
In December 1991, the FMLN suddenly introduced into the negotiations a new demand for land

reform. The govemrment responded by insisting upon a cease-fire, before it would address

broader social and political issues.

The FML-N agreed to the cease-fire, and the final peace accord was signed on January 16, 1992

in Mexico City. (Hampson, 1996:142) The cease-fire agreement gave the parties from February

1, 1992 and October 31, 1992 to end its armed confrontation, and meet the conditions of the

accord. ONUSAL was responsible for investigating any violations of the cease-fire. (Constable,

1993:108)

On paper, the accords appeared to be a victory for the rebel movement. The Salvadoran

govemment pledged to radically reduce the power of the military, and cut in half its 63,000

member armed forces over 2 years, disband five counteri .isurgency battalions linked to severe

human rights abuses, create a new civilian police force in which ex-rebels would participate, and

purge the military of abusive officers, based on reconimendations by an independent

commission. Meanwhile, the rebels agreed to surrender their weapons umder UN super-vision,

and gradually to demobilize its 6000-8000 combatants. (Constable, 1993: 108)

However, mistrust between parties caused delays on both sides in the proper implementation of

the agreement. Pressures from the United Nations and other states encouraged both parties to,

comply with the stipulations in the accord. In addition, ONUSAL encountered problems in

fulfilling its responsibilities, such as intemnal organizational challenges, and difficulties in

observing itself. ONUSAL was fraught by insufficient resources to fulill its duties, lack of
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