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The effects of the abolishment of the Costa Rican army on present days have not yet been well determined and there is now real answer to what would be different today if it hadn’t been terminated. By eliminating the military in this country, the government decided to use the money formerly used to support the army in other areas. Most of the money was reinvested in education and health allowing both sectors to develop at a faster rate than other Latin American countries. Investigating the issue further I found out that there are people who claim that the army still exists in this quit Central American nation and that its soldiers were trained with elite military tactics. I wanted to find out what the perspective of a fellow Costa Rican citizen was and if he was aware of these facts. I also wanted to find out how the person felt towards this situation.


The person I interviewed was my oldest brother Cristian, a management student here at Purdue. Before coming to Purdue he went to law school in Costa Rica and while doing this, had the opportunity of working in the largest investment bank in Central America doing research and analyzing different sectors of the economical constitution of  a specific area in order to determine how profitable an investment would be and to delimitate the circumstances of any possible investment. He also used to be president of his law school student government and has a vast experience in political and economical subjects in the country. The interview began on Wednesday, November 12th, 2003, but it had to be finished until Friday 15th because Mr. Roberts had to run for a meeting.


When consulted on whether or not he thought that the abolishment of the army made a significant impact on the position that this country has today, Mr. Roberts believed that it has in fact made a great impact. He says that by doing this the country was able to establish their current economic model. He also mentioned that the impact on the nation’s education is incredible and investing the money on education instead of in the army is what makes this country so unique. He sees his country as beautiful and diverse one, with kind and loving people. He also thinks that the elimination of the army was a wise decision back then and believes it would be today if we still had an army.


I started to think if not having an army would be something good in this present time where you see wars all over the world or if it actually means that we were unprotected from the rest of the world. I decided to ask what negative and positive effects of having an army were in order to evaluate and draw my own conclusions. When discussing the negative effects of having military established in any country he mentioned that having an army has a high economic cost for the country as well as the violence that may be generated from citizens trained to use weapons of different sorts. Of course, he continued, there is also the risk of losing a family member or friend during a military confrontation. Some positive effects would be to provide a source of employment to many people and give a sense of security that sometimes is needed.


Of course these are answers focused on any country in general. When consulted specifically of the positive and negative effects that an army could have in Costa Rica and if it was necessary or not I got different responses. He believes that armies in a country like Costa Rica that is located in a region that has started to accomplish great political stability and that has the support of countries such as the USA are not necessary for the country. He believes that if the circumstances around the nation were different it might help to have an army that will protect the countries sovereignty, land and people. He also mentioned that the current international community is sufficient protection for them and in case someone decided to invade Costa Rica or attack it, ht United Nations would not allow it and would reprehend anyone who dared to do so.


According to different sources I found on my research, there are people who claim that there still exists an army of Costa Ricans. This alleged military group is composed of more than 2.500 soldiers that were trained in elite military schools with the most sophisticated army skills you could get. I wasn’t aware of this group and still doubt its existence, so I decided to ask and see what a fellow citizen might think of this. Mr. Roberts claimed to be aware of the existence of this group but explained that it was not indeed a group of soldiers forming a Costa Rican army. He said that this elite group was formed and trained by US and Colombian military in order to fight the well-known drug trafficking organizations and help in unusual situations such as kidnappings, bank robberies, etc. According to him, these forces are special elite units within the police corp. and cannot be considered more than that; very well trained policemen. 


All the answers he gave me indicated that there was no army in Costa Rica and that this group should not be misunderstood for an army. And even if this group where in fact, an army, would 2500 soldiers be enough? I decided to ask him that and he responded that in present times it is a little difficult, not to say impossible, to protect a whole nation with an army of so few members; not just because of the number of soldiers included, but because of the lack of war armory and technology. These were men trained with incredible military skills, but that is all they were. They had no war planes or tanks to compliment there so called army, so it seems unreasonable to see them as an army.


Trying to keep my interviewee with a very open mind, I asked him to imagine for a second that this army did in fact exist. How would the management of an army in this country be? Would the people who run it do it at the nation’s best interest? Could you trust in this people? Mr. Roberts took a few seconds to think about his response and then answered me with an example. He said that many times political agendas can interfere with what is correct at any given time and cause ill thought decision-making. In the case of the US, he stated, a point can be made for and against the military actions, but it is definitely interesting to see how under almost every recent Republican government there has always been mayor military action; that is something to illustrate this effect. He also said that financial interests may have a lot to do with it too.  He finished by stating: “As we know, war is a great business for the US, and in the current economic recession, it was definitely one way to fight this. Also, some say Bush has mayor interests in oil companies in Texas and Kuwait, so a war in one of the world’s largest oil countries is very good for business.” I would have to agree with some of his reasoning, however, I consider that I am in no optimal position to determine whether or not the governments actions were in fact driven by financial and personal reasons. My gut feeling however, tips the balance towards Mr. Roberts’s response about the cause for these actions.


Would having an army be so bad? I have never had the chance to live in a country where an army does exist, until now, so I don’t know how bad this is. I asked my interviewee how it felt to live in a country that has an army. He told me that he had lived in this country for almost 3 years and that he has found that there are more negative effects of having military established in the nation, however he believes that an army, if managed well and used for a defensive purpose instead of an aggressive one, can be a very useful tool. Some of the negative things he found where that people find it normal to live surrounded by guns and soldiers and he believes that this subconsciously affect its citizens and cause them to be a little more violent. He also believes that it restrains some people from realizing that there are many solutions for a problem without having to use military force. I have to agree with him on that as well.  


The interview process was very fluid and flexible which allowed me to occasionally deviate myself from my original questions as new thoughts instantaneously came to my mind. The main focus was never lost and I was able to grasp most of the answers I was expecting to get. The interview made me realize of different aspects that I hadn’t thought of and that will definitely be subject of further research in the near future. I am satisfied with the results of this interview and look forward to continue my research on this topic and exploring those new areas that I was introduced to during the interview.
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