  Specifically the case of IDB was not
considered because of the conditions stipulated for buildings, operations
and laboratories.

Jaime Pineda: [Reads Article 8 of the UFM Statutes.]
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Manuel Ayau: With regard to the expense budget, we anticipate that during
the first year income will total Q.76,000, considering that we will only
have first-year students.  This doesn’t take into account other offers.

One has to take into account that the university has not yet been authorized.
As I mentioned previously, based on the poll we did of possible donors, we
trust that we will have no problem.

Mr. Viteri notified me that the Council of Private Higher Education has
ruled that we have met the terms of the legal requirements regarding finan-
cial resources to establish a university.  Organizationally the three schools
share the Department of General Studies for which we have ample resources
to cover our expenses for the first year.

Jaime Pineda: Finally, you stated that you consider addressing national
problems through research programs.  How, for example, would UFM
approach taxing land ownership?  I am worried as to how the university
might focus on this problem in its teaching of the social sciences.

With regard to university extension, what form will such extension take,
especially with reference to the professions within the social sciences that
have a direct impact on areas that respond to the nation’s needs?

Manuel Ayau: We believe that we can study the problems of the nation
without trying to favor any political platform.  We would be playing poli-
tics if these studies tended to strengthen a party politically or if we looked
to win votes or increase the potential for votes for a specific political sec-
tor.  Land ownership should be studied from an academic perspective in a
university.  Using the university for political purposes will not be permitted
at UFM, because it is not a goal to favor any political party; nor will the
University be used as a political platform.

In reference to the university extension.  I regret that the two Sponsoring
Committee members who have this information are not present.  I apolo-
gize for Antonio Carrera y Rigoberto Juárez-Paz; I would prefer not to
expand on the subject.

USAC President: The Council of Private Higher Education has two goals:
first, to authorize the creation of a university and, second, to assure the
good results of private universities.  I have personal doubts as to whether
the Council has ever performed its second duty to keep watch over univer-
sity education in Guatemala.

Private education in Guatemala is based on the principle of academic free-
dom.  Certain questions have been raised with regard to academic freedom
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at UFM and I want to ask what bodies will ensure that the university guar-
antees academic freedom?

Manuel Ayau: One is the Academic Council, made up of Guatemalan pro-
fessionals and student representatives, and the other is the Board of
Directors, in which is vested administrative authority and which has the
final word and the right to veto activities in the university.  These are the
two governing entities, and their oversight will depend on the quality of
their members.  I share your doubts.  Since everything is in the hands of
individual persons and our desire as founders is to have academic freedom,
we hope to choose persons of sufficient stature and capabilities to meet the
challenge of upholding academic freedom.  As in all things, in the end we
depend on the individual person.

USAC President: We see great emphasis placed on theoretical develop-
ment and that most of those who enroll will have a well-defined interest.
The question is in regard to the motivation behind the emphasis on theoret-
ical aspects, as this in some way suggests that the goal is not to prepare
lawyers, economists or humanists.  It almost looks like we are saying that
we are not interested in whether they practice their profession.  What, then,
is the purpose of these professionals?

Manuel Ayau: First, I would like to say that in no way will we neglect
practical aspects.  Indeed, this is one of the reasons why the study of theo-
retical aspects will be a bit more extensive.  It is true that many people seek
a higher education with the goal of learning a profession.  However, it is
also true that many do so in order to acquire general knowledge per se.  It
is also true that many who enroll in a university to learn a profession want
to acquire additional theoretical knowledge about the profession they have
chosen.  We also believe this is one of the main differentiations of this
University, that those who so choose get both practical knowledge together
with a more intense theoretic focus.

Personally, I believe in the saying that there is nothing more practical than
a good theory.  We consider the theoretical to be desirable in order to per-
fect the practical, and that the more theoretical knowledge people acquire,
without sacrificing the practical, the better equipped they will be if they
choose to practice.

Enrique Campang: With regard to teaching, I would like to ask if the
selection of teachers will be based on a competitive exam or solely on cri-
teria of the Academic Council.

Manuel Ayau: Teacher selection will be at the discretion of the Academic
Council.  We have chosen this system because it is the system most univer-
sally accepted.
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Enrique Campang: The competitive exam is the most appropriate to
achieve academic improvement.

Manuel Ayau: I think it is adequate but I believe a competitive exam
leaves out other considerations that need to be taken into account when
choosing teachers.

Enrique Campang: I believe you are focusing on a competitive merit sys-
tem for tests and evaluations.  I wish to add the following: Do you have a
project in mind to create a pay scale for teachers depending on their educa-
tional background. 

Manuel Ayau: We do not have one yet.  We have seen that in the more
developed countries this type of scale for professional promotions is the
most common, and that there is significant interest in its elimination.
Much has been written about this, and it seems that this type of promotion
scale has definite effects on the quality of teachers; right now, since we are
just starting, we do not have this problem.  It will be one of the problems
that we can look at and study more carefully later.

Humberto Salazar: As the members of the UFM Sponsoring Committee
know, USAC is concerned with all aspects related to higher education in
general.

One of the fundamental precepts of Universidad de San Carlos, if not the
most fundamental, lies with preserving university autonomy.  Many times
the university has had to make significant efforts to conserve the inviolabil-
ity of its autonomy and it will continue to do so in the future.

I would like to ask what your criteria are regarding university autonomy
and what would happen if, in the future, this autonomy that we value is
endangered?

Manuel Ayau: Clearly, this topic could interest no one more than we who
are about to establish a university.  It is precisely because we believe in
academic freedom—without autonomy such freedom cannot exist—that it
is essential and advisable for the country to have a policy of university
autonomy.  Otherwise public universities will turn into politically motivat-
ed instruments of the state.  As Guatemalans, as both professionals and
members of USAC, we believe that everyone must fight to preserve univer-
sity autonomy.

USAC President: Mr. Ayau, we thank you for the ample information you
have given the USAC High Council and ask Dr. Aguilar and Mr. Castañeda
to escort our guests.
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Manuel Ayau: On behalf of the UFM Sponsoring Committee, I wish to
thank you for agreeing to receive us and for your patience and so much
time.  And I thank you in advance for your consideration of our request.
We ask you to look upon our effort in its true light: as a modest contribu-
tion to our national culture.  We do not seek to solve every problem.  We do
not expect that the objectives we pursue will be considered optimal.  But
we do believe that what we are doing is in no way inadvisable for the
nation.  May the contributions of the members of the UFM Sponsoring
Committee and others willing to work with us be well received by you.
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Victor Manuel Aguilar
Alfonso Bauer Paiz 
Enrique Campang Chang 
René Castañeda Paz 
Augusto Cazali Avila 
Luis Bernardo Lemus Mendoza 
José Angel Lee Duarte 
José Aquiles Linares Morales 
César Francisco López A.
Arturo Matute
Samuel Mizrahí 
Rafael Piedrasanta Arandi 
Jaime Pineda Sosa 
Humberto Salazar
Roberto Valdeavellano 

MEMBERS OF THE HIGH COUNCIL OF UNIVERSIDAD DE SAN
CARLOS DE GUATEMALA AT THE TIME OF THE MEETING IN
NOVEMBER 1970

APPENDIX VIII
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CELEBRATION AT THE HOME OF OLGA AND MANUEL AYAU OF
THE APPROVAL BY THE GOVERNMENT OF GUATEMALA OF THE
ESTABLISHMENT OF UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN

APPENDIX IX

In attendance are members of UFM's newly formed Board of Trustees
(formerly the UFM Sponsorship Committee) and Colonel Carlos Arana
Osorio, president of the Republic of Guatemala.  
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Standing, from left to right

1 Félix Montes Córdoba
2 Carlos Springmühl Silva
3 Luis Canella Gutiérrez
4 Luis Beltranena Valladares
5 Mario Ribas Montes
6 Estuardo Samayoa Bramma
7 Antonio Carrera Molina
8 Roberto Cordón Méndez
9 Manuel F. Ayau Cordón
10 Ulisses R. Dent Sáenz
11 Fernando Linares Beltranena
12 Rigoberto Juárez-Paz

13 Jorge Molina Sinibaldi 
14 Leonel Samayoa Bramma
15 Enrique Melville Zabala
16 Roberto Sánchez Lazo
17 Carlos Montes Córdoba
18 Enrique Murillo Delgado
19 Pedro Cordón Schwank
20 Arturo Bianchi Arguello
21 César Borges Urrutia
22 Ramiro Castillo Love
23 Enrique Batres

Seated, from left to right

Jorge Lamport Rodil 
Carlos Arana Osorio, President of Guatemala
Alejandro Maldonado Aguirre, Minister of Education 
Julio Lowenthal Foncea
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Ramiro Alfaro 
Hilary Arathoon Sinibaldi
Milton Argueta Pinto
Manuel F. Ayau C.
Manuel Ayau García
Andrés Ayau García
Francisco Antonio Aycinena
Arrivillaga 
Enrique Batres
Federico Bauer
Juan Fernando Bendfeldt 
Luis Beltranena Valladares
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Jorge Bilbao 
César Borjes
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Oscar Cáceres Pinzón
Isabel de Canella 
Luis Canella Gutiérrez
Antonio Carrera Molina
Eduardo Carrette Smith 
Ricardo Castillo A.
Francisco José Castillo Love
Ramiro Castillo Love
Alvaro Castillo Monge
Emilio Conde
Roberto Cordón Méndez
Pedro Cordón Schwank
Antonio Delgado Wyld 
Ulysses Ronald Dent Sáenz

Ronald Arthur Dent Weissenberg
Kenneth Downing Levi
Oscar Echeverría
Juan Estrada Schwank
Luis Enrique González Hertzsch
José Raúl González Merlo
Mario Granai Arévalo
Antonio Guirola Batres
Dionisio Gutiérrez
Juan Arturo Gutiérrez
Elizabeth Hanckel
Christopher Hempstead
Max Holzheu S.
Giancarlo Ibárgüen S.
Carlos Ibárgüen Tyler
Roberto Ibarra
Rigoberto Juárez-Paz
Joseph Keckeissen 
Jorge Lamport Rodil
Adolfo Lau
Fernando Linares Beltranena
Manfredo Lippman
Conrado Losen
Julio Lowenthal
Diana Canella de Luna
Christopher Manion
Eduardo Mayora A.
Arturo Melville
Roberto Mena
Jorge Molina Sinibaldi
Carlos Molina

LIST OF UFM TRUSTEES SINCE THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES
WAS FOUNDED

1971 to 2006 (date of this edition)

APPENDIX X
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Fernando Monterroso Vásquez
Marialys Lowenthal de
Monterroso
Félix Montes Córdoba
Carlos Montes Córdoba
Enrique Murillo Delgado
Oscar Felipe Antonio Nájera
Saravia   
Edmundo Nanne Zirión
Mario Nathusius
Enrique Novella Camacho
William Olyslager Valenti
Sergio Paiz Andrade 
Ramón Parellada
Francisco Pérez de Antón
Fernando Prado Rossbach
Stuart Prentice Beltranena
José Rolando Quesada 
Roberto Ríos 
Alfredo Rodríguez Mahuad
Carroll Ríos de Rodríguez

Ernesto Rodríguez Briones
Luis Ernesto Rodríguez S.
Angel Roncero 
Rodrigo Rosenberg
Luis Fernando Samayoa
Leonel Samayoa Bramma
Rodolfo Estuardo Samayoa
Bramma
Carlos Roberto Sánchez Lazo
Arne Sapper
José Juan Serra Paiz
Juan Carlos Simons 
John Smith 
Carlos Springmühl Silva
Fritz Thomas 
Alvaro Urruela Nanne
Juan Fermín Valladares
Lucía Castillo de Vizcaíno
Jason Vourvoulias 
Carlos Widmann
Guy R. Wyld 
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ARTICLE REFERRED TO BY BENJAMIN ROGGE
IN CONVERSATION WITH MANUEL AYAU AT A
LIBERTY FUND MEETING
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DECREE NUMBER 77 OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT
OF GUATEMALA APPROVING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN

The date of the decree, August 12, 1971, becomes UFM's official 
"birthday."

[Seal of the General Secretary of the Presidency of the Republic 
with identification information and date]

THE NATIONAL PALACE

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION

Guatemala August 12, 1971

THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC,

CONSIDERING:

That in the interest of the development of the nation, the Government is
concerned with the promotion of culture and education at all levels;

CONSIDERING:

That the Sponsorship Committee of Universidad “Obispo Francisco
Marroquín”, the organization of which was authorized by Government
Decree on August 6, 1970, has requested approval of the statutes and
authorization of operations of Universidad “FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN”;

CONSIDERING:

That based on Article 102 of the Constitution of the Republic and clause
a) of Article 5 of Law-Decree Number 421 (Law on Private Universities),
The Council of Private Higher Education approved the organization of
Universidad “FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN”;

APPENDIX XII

TRANSLATION TO ENGLISH
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CONSIDERING:

That in compliance with Article 10 of Law-Decree 421, the Council
of Private Higher Education agreed during its meeting of June 4, 1971 to
present the file to the Chief of the Executive Branch, recommending
approval of the statutes and authorization of operations of Universidad
“FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN”;

CONSIDERING:

That the second paragraph in Article 102 of the Constitution of the Republic
states: “It is the responsibility of the Council of Private Higher Education
to approve the organization of private universities, once Universidad de
San Carlos de Guatemala has ruled; and it is the responsibility of the
Executive Branch is to approve the statutes and authorize the beginning of
operation of universities, by resolution of the President of the Republic in
Council of Ministers,”

THEREFORE:

Exercising the powers conferred by the aforementioned mandates and
Article 189, Clause 4 of the Constitution of the Republic,

THE COUNCIL OF MINISTERS

AGREES TO THE FOLLOWING:

ARTICLE 1 – To approve the statutes of Universidad “FRANCISCO
MARROQUÍN”.

ARTICLE 2 – To authorize the operation of the above-mentioned university.

ARTICLE 3 – That Universidad “FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN” is required
to open, as possibilities allow it to do so, schools in the fields of science-
technology, health sciences and education.  The first of these should begin
operations within six years after this Agreement takes effect.

ARTICLE 4 – This Agreement will takes effect on the day following its
publication in the Diario Oficial [Official Journal].

LET IT BE KNOWN,

[Presidential Seal]
[PRESIDENT CARLOS] ARANA O.
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The Minister of Education 

[Signature]
Alejandro Maldonado Aguirre

The Minister of the Interior,

[Signature] (Illegible)
Jorge Arenales Catalán

The Minister of Communications
and Public Works,

[Signature]
José Felix Reyes Arriola

The Minister of Public Health and
Social Welfare,

[Signature]
José Trinidad Uclés

Due to the indisposition of 
the Minister of Economy, the 

Vice-Minister,

[Signature] 
Oscar Eduardo Pineda Castro

The Minister of National Defense,

[Signature]
Leonel Vassaux Martínez

Due to the indisposition of the
Minister of Public Finance and
Public Credit, the Vice-Minister

[Signature] 
Arturo Aroch

The Minister of Labor and Social
Welfare

[Signature] 
Lionel Fernando López Rivera

The Minister of Agriculture,

[Signature]
Mario Martínez Gutiérrez

The Minister of Foreign Affairs,

[Signature]
Roberto Herrera Ibárgüen
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DECREE NUMBER 77 OF THE CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENT
OF GUATEMALA APPROVING THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
UNIVERSIDAD FRANCISCO MARROQUÍN

ORIGINAL IN SPANISH
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