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ABSTRACT
A New Socialist World in Latin America?
by
Dana Ruth Ramos
Dr. John P. Tuman, Examination Committee Chair
Chair and Associate Professor of Political Science
University of Nevada, Las Vegas

During the last decade, the left-turn, or pink tide, in Latin America hasdaus
many scholars to seek to explain what has fueled the political gains stfpeftiies in
this region. One of the main challenges is to try and define what caesatlgftist party
or a left agenda. There is a wide spectrum when it comes to classifyingheft
placement ideologies and the distinction may be based on both economic and social
values’ differences. This study will examine a number of competing theonesrting
left-right placement of three case studies: Bolivia, Venezuela, and Coloiffi@ae three
case studies were chosen based on their current left-right ideologa=helat. My
original intent was to have five countries that varied on the left-right spetwtin the
essence of time, three case studies were ultimately chosen. Brazillvavel been a case
study to analyze but the indigenous movement in Bolivia has made significant progress
and | felt this case study was worth analyzing at a deeper level.irigrapon data
provided by the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) and the case study
literature, | examine the influence of socioeconomic and ethnic cleavages, econom
ideology, and evaluations of economic performance.

| found all of the theories were supported by some of the statistical models;

however, not all of the variables were applicable in each country case study. In the



Bolivian model, most of the variables were significant in explaining left-rigtitguhent.
The two key theories that were applicable in this case study was saaalistl cleavage
theory, pertaining to the indigenous variable and social values theory (wdmkeai c
attendance, education, and income). For the Venezuelan model there were twesvariabl
that reflected to be significant (church attendance and age). Again, tHeckarage

and values theory was pertinent to this case study. Lastly for the Colombial tmede
four variables that were significant were public ownership, worker, secondizrgteon,
and age. The Social values theory was also pertinent in this case stadylitibm, the
case studies of Bolivia and Venezuela supported the economic voting theory and
institutional decay by demonstrating when the right failed to produce economiddenef
with the neoliberal agenda, the citizens were more in favor of voting in a Igft par

regime.



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

First and foremost, | would like to thank my family, Alex, and friends for their
continuous support over the years and for their encouraging words that helped me get
through the hurdles. | would also like to thank Kevin Taylor for not only allowing me the
flexibility at work to adjust my schedule as needed but also being supporbugliout
my masters program. To my committee, Dr. Tom Wright, Dr. Dennig&drand Dr.
Tiffiany Howard, thank you for taking time out of your busy schedule and assisting on
my thesis, and providing me with valuable feedback. A special thank you to Dr. Tuman
who has been a mentor since my undergraduate years and has always provided support
and motivation throughout all these years. His dedication and guidance provided to the
students is invaluable, he is a huge asset to UNLV. Many have played a part in my
success and | will forever be grateful.

Lastly, | thank the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) anoh#por
supporters (the United Stated Agency for International Development, the UntieddNa
Development Program, the Inter-American Development Bank, and Vanderbilt

University) for making the data available.

Vi



TABLE OF CONTENTS

AB S T R A T <.ttt e e oo oo oo bbbttt et et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e bbb r e ii

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ..ottt e e e e e e e e e e e eeees \Y

CHAPTER 1 WHY STUDY THE RISE OF THE LEFT? ...uuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee, 1
SIgNIfICANCE Of TNESIS ..o s 3
Organization Of CRAPLEIS .....uueeiie e e e eaa e 6

CHAPTER 2 EXPLAINING LEFT-RIGHT SELF PLACEMENT AND POLITAL

SUPPORT FOR THE LEFT . 9
Indicators of left-right governments and partieS........cccoeveeeeeeeieeeeeeeeece e 9
B I L=T0 T =SSR SRR 14
ECONOmMIC VOLING tNEOIY ......vvviiiiiciee e 15
Institutional decay theory...........ooo i 20
Social structural cleavages — economic and ethnicity.............cccccceeeeeennnnn. 22
SOCIAl VAIUES tNEOIY ... 26
[ Y7 010 1 1= T 7RSS 28
CHAPTER 3 RESEARCH DESIGN....ccoiiiiiiiiiiii ittt 30
Data and METNOUS..........uuei e 31
Dependent Variable ...........cooo oo a e 32
Independent VariabIles ... 33
EStimation tECNNIGUE .........eiiiee e e e e e e e e e 35
CHAPTER 4  QUANTATATIVE ANALYSIS ..cooiiiiiiii et 36
Left-right placement MOel.............uuiiieiiiiii e 36
Statistical findiNgS SUMMAIY ..........covuiiiiiiiiiiiis e eeee e e e e e e e e aaeeeeees 40
CASE STUAIES ...ttt ettt e e e e e e e ettt e e et e ettt bbb e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeenrrees 45
Bolivia (pragmatiC 1eft) ..........ceiiieei e 45
Catalysts Of ChaNgEe ......ooo oo 50
Venezuela (radical [eft)..........oveveeiiiiiiiiiii e 58
The moderate transitional period (1999-2001) .........ccoovvieiiiiiiiiieiiniiinnenn. 63
The confrontational period (2001-2003).......ccccuurrrumiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeennnnnns 64
The consolidation period (mid-2003-mid-2006) ..........cccceevvvviiiieeeeiniinnnnn. 66
The onset of twenty-first-century socialism (2006-present)..................... 67
Colombia (Center fight) ... 70
Increase in political partiCipation...............uviiiiiiiiee e 74
Political reform (1994-2002) .......ccooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiire e 75
The presidency of Alvaro Uribe (2002-2006) ..........c..ccoevieeeeeeeerieennnns 78
CHAPTER 5 SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS ........ 84
Recommendations for Further Study ... 88

vii



APPENDIX DISCRIPTORS FOR INDEPENDENT VARIABLES ..........covvviin. 89

BIBLIOGRAPHY .o 91

viii



CHAPTER 1

WHY STUDY THE RISE OF THE LEFT?

After the end of the cold war and the collapse of the Soviet Union, many scholars
assumed that communist and socialist regimes would decline. The expectatibatva
democracy and free market societies would flourish in many regions, including La
America. Realization soon set in that this would not be an easy task to asbompl
During the 1990s in Latin America, there was constant instability which irtlude
economic crises, corruption scandals, attempted coups, and guerilla warfare.
Subsequently, toward the end of the 1990s, policy failures and general discontent led
some leaders to quickly seize on this momentum to “turn left”. Drawing on the
framework of James Petras (1997), Lievesley and Ludlam (2009:10) idertieedeft-
wing political waved In the 1990s, the third wave stemmed from new social movements
that emerged on the scence. Some scholars agree and suggest that a new firave of le
wing regimes began around the year 2000.

The new ‘pink tide’, as many have pointed out, had been slowly emerging in
Latin America but quickly gained momentum within the last five years. As of 2008, 11
out of 18 major Latin American countries were governed by leftist presidenke§St
2009). In other words, as Cameron and Hersgberg (2010) note, approximately 60 percent

of Latin Americans are being governed by the left.

! The first wave occurred in the 1960s and 1970s, the ‘new |dftlelfstas(named after Cuba’s
Fidel Castro) and Moscow’'s communist parties; the second wave atduniag an era of
authoritarian regimes.



Some scholars discuss this as a new ‘red tide’, while others classifyetlais & ‘pink
tide’ since the regimes in power are not completely socialist. The ftest parties
became better skilled at broadening their appeal to the masses, wtgbreao
wonder: what would explain the recent electoral success of leftistyiartiatin
America? A related question is: who votes for leftist parties? Castanddéoaales
(2008) provided some insight to these questions. They stated the appeal to voters beyond
the left proved decisive to the left attaining power in many countries. By 2005 the
principal constituent base that made up a majority of the leftist governmasntsoters
from the center. A more detailed breakdown of specific voter traits will bgzadaand
discussed further in chapter three.

There does appear to be a common thread amongst the countries that now have a
left regime in power and how they came to power. The first commonality was the
mobilization of political and economic discontent during the 1998-2002 regional
economic crises. The second commonality was how the left was able to batigetdig
broad, socially heterogeneous electoral constituency in the context of friagheevil
societies, usually drawing on highly segmented mobilization and electatalgstis to
attract different types of (disenchanted) voters” (Cameron and Hershégrgttds
included ethnic appeals in some cases (such as Bolivia). Lastly, wedindrttimonality
in the leader himself. Being charismatic and having the ability to boopgther a vast
array of constituencies was a key factor to the electoral success @it {{@&almeron and
Hershberg 2010). This allowed the left to unseat the current “right-wing” orstentr

party and bring about some major policy changes in some countries. However, many



scholars do point out that there is no one clear cut reason why the left has farddrso wel
the last several years.

What is even more striking about the left coming into power is that left parties
have assumed power constitutionally and not via military coups or other unlawful
manners. Since these leftist governments were “democratically” voteairy,
countries, especially the United States, have difficulty questioning tiienagy of
leftist government. In the absence of strong opposition from the U.S., leftstngnents
have increased dramatically in Latin America. This has reduceduledf influence of
the United States in the region. Since the nineteenth century, the Unitech8sabegn
considered “big brother” to Latin America ever since the Monroe Dactras come into
play. The Monroe Doctrine was presented to Congress by President James Monroe in
1823 and essentially stated to the European nations that the U.S was in charge of the
Western Hemisphere and would not allow further colonization by the Europdens. T
United States government has used the Monroe Doctrine, and other policies (@ageAlli
for Progress), to its benefit whenever it felt threatened or its ineassnvere vulnerable

within a specific country.

Significance of Thesis

Studying the rise of the left may improve our understanding of policy and
diplomacy within this region. Furthermore, on a more international scale, Hothevi
rise of the left affect diplomacy of the United States in other regionsJiiited States
has been the hegemonic power for many years, but with its attention beirggfocus

other parts of the world (e.g. Middle East and Central Asia), the left hasabketo



make political progress, or as many scholars suggest, a contemporary pink tide is
occurring. The control the U.S. had over Latin America has broken down over the years
and has allowed new agendas to take hold within the different Latin American countries
Robert Cox calls this “a shift in the constellation of ideas, institutions, andiahater
capabilities within the region” (1996). The electoral success of thateftthe reduced
capability of the U.S. to counter those governments will also aid in implementing

“... policies [that] require a new balancing act that can address popular cassatsand
social equity as fully integrated issues, and in that light, economic and tradegate

central to the very identity of governments in current discussions in the region”
(Castaiieda and Morales: 45).

In other words, leftist governments might change policies on trade andiforeig
direct investment. Leftist governments generally impose more restrictoinade and
investment. However, many governments of the left understand the neceasity of
isolating their country but integrating themselves more into the world econdrmgther
it is aligning with a certain trade bloc or with individual countries, thedatfiot looking
for complete isolation. Two principal trading blocs are Mercosur (FregeTra
Association of the Americas) and ALBA (the Bolivarian Alternative fer Americas).
The purpose of these types of trading blocs is to provide a platform for collective
negotiation on a global scale. The left might seek to strengthen theserbéoder to
improve its position with the rest of the world. Additionally, the differentguedi
pursued by leftist governments are more socially driven which encomppassy
alleviation, education, and social welfare. The ALBA trading bloc, whiclgtgi

publicized by Venezuela’s President Hugo Chavez, also seeks redistribution.



“Participation in ALBA involves exchange of goods and services according tagrici
schemes that are socially determined rather than set by market mechartisis
provides significant opportunities for reducing poverty and inequality in reljative
underdeveloped countries that form part of the pink tide” (Cameron and Hershberg:239).
The business community has been interested in understanding the electoral
success of the left in Latin America. Currently there is a push for developiment
emerging markets in the region. For instance, some credit card comganiesavily
marketing to customers in this region and trying to expand their branches iti&gy ci
The threat to the U.S. could be worrisome if multiple players are engagedasienuisly
in an anti-west agenda. If multiple countries in this region, along with cesmtrthe
Middle East (e.g. Iran), and (possibly) China, were to establish a uniteddeonstthe
United States, this could bring about a punctuated equilibrium. For many years the
United States has benefited from its own personal agenda and dominant stanice in Lat
America, but a “punctuation” or rapid change could occur if there is a paradiffm s
between key countries. With the rise of the left, new alliances have formed, calise
concern to the United States and the business community. Venezuela and Bo#via are
good example of this alliance and have been in talks with Iran to build upon additional
alliances. “...Key features of an evolving international context shape thetharh
progressive forces throughout the region as well as the opportunities and conbgints t
they encounter” (Cameron and Hershberg: 235). In addition, the threat to businesses
could cost them millions of invested dollars if a socialist government aktade

expropriate or drive them out of their country. | anticipate my findings will redpess



some of the gaps in the literature by providing significant insight regardiraatise and

effects of the rising left.

Organization of Chapters

The organization of this thesis consists of five chapters. The first chaptaing
to the introduction and the core research questions | seek to answer. My research
guestions revolve around what would explain the recent electoral success gbdetfieest
in Latin America and who votes for these leftist parties? Additioniahiyll discuss the
scholarly significance of these questions and the possible ramificatiolest thmeght
initiate in Latin America. Some of these consequences could includg potic
diplomacy transformations to many governments that are ruled by the teftse€ond
chapter will provide detailed information regarding the various definitions oétharld
how scholars are trying to create more precise and specific definitiorsemntor
correctly categorize the spectrum of left governments. | will alsaige an in-depth
analysis of the various theories that have explained the rise of the lefinrAbzerica.
The four theories that have provided possible explanations are: economic voting,
institutional decay, social structural cleavages (economic and ethnagitysocial
values. The common threads among these theories will be analyzed as neell as t
variations among the four theories.

In chapter three, | will examine two cases, Venezuela and Bolivia, liyzarthe
variation in the electoral success in leftist regimes. As an ditezrexample of a non-
leftist country, | chose Colombia, which varies on the value of the dependent and

independent variables. Venezuela is classified as the ‘radical left’ duertalibal



agenda of President Hugo Chavez. In his own country, some consider him a dictator
while others praise him for challenging U.S dominance of the Western Henaispiter

more importantly the social programs created for the poor citizens. Bolivesssfied

as the ‘pragmatic left’ case, although some scholars suggest Presidénoales

teeters to a more ‘radical left’ on certain occasions. Since Moraleddseaalley with

Chévez, they tend to support each others’ agenda and policies which can have some very
similar undertones.

In the Colombian case, | have sought to explain what reasons have occurred that
have allowed Colombia to maintain a center-right government. Although Colombia has
had internal issues with guerilla movements and drug trafficking, Presideetrgmains
focused on improving its national image and working closely with the United States.
Studying left-right placement will allow me to strengthen my hypash@s providing
comprehensible causes why the left has made great strides since 2000 arelvotkcat
profiles that have favored the left. For these cases | am using indiefteadht
placement as my dependent variable and numerous measures for the independent
variables. The chosen independent variables are: support for government ownership,
education, gender, race (including the classification of indigenous), ideolomypation,
income, and church attendance. | will also further discuss the estimation tecmique
why | used ordered logistic regression for my analysis.

In chapter four | will present the quantitative analysis and model foridgit
placement in each country. This will also include a voting model for pregtent
elections in each of the three cases. The case study comparisoresdatian in-depth

gualitative analysis of the factors that explain the success (or faolulesf}-wing parties



in elections. In addition, | will identify and discuss the common threads betweeavothe t
left cases and the social dimension that affect the left-right placteriarthermore, |

will analyze why Colombia has maintained a center- right government anabhitst

Latin American countries turning to the left. Finally, in chapter five | suillhmarize my
findings and recommendations for further studies. | anticipate my redeaticigs will
provide significant insight on two levels. First, why has the left achievetbed

fortunes over the last decade? Secondly, who is the voting block that is keepingithe lef
office? Self-placement on the left is strongly associated with voting left-wing party.
From my quantitative analysis | expect to verify if the consensus forsthefrthe left is
determined by economic performance. Additionally, | expect to find that supptinefor

left is concentrated among voters who are young, less educated, and havelow. i



CHAPTER 2

EXPLAINING LEFT-RIGHT SELF PLACEMENT AND POLITICAL SUPPRT FOR
THE LEFT

Indicators of Left-Right Governments and Parties

As of 2009, 11 out of the 18 countries in Latin America were considered “left”
(Stokes 2009), but how does one classify a “left” or “right” government? This has bee
a very complex question which in many respects can depend on personal interpretation.
The historical understanding of a left or socialist government was highly @esbwiith
“socialism (for Lenin) or the lower stage of communism (for Marx) whadled for
revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeois state and class domination by the formerl
exploited class” (Raby 2006, 63). At present, there are new definitionssftioa |
socialist government. However, current scholars have tried to come to a cens@ns
defining when a government is considered left or right and providing a base line of
indicators. A very general and broad definition for a “left” classificatiothis part of
the spectrum that subscribes to ideas associated with socialism, socialagnand
some forms of liberalism (O’'Toole 2007, 346).

A second, more meticulous definition, comes from Castafieda (2006) who states
“that current of thought, politics, and policy that stresses social improvements over
macroeconomic orthodoxy, egalitarian distribution of wealth over its creation,
sovereignty over international cooperation, democracy (at least when in opposiimin, if
necessarily once in power) over governmental effectiveness”. In othés viloe parties
that are considered more left tend to publicize their main goals as trdistriand

reduction of inequalities (Lomnitz 2006, Wiesehomeier 2010, Cleary 2006).



The populist variant has not been a rising issue within Latin Americasiacg
left governments have been pragmatic, with the exception of a few counigies (e
Venezuela). “Socialism, or at least an anti-capitalist political andlswder, may be
able to exist in one country or a group of countries for a significant period oftturng
will always be unstable and in constant tension with both external and interndistapita
pressures, and will require permanent popular initiative from below and a l@pders
intimate contact with popular sentiments and initiatives” (Raby: 64). HowSebamis
(2006) points outs in his article that Castaneda’s distinctions between both &efisod
foundation but further differentiation is needed to account for the various lefts eat ha
emerged in Latin America. Since there are many variables to cqremdecannot
classify the left into just one category. Nonetheless, it has not been aasa®ydome
up with a consensus for classification. Arditi (2008) also discusses the need for
distinction of the various lefts for certain countries like the United Stauests allies.

Referring to political intent, these two versions of the left can provide sgree t
of guideline when it comes to foreign policy by providing some incentives to those who
choose the pragmatic left and trying to isolate the countries who choose thetpefulis
However, this also becomes a dialogue as to what is considered “pragmagiopalist”
when countries all over the world have different views. When considering what is
populist, the United States and its allies have a similar view on what behavior is
considered “populist”. Since the populist left is not looking to play by the rulaginat
United States, they are not greatly concerned with isolation but are nmzexmed with
gaining power, controlling any natural resources in their country, and rejecting

neoliberalism. “In this line of reasoning the shift to the left is viewed as adqosrsee of

10



failures of the neoliberal/liberal-democratic paradigm. Voters turned teftheut of
their growing frustration and disappointment with representative democracy”
(Wiesehomeier:1).

What could have been some key events that allowed the left to thrive and flourish
in a relatively short amount of time? Let me first discuss the economibilitgtenost of
Latin American had in the 1990s. During these times we saw such things odueithses t
peso crisis in Mexico (1994-1995), the East Asian crisis (1997), and the Russian crisis
(1998). Economic hardships were felt throughout Latin America yet during thesse tim
the “right” continued to remain in control and the thought of the left taking over was no
where in sight. There was also political instability resulting from attedngbups,
corruption scandals, guerilla insurgencies, etc. During moments of irtgtahii crises,
some scholars have claimed people have a tendency of being very conservative and
strongly supportive of the rightSince the 1990s were filled with economic, social, and
political crises, this would explain the strong command of the right. However, by the
early 2000s the economic, social and political aspects in many Latin Ameduatries
had improved and the citizens were more at ease and starting their trend tonbdessn
conservative (Castafieda and Morales 2008).

This opportunity became the left's entrance onto the political scene and was thus

able to build and broaden their constituencies. Not only did they broaden their

% An outlier country to this belief would be Venezuela-Chavez came torphwiag a period of
crises. This will be further analyzed in the case study.

11



constituencies but they also broadened their message with similar rhetoss hatin
America. Some of the similar rhetoric for the left was a common platfefenring to
the rejection of neoliberalism and anti-imperialist rhetoric. The nealiseagenda was
first introduced in Chile in the 1970s and subsequently in the rest of Latin America
during most of the 1980s. Neoliberalism, also referred to as the “Washington
Consensus”, entailed certain policy reforms the United States wanted otheiesaiont
follow. Ameringer (2009) provides a specific list to the neoliberal agenda as:

1. fiscal discipline (balanced budgets)

2. public expenditure priorities (controlled spending)

3. tax reform (broad-based, with enforcement)

4. financial liberalization (market-driven interest rates)

5. exchange rates (competitive)

6. trade liberalization (tariff reduction)

7. foreign direct investment (positive treatment)

8. privatization (dispose of state-owned enterprises)

9. deregulation (remove excess controls)

10. property rights (protected)
These specifications were all imposed on Latin America but in due time proved
disastrous and an economic failure to many countries. These policies produced deep
cleavages amongst the classes by the rich achieving more wealth antdreutihecever
growing poor society to conditions of exploitation, extreme poverty and social
segregation.

This is why the left has not only tried to present alternatives to a neoliberal
agenda but has also built a growing following of voters by using nationalistichetor
Additionally, the left’'s constant anti-imperialist rhetoric has also eragmd more

political participation by local organizations and political groups. Thenbb&irometro

(2007) states that “in virtually all eighteen countries covered by the study, peeple

12



increasingly disenchanted with the market and believe that only the statecale pr
lasting solutions to their problems”(Arditi: 71). This is why the study sthtds'the only
consensus in the region is the consensus about the Washington Consensus—it did not
solve the problems and we need to find an alternative to it” (Latinobarémetro: 8-9).

Other more publicized anti-imperialist rhetoric comes from severdéisahat
commend Cuba’s resistance against the United States and its achievemeritis anbea
education (Lomnitz, 2006). President Chavez of Venezuela is probably the most vocal
supporter of Cuba and does not miss a beat criticizing the U.S. or name callinge.g
speech at the UN, he claimed that President George W. Bush was the devdsamass
and that the U.S. is imperialistic). Lastly, the rise of the left has“fdstered a creative
attempt to reshuffle Latin America’s position in the international econommazilBhas
attempted to consolidate its old aspirations as a regional hegemon by building trade
agreements in the south, and Argentina and Brazil are increasing their etsoys
beans to China. In this context, anti-imperialism is not anti-capitalism slo asue
politics of reconfiguration of regional blocks” (Lomnitz, 2006). It is worth notingehes
particular countries are considered more center-left and have been mmg twilise
market-based economics and globalization to their advantage.

Two additional factors that have had important consequences in distinguishing
left-right placement are the economic and social aspects of the leftalaagAs
previously mentioned the left has favored redistribution and reducing inequiaidly w
combines into the left’'s main goal of incorporating a social program that waogditoe
the masses and economic welfare for their citizens, especially for thengbdestitute.

Direct cash transfers have been a common practice to alleviate some pavénty left

13



should also be concerned with how long a government can sustain these types of
programs. Women are also an important factor to the left remaining in offateonty

is it important for the left to have women in high government positions, but having and
showing overall treatment and respect for women from all classes isMialleft has

been able to make significant progress with women because of the sociains tigma
have been created. Lievesley and Ludlam (2009) discuss how women are styl mainl
responsible for family survival and these social programs have brought such ghings a
land reform (e.g. 2005 in Bolivia), education, employment, and health benefitsyo man
poor families. Thus a woman will vote in a left government if they promise social
programs and women'’s rights becomes secondary in most cases since it becottes a ma
of family survival before anything else. To briefly summarize thisi@e, it is important

to have a general consensus of what makes a country left or right but more irhportant
“how the different lefts govern and, eventually, how that knowledge will help predict
which types of policymaking will occur under each leadership type” (Cameron &
Hershberg 2010: 26). There are new leftist players in Latin America wadatbrgak

away from the neoliberal agenda. An interesting case study is Bolivia wiwilurther

analyze in the section to follow.

Theories

There are a variety of competing theories which seek to explain whyfthade
done well, why voters support the left, and why some people consider themselves
“leftist”. These theories will be analyzed and further discussed in detaidler to

identify common patterns and test the various theoretical propositions in my Ahesis.

14



brief recap of each theory is as follows: the first theory identified waSdbeomic

Voting theory (Seligson and Queirolo 2007, Benton 2005). This theory states that voters
punish or reward incumbent parties for their prior economic record. A secorsltcefe
institutional explanations and eventual decay (Wiesehomeier 2010, Cameron and
Hershberg 2010, Seligson and Queirolo 2007); this theory is twofold. The theory
discusses how voters’ evaluations of institutional rules, procedures, anciuisst

influence electoral volatility and the effect of ideological polar@atvithin the party

system. The third theory discusses the social structural cleavageripgrto economic

and ethnic cleavages (Castafieda and Morales 2008, Arditi 2008, Madrid 2008). Lastly,
the fourth theory discusses the social values aspect (Castafieda and Moralss@0a8)

attitudes towards religion in politics and preferences for social policy.

Economic Voting Theory

The first theory is Economic Voting theory (Seligson and Queirolo 2007, Benton
2005). This theory hypothesizes that voters will punish or reward incumbent parties for
their economic record and promises. In other words, if the economy is doing well then
voters will reelect the incumbent party; but during bad economic times, votepaimigh
the incumbent party at the polls. In the case of the “right” who were in power doeing
1990s and were following the “neoliberal agenda”, voters ultimately punished them b
rescinding their support due to the dire economic situations many citizeds face
Seligson and Queirolo (2007) theorize Latin Americans are not voting [itises
because they were against neoliberal policies but were more of a result of popula

discontent with their economic situation than anything else. There has afsa bee
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general consensus among scholars that the neoliberal reforms did not produce the
economic growth that was expected to flourish in the region. Even international
organizations, such as the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank and the Inter-
American Development Bank, who were strong supporters of such reforms, wdye hig
disappointed. Part of the failure occurred due to reforms not being fully implemented or
as effectively as should have been done.

As aresult “there is a widespread loss of confidence in the benefits of gketma
reforms among opinion leaders, and a less proactive stance toward refornsiisehe
mainstream among Latin American policies...thus the vote for the left is agquorsce
of “reform fatigue”. This occurs when voters become tired of market-orientetmic
reforms and vote in parties that allow more state intervention in the econortigs¢8e
and Queirolo: 122). Research compiled by Benton (2005) shows that voters tend to have
long-term economic memories and not only punish the incumbent party for their
economic hardship; they also blame and criticize the party that governed before the
incumbent came into power. Benton (2005) further tests her hypothesis on economic
voting and electoral support by using panel data from 13 Latin American esuniter
two dependent variables consisted of: change in support for incumbent parties and change
in support for former incumbents currently out of power. The principal independent
variable: economic performance was measured as the percentageinHabdeper
capita during the last two years in office. In order to analyze theluatassd ordinary
least square (OLS) regression with panel-corrected standard err@8gPC

Benton’s results were as expected; the model reflected how incumbent parties

support decreased with economic downturns without regard to institutional setting. The
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analysis reflected that for every 1% decline in GDP per capita, incumbstis1% of

the national votes. Benton also discussed when there have been good economic times
there are additional resources available to national governments and allisiapslio

spend more on cultivating personal votes. However, these good economic times were not
present for the right and they ended up suffering major loses at the polls. Wedrave s

this theory having merit since the year 2000 when elections were takireggoldd¢he left

was coming into power, not by coups or military takeovers, but by the power of the vote.
These leftist governments were not only winning presidential races lexedtl of

government races.

Seligson and Queirolo (2007) went into a more detailed discussion regarding this
theory by explaining how four major forms have evolved from this theory: pocketbook
vote, sociotropic vote, retrospective vote, and prospective vote. “These distinctibns lea
to four possible combinations in which citizens can appraise the economic situation:
evaluating how good or bad the economic situation of the country has been during the
past (retrospective sociotropic), taking into account voters’ expectations ohaow t
country’s economic situation is going to be in the future (prospective sociotropic),
thinking how good or bad their family’s economic situation has been in the recent past
(restrospective pocketbook), or considering their expectations for theiyfetbnomic
future (prospective pocketbook)” (Seligson and Queirolo: 124). These possible
combinations can vary from country to country and time frame. For example o8eligs

and Queirolo cited a study by Kurt Weyland (1998) where he discussed howgkemsz

*When a voting model is considered, the economic factor has a strong effecthrpautty will
receive the most votes since voters tend to favor which party willibérexh economically.
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were considered Pocketbook voters from 1989 to 1993. In order to test this economic
voting theory, Seligson and Queirolo created a model using three countries: Brazil,
Mexico and Uruguay. Their main goal was to study the increase of leftigtvotes as a
result of voters’ punishing the incumbent parties because they could not improve the
economic well-being of their citizens.

In order to choose the dependent and independent factors for the three case
studies, they first studied ideology since they consider that to be one of the most
influential voting clues. The AmericasBarometer for 2006-2007 reflectsehah ®ut of
ten Latin Americans are able to place themselves in an ideological ddmens
Ideological thinking or left/right placement is part of most Latin Acears’ political
behavior. Seligson and Queirolo use the universal understanding that voters who support
the left are associated with support for government involvement and regulation of the
economy, income redistribution, and an increase in social spending. They also ereated a
ideological spectrum based on a range from “0” meaning Left, to “10” meanihgy Rig
The chosen independent variables to measure ideology were: support for piavatiza
support for agrarian reform, support for nationalization, opinion towards redistribution,
opinion about state regulations and state interventions (126). In regards to the case
studies, they used survey data collected in the three country cases during tbiedi
pivotal election.

The dependent variable used was a dummy variable that measured the intention to
vote for a left party, giving a value of 1 if the citizen intended to vote for the lleite @
represented the intention to vote for other parties. The independent variabltes were

sociotropic vote (measured the evaluation of the country’s economic situation tiere
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higher the value, the worse the evaluation) and pocketbook vote (measured the evaluation
of the family’s economic situation). Additional control variables were: age, educat
family income, household level, and urban voter (residence). So what were the results
Seligson and Queirolo came up with? Their results reflected that economi vot
increased the likelihood of voting for the left in Brazil and Uruguay but not inddex
When economic conditions deteriorated in Brazil and Uruguay, the left received mor
votes than the right. This was what they hypothesized when a country faced long term
economic deteriorations. However what was the outlier for Mexico? For the 2000
presidential election, economic conditions neither favored nor hurt the left's shaince
winning. On the contrary, President Zedillo’'s economic accomplishmentsaaiessly
acknowledged by most Mexicans.

Mexico was an outlier due to the length of time the PRI (Institutional
Revolutionary Party) had been in power; citizens were more fed up with tacticas
corruption and bribery. They were not as concerned with economic conditions as they
were more concerned with toppling the PRI “dynasty” and wanted a change with a
presidency that would be more transparent to their people. This became the outlier
country that would choose a new president based on the overall desire of panty syste
change. To sum up this theory, scholars have proven models that reflect incumbent
governments will suffer the voting consequences if the economy is in bad shape. Their
constituents will vote for the opposing party in hope for a better economic future. This is
how the left has managed to build their voting bloc since the economy deteriorated in the

1990s throughout Latin America.
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Institutional Decay Theory

The second theory refers to institutional explanations and eventual decay of a
government (Wiesehomeier 2010, Cameron and Hershberg 2010, Seligson and Queirolo
2007); this theory is twofold. The theory discusses how changes in institutional rules,
procedures, and constraints influence volatility and the effect of ideologicalzpttan
within the party system. Wiesehomeier (2010) discusses the need to take pdliocggpos
on particular policy dimensions into account in order to compare left-right positioning of
presidents throughout the region. She used original expert survey data of polionposit
of political parties and presidents in 18 countries conducted by Wiesehomeier and Benoit
(2009). The results showed that combined deregulation/privatization dimensiongmerge
as a major predictor of positioning on the left and right for a president. The
deregulation/privatization dimension is a strong predictor of what type ntlage
president will gear towards and voters would have a clear indication of left-@ight s
placement. Additionally, the procedures and constraints have a cefeainoerf volatility
of ideological polarization with the (left) party system; Wiesehomesesthere was
considerable dispersion among the so-called left-wing presidents even whenepli
clusters of moderates and radicals.

Cameron and Hershberg (2010) further discuss the constraints that could
influence volatility of the governments who take control. One of the major catstrai
comes from building the left's constituency base. In Latin America todag iher
socioeconomic and interest group fragmentation which makes it difficult for acabliti
party to create a large base. Cameron and Hershberg (2010:127) discusstistw “lef

parties have won elections by putting together a diverse electorategsietatively high
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levels of discontent with the status quo as a minimum common denominator”. As a
result, the electoral base can be very diverse and can have opposing ideas among
themselves. “In those cases, distributive conflicts are stark and govefftistgkaties
face the challenge to reconcile divergent and frequently competingsistesdile
simultaneously seeking to implement reforms and maintain their elegipedla.. The
diversity of leftist party social bases and the potential distributive ctsithat might run
within each party’s electorate should then be consequential for analyzingugever
action and cannot be completely grasped by only looking at the institutionalization and
concentration of power present in different cases.” (27).

An additional theory worth mentioning comes from Mainwaring (2006) who
hypothesized that individuals who have lost confidence in political institutions (due to
decay) are more likely to vote for the left. When citizens perceive adoeakof
democratic representation, Mainwaring states certain behavioradtiodioccur, such
as: “...citizens rejecting existing mechanisms of democratic reptason — for example,
withdrawing from electoral participation, voting for new parties (espgcia
antiestablishment ones), voting for political outsiders, turning to antisystemapopul
mobilization efforts, or joining revolutionary struggles” (Mainwaring 2006: T3jus,
when there is high electoral volatility, there are shifts in electorénemces for
established parties causing the decline of longstanding ones and the rapicheise
parties. Mainwaring further adds that citizens prefer to risk the unknown tiaimeto
stick with the existing options. This is why we have seen the trend since 2000 to move to
a more leftist agenda than continue with the democratic right agenda that cause

economic turmoil in Latin America throughout the 1990s.
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Social Structural Cleavage Theory — Economic and Ethnicity

The third theory discusses the social structural cleavages pertainirantorec
and ethnic cleavages (Castafieda and Morales 2008, Madrid 2008, Postero & Zamosc
2004, Van Cott 2005). These social structural cleavages involve education, occupation,
and income. All these factors come into play when the left sets forth its agendaerin ord
to understand what makes up a large base of the left’'s constituencies, scivaars ha
analyzed some of these values in order to create a voter profile. The “tigficabter
profile is poor, uneducated, a farmer or worker, and in certain countries he or she may be
indigenous. When discussing ethnic cleavages, the most profound cleavage is dssociate
with people who have an indigenous identity. The indigehpoisulation as a whole has
known oppression, poverty, and inequality for many decades now. Since colonial times
they were living virtually as slaves and in extreme poverty. Not until the E980%990s
did this time frame become the tipping point for the indigenous to become involved in
politics and the general society. They organized, mobilized, and participatesbimrahat
and international political processes to demand cultural recognition and palginta
(Postero & Zamosc 2004:1).

In addition, there were political parties formed or “ethnic parties” thaerhage

contributions during this timeframe as well.

“*Van Cott (2005) uses the definitiomdigenous peoplefsom the U.N. Subcommission on the
Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities (United Natli®86:para. 379):
“Indigenous communities, peoples and nations are those which, having a historicality

with pre-invasion and pre-colonial societies that developed on thdéioties, considered
themselves distinct from other sectors of the societies now prevailthgse territories, or parts
of them. They form at present nondominant sectors of society and are detempresktve,
develop and transmit to future generations their ancestral tesijtand their ethnic identity, as a
basis of their continued existences as peoples, in accordance withvtheaiultural patterns,
social institutions and legal systems” (Van Cott: 2).
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In order to provide a definition for ethnic party, | will use Van Cott’s (2005) dedmiti
“an organization authorized to compete in elections, the majority of whose leaders a
members identify themselves as belonging to a nondominant ethnic group, and whose
electoral platform includes among its central demands programs of anatlnitural
nature” (3).

An important factor to analyze is how did this oppressed population méamage
make such an impact and become a large constituency base for some &f? pRastero
and Zamosc (2004) discuss several factors: first, there were opmartunities to
organize due to democratic liberalization. With the end of mathoatarian regimes in
Latin America in the 1980s and 1990s, this allowed for more politicalement among
the minor and less significant organizations and political partiesluding the
indigenous. The second factor was that democracy also allowedpheity to organize
by transnational community and transnational networks of support. ndigenous
groups soon realized there was power in numbers and building a vasbrcoahs an
important step. Lastly, the rejection of neoliberal reforms becamwommon platform for
the indigenous since they had not seen any economic benefitatizg¢efor them from
neoliberealism. Postero and Zamosc (2004) also discuss various fdeboccurred,
such as political restructuring between the indigenous and the tsiate were certain
resource contracts that threatened their lands, and economic testguataused
economic crisis throughout the indigenous communities. Van Cott (20@bgrfigtates
“Neoliberal reforms...threatened collective property rights, reduaccess to markets,
and cut state subsidies to small farmers” (10), and thus tbwseal for more poverty to

occur throughout the indigenous communities.
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Another stepping stone for some indigenous groups occurred when their particular
country was going through constitutional reform. During this windoapgiortunity, the
indigenous were able to mobilize around this event and provide some igatding key
issues that were of importance to their community. Due to tlee afisindigenous
movements important political and cultural changes have occuroedexample,
redistribution, cultural recognition, and reforms to existing statectures (ie. individual
and collective rights). “The demands of indigenous peoples may appede t
revolutionary, yet at another level they are both deeply conserv@ivilie sense of
conserving tradition) and in some ways surprisingly liberal’(€am and Hershberg:
13). Van Cott (2000) cites that prior to these movements the olssthelendigenous
population faced were significant. She pointed out that the indigenous peoples
geographic isolation and linguistic and cultural distinctiveness prowlied with more
effective tools of exclusion — language barriers, racial dmodation and socially
sanctioned violence — than could be used against the rural poor or urban vetaksg
(158). The indigenous for the most part live in very rural areas, sogte ihithe
mountains (e.g., the Andes), and some may not even have proper publiessentioeir
communities. These barriers and racial discrimination have ledvicious cycle and
over time this continues to perpetuate poverty and extreme levels of inequality.

Bolivia has one of the largest indigenous populations and this willchsestudy
that will be further discussed in chapter four. Other schola® @dikcuss the ethnic
cleavage. Madrid (2008) further adds that ethnic conflicts have teatively low
compared to other regions of the world and people tend to identify tivemiseith

multiple ethnic groups. There is also the theory that relatéiset economic cleavages.
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This not only is closely associated with ethnic division (sinceoritgjof the ethnic
parties are poor), but socioeconomic cleavages have been a majog*datitor for the
left. Since the left blames the neoliberalist agenda of the 1888sed deep economic
divisions within the classes of society, their stance is fostdoluting income, land, and
developing social programs for the poor. The creation of the econoranagks, as
previously mentioned, is heavily associated with the neoliberalestdagbut what role
did partisan cleavages play in shaping the various preferencesdiket-oriented
policies? Were there specific differences between the dett right voters that
distinguished economic reforms thus lead to certain economic cleavages?

Magaloni and Romero (2008) discuss the clear differences of hdeftheas not
in favor of certain reforms such as free trade and statenchment while the right was.
However, the biggest political battle in the 1990s was around patatiz(electricity,
oil, pensions, and health) (109). The authors also mention an important voting model that
contributes to the rise of the left; the normal economic vote mueelicts that voters
will turn against economic reforms if they have failed to gegrezaonomic growth. The
failure of economic growth in the 1990s was a major catalyshéoetonomic cleavages
to deepen throughout Latin America but was also a stepping storteefteftt to obtain
more political power. Castafieda and Morales (2008) discussed hdefttinas only
able to gain local government positions in the 1990s, like states evidgas. However,
this became a learning experience for them because therexqas eventually provided
lessons on what an effective agenda for social policy could belefiiveas able to take
what they learned and apply it to a new platform they would stand order to win

elections in the year 2000 and beyond.
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Castafieda and Morales (2008) mention some examples the left tooKramay
their prior experiences, such as: the need to set up public inveésimé&ealth and
education, to bring the state back in to coordinate the provision of physi@astructure
and energy, and other measures assisting the overall competgiwéniee economy. On
the flip side they saw various consequences derived from the nebldgenda and
would want to have: a moratorium of privatizations, stricter regulabf private
monopolies, and a halt to further unilateral trade liberalizations& hensequences were
lessons learned and the left did not want to follow the same fpststethe right. We
therefore see a similar footprint as the left tries ®naifate in the region. The political
goals of the left have been to mobilize support with labor unions, lamémiddle-class
groups, small business owners, and at the same time alienatyn feméerprises and large
businesses. With these goals in mind the left has tried to dimthes economic
cleavages within society but something to think about is how long gwogdams can be
sustained if the economy does not grow at a considerable rateays sgtbacks due to a

globalized economic crisis.

Social Values Theory

Lastly, there is the theory based on social values. The social valueslibauiss
pertain to such things as attitudes towards religion in politics and preferfens®cial
policy. On a more narrow focus of the social values theory, we can pladga certa
attitudes, such as, views on abortion, divorce, religion in politics, sexuality vargl li
together out of wedlock in this context. Left voters are expected to be more secllar

pro-choice which is what the left's agenda tries to incorporate. In additionrtg to
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classify a certain voter profile for the left there is also the discussion othleawght and

the left manage the social expenditures in relation to their GDP. CastaftbNtorales
(2008) measured social expenditure for 18 Latin American countries, as atpgecef

GDP between 1990 and 2003, classifying countries by ideology and populism. Delving
into a deeper classification of populism, they separated the left into tw@categhe
populist left (more state control and less democratic freedoms) versus thepdist

left (more in favor of market integration and maintaining democratic freeddms)
addition, they looked at certain social policies in relation to poverty, inequality,
education, health, and housing conditions.

As Castafleda and Morales (2008) note: “The two areas which wdyzeaha
related to social policy (expenditure and well-being) and they concltiud the
performance of countries with left versus right governmentsumagpectedly similar.
The only exceptions were population undernourishment, maternal mortatity, a
education inequality (ages seven to nineteen), where the left shopaterdaly better
performance than the right, and the indicators related to child hedi#ne the opposite
occurred, with right cases outperforming left cases. A constahhd@ was the superior
performance of non-populist left cases versus populist leftscaghis was particularly
true in the Venezuelan case, which steadily performed poorly imadlsures. The
finding comes to confirm what was already suspected: in Latwerica there is a well-
behaved non-populist left and an utterly misbehaved populist left” (86)thér words,
the more ‘pragmatic left’ is not significantly improving theitizens overall well-being.
We have seen voter preference diminish for Venezuela’'s presidento the fact that

promises have been big but Chavez has not been able to maintain sgnaengrdue to

27



volatility in oil prices. There is also concern that Rtest Chavez wants to modify the
constitution but not in favor of the people but to provide him with more st@trol.

Venezuela will be further discussed in a case study below.

Hypothesis

| will analyze several factors to test explanations about the eleatorass of the
left: education, ethnic diversity, institutional characteristics, povertguiéay, and
economic reforms (Cleary 2006, Stokes 2009). Expanding on why voters support the
left, we can also delve into who votes for the left? Some scholars have arguedsathe soc
structural characteristics of the typical voter are young and less edudat further
develop the cleavage structure and understand where the divisions might be positioned i
left-right placement, | will analyze education, race (including the imdige factor),
occupation, support for government ownership, church attendance, gender, and income;
which correlates with the fourth theory. Since it is not apparent why the leftdaaly cl
had electoral fortunes over the past decade, | will focus primary on the economic
hypotheses:
Hypothesis1. The rise of the left varies inversely with economic performance.
Hypothesis2. The voting bloc who votes for the left are young and less educated.
Hypothesis3.  Ethnic identity is associated with self-placement on the left.
Hypothesis4. Workers and farmers are strong supporters of the left.

Hypothesis5. Individuals who believe that the government should own the major
industries in the country are associated with the left.

28



Hypothesis6.  The higher the frequency of church attendance, the less likely one is to
support the left (proxy for conservative social values).

Hypothesis7. The poor are more likely to vote for the left.
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CHAPTER 3
RESEARCH DESIGN

My research design is a focused comparison of cases drawn from three South
American countries. The analysis will consist of three qualitative staslies and a
guantitative analysis of left-right placement and understanding the factevky the left
has fared so well in the last decade. For the qualitative section, my objedtvielly
examine the left in Latin America by selecting a couple of case stuthieh will be
analyzed by their position on the leftist spectrum. Bolivia and Venezigetheacase
studies which will represent the left, but | also included a center-righstahe
(Colombia) which will serve as the opposing “rightist” country based on thedétft-
continuum® Since there are two extremes in this leftist spectrum, | would like toybriefl
distinguish each of them. The first one may be classified as pragmaticndénentals
are based on a solid party platform, of not being afraid of the market, and a responsible
approach to social policy. This pragmatic left will be represented by theaBocase
study but there certain scenarios that have occurred where some scholardagsifid ¢
Bolivia as leaning towards the radical-populist.

The second faction may be classified as radical-populist. Its fundamagals
based on leaders who are more authoritarian, strongly support radicallveticstrof
income, and against the market and free trade (Arditi 2008). This radical-pogulist le

will be represented by Venezuela.

> My original intent was to analyze five countries that varied onettt@ight spectrum but due to
limited time, three case studies were ultimately chosen. Bvazild have been a case study to
analyze but the indigenous movement in Bolivia has made significamepsoand | felt this case
study was worth analyzing further.
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To avoid selection bias, these cases were chosen based on their value on the dependent
variable, which is whether they are governed by a pragmatic or radiqadi and the
different policy choices they each have adopted as well as their values ndependent
variables. In addition, | selected a case (Colombia) which varies the vahes of
dependent and independent variables. Colombia has maintained a right democratic
agenda in the midst of many Latin American countries “turning left”. | do naidere
any bias caused by the selection of these countries since the political treachaimed
constant in each particular country for at least five years or more. VémenaeBolivia
have maintained controversial agendas and strongly voiced their anti-ntasiese but
Venezuela has also pursued trade blocs that exclude the United States. Holesxez, C
has yet to attain acceptance from most U.S. allies.

For the quantitative portion, as previously mentioned, | will be studyingidgit-r
placement and factors that explain why the left has fared so wellentrgears.
Additionally, in order to analyze who votes for the left, | analyze items suisbcal
expenditures and nationalism. Some regression analysis was reseamited io
understand how the dependent variable (left-right placement) is affgctled b
independent variables (e.g. education, occupation, income, religion). The following
chapter will provide a more in-depth discussion and analysis in the differandeany
similarities of left-right placement among the countries setefdr the qualitative

analysis.
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Data and Methods

The data used to identify left-right placement and other variables in Bolivia,
Venezuela, and Columbia was the 2008 Political Culture survey, which was compiled by
the Latin American Public Opinion Project (LAPOP) at Vanderbuilt Universitye
LAPOP survey sampled adults who were 18 years of age or older. The sampling method
employed is a complex national probability sample. In the Bolivian case, Haea t
relatively high share of the countries’ population speak only Aymara or Quechua, in-
person interviews were completed in Aymara or Quechua for non-Spanish speakers,
while the remainder of the interviews were conducted in Spanish (Americas&ar
2008); this included Spanish interviews for Colombia and Venezuela as well . yemplo
ordered logistical regression to estimate the effects of the independabtegr | will

further discuss the purpose for this method below.

Dependent Variable

The dependent variable is a left-right placement based on a scale from 1-10
(question L1 This left-right placement indicates where a voter would place himself or
herself on this ideology scale. | have recoded the original variabletsd'thepresents
extreme right through “10” to represent the extreme left. Although theuseah for the
dependent variable measures left-right self placement, this measuoaggystissociated

with party support voting for the left in a hypothetical election (Tuman and Ramos 2010)

®“En esta tabla hay una escala que va de izquierda a derecha, donde 1 esrdeizytierda y
10 de extrema derecha...Ud. mismo cuando califica a una persona dice ese esrda iz@se
es de derecha ¢ En esta escala, politicamente Ud. Donde se ubicased?fBa scale of 1-10
where 1 represents extreme right and 10 extreme left, where would you qlaself?)
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The dependent variable was equally measured in all three case studesdutare
variations on the independent variables for each country. The differences wirthss

discussed for each case study.

Independent Variables

The models are designed to test complementary and competing hypotheses
concerning left-right placement and analyzing why the left has fare@lswithin the
last ten years in certain countries. For the independent factors, | used thefpllow
variables (see footnote for survey questiopgjplicownership, indigenou$ worker,
farmer'®, incomé?, church attendandd educatiof’, and genderin addition, some
recoding was necessary for a number of independent variables. However, Sablessar
were not pertinent to all three countries and | did have some variations which will be
addressed. Thaublicownershiprariable measures the effects of attitudes toward

neoliberalism on support for the left.

" El Estado, en lugar del sector privado, deberia ser el duefio de las empresas

e industrias mas importantes del pais. ¢Hasta qué punto esta de acuerdacuendbeson

esta frase? (Should the state or the private sector own the most imhpattestries of the
state..do you agree or disagree with this statment?

8 ; Usted se considera una persona blanca, mestiza, indigena u origineaia, Afeg-

Boliviana, mulata, u otra? (Do you consider yourself white, mixed, indigenousaAftinulato

or other?).

? ¢ Cudles la ocupacion o tipo de trabajo que realiza? (What is your occupation?)

1% variable farmer, for occupation,

' ¢ En cuél de los siguientes rangos se encuentran los ingresos famitasuales de este
hogar, incluyendo las remesas del exterior y el ingreso de todos los achijtzssque
trabajan?(choose your range of income, including remitances frone atitlts and children who
work)

12 ; Con qué frecuencia asiste usted a servicios religiosos? (How fitgagleeyou attend religious
services?)

13 ; Cudl fue el Gltimo afio de ensefianza (educacion, o escuela) que usted completé o aprob6?
(What grade did you complete last?)
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This variable also captures the level of agreement with the statement thangenve in
place of private investors, should own leading firms in the country. This item hasa seve
point, ordinal scale, with 1 = strongly disagree, 7 = strongly agree. Fmdigenous
variable, as many scholars have noted, indigenous groups have tended to be affected
negatively by neoliberal reforms.

As such, | include a covariate for indigenous identity (coded as “1” for all
respondents who self-identify as “indigena/originaria”, zero for all othdisis variable
is only adapted for Bolivia due to the large indigenous population. There was not a large
sample of respondents from the indigenous population in Venezuela and Colombia data
sets to measure this variable. For this reason, | used the vaniablety, which grouped
together all minority groups versus white (recoded as “1” for respondents lftho se
identify as minority, “0” for white race). For tiveorkervariable, | used the survey’s
item on occupation and created a dichotomous covariate coded “1” for respondents who
self-reported into the category of “worker”, zero for all others. Since th& mMMABolivia
enjoys support among the rural population (e.g. coca farmers) and were oppased to ¢
eradication and crop substitution, | used the occupational data to create a dichotomous
covariate fofarmers(1="campesino, agricultor, o productor agropecuario y pesquero —
propietario de la tierrd?, 0 for all others). This variable was not measured in Venezuela

and Colombia due to the very small sample of respondents in this category.

“Unfortunately, there were not enough observations for landless workRe@n(agricola, trabaja
la tierra para otros”) to include them as a separate categdry analysis. However, |
considered an alternative coding where farmers and landless labongoslacttogether into a
single category.
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The next variable isixcomewhich addresses respondents’ self-reported income
(family) per month in the national currency. Based on a breakdown of varied income
scales, the respondent will advise which category they fall under based onahtitym
family income. Another variable chosen vadmirch attendanceTo capture the effects
of social values, | use frequency of church attendance as a proxy. | akatineéidion
is a factor in supporting certain agendas (e.g. conservative, liberal or imelpgtand
church attendance should have some influence over adult values, socialization, and left-
right placement.

Another variable wasducation Scholars generally perceive the lower the
education, the more likely it is for someone to vote for the left because thoseswith le
education make less in the labor market. Although respondents in each countsys sur
were asked to report years of completed formal education, the instrument provides
researchers with guidelines for the equivalencies in Latin American emubatween
years completed education and primary, secondary, and higher education levels. Using
these guidelines, three dichotomous covariates were created: no educatigrarsome
completed primary education; some, or completed secondary education. No education is
excluded as the baseline category for comparison. Lastly we take a tmoidatand if

there is any difference if a male or female will place himself adieon the left.

Estimation Technique

In order to test my three models, | used ordered logistic regression. Thmdnseused
when the dependent variable is ordinal x and each value (0, 1, 2, 3) has a clear meaning

in relation to other variables. In other words, the traditional ordered logit rappiés
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the proportional odds assumption to every independent variable (Row 1) and is based on
the cumulative approach (Column 1). Left-right placement thus becomes endeep
variable and the various independent variables will measure the level of sigrefica

relation to my dependent variable.
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CHAPTER 4
QUANTATATIVE ANALYSIS

In the following chapter, | will analyze the effects of the independerdhias are
on left-right placement in the three case studies. In addition, | will providesh#s in
the models to reflect which variables were more significant for someonace® pl
themselves more left on the ideological spectrum. | will also analyzéertee
theories discussed in chapter two are supported by the empirical analyfisighte
placement. Following the discussion and summary of statistical findirtge afodels, |
will proceed to the three case studies and examine the trajectorywingfparties over

the past 20 years.

Left-Right Placement Model

A theory that was first discussed in chapter 2 was the Social StruclteaabGe
theory — economic and ethnicity, which emphasized being poor and indigenous. The
independent variables that relate to this theory is indigenous and minority. Tihe data
Table 1 show that the coefficient for the indigenous variable is both positive and
statistically significant. In other words, the model shows how being indigesaus i
strong indicator of someone who would place himself or herself on the left. Since the
left’'s platform is redistribution and creation of social programs, the poor and the
indigenous will favor this party due to their basic needs not being met. The indigenous
variable was not measured in Table 2, Venezuela, and Table 3, Colombia, due to the

small sample size of indigenous people in the data sets. Instead, | usedi® fioeas
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minority which grouped together all minority groups in each country. The statel
Colombia and Venezuela show that this variable was not significant in eitherycountr

The Social Cleavage Theory also emphasizes the social make-up of someone who
would be more in favor of a leftist agenda. an additional measure to represent this
theory, | examined education. In Table 1 for Bolivia, the effects for the éalucat
variables were positive and significant. However, this result was unexpédiedesults
show that in comparison to someone with no formal education, the more educated a
person is in Bolivia, the more she or he tend to place herself or himself ort.tAenles,
although a general consensus in the literature is that the more educated omaase the
one tends to favor the right, the model shows an opposite effect. What would explain the
education factor in Bolivia? One explanation may be the education refortsdka
place in the mid 1990s influenced levels of educational attainment for the indigenous
population. For the first time, Aymara, Quechua, and Guarani children were hejhg ta
in their native language, and teachers were trained in bilingual and intestetiucation
(Contreras & Simoni, 13). The indigenous are becoming more educated but the cycle of
poverty has continued which translates to continued support for the left and the
redistribution programs the party offers.

Seligson (2007), notes that younger people population tends to support the left.
He hypothesizes that the “older citizens of the region, having lived through tkeynmili
dictatorships of the 1970s are “immunized” against populist-authoritarian appeslgs
that younger citizens simply are not...the youth know only the disappointments of the
current democratic period” (92). This hypothesis may be proven accurateaim ¢ atin

American countries but the statistical finding on education in Bolivia shows ofieerwi
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The coefficient for education was not significant. So even though the youngeatgemer

is becoming more educated, the political and social agenda of the left is what otttinue
bring in support from a large portion of Bolivians. More time needs to pass in order to
assess the validity of education progression in Bolivia. However, this is beyoscbiiee

of this paper and continued investigation is needed to understand what factors contribute
to this anomaly in Bolivia.

In Table 2, Venezuela, the coefficients for education were not significant. The
data in Table 3, Colombia, show that in trials with different categoriesdigzation,
secondary education was positive and significant (90% confidence level). iBdusat
factor in Colombia that influences left-right placement, but its effemtlig of moderate
importance. Regarding the effects of income, Table 1, Bolivia, shows that theieoeff
for income is negative and highly significant. In other words, the less incomegke,
the more likely you are to favor the left. For both the Venezuela and Colombian models,
the coefficient for income was not significant. Likewise, age has an iisteniseffect.

In Table 1, Bolivia, age was not significant. In the model for Venezuela, thie e
for age was positive and significant (90% confidence level), which indic&der people
are more leftist. In Table 3, age was negative and significant (90% eocdidevel).
This indicates that younger Colombians are more likely to be leftist. Gender, hpweve
was not significant in any of the three models.

The effects of occupation, and specifically being a worker, were not caonisiste
In the model for Bolivia, this was positive and significant (90% confidence léugh
indicates that workers are more likely to consider themselves leftiste\donthe

coefficient for worker was not significant in Venezuela. An explanatiothfeifinding
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could be that many workers belong to unions that are affiliated with the AD party
(Democratic Action) and this party has been in conflict with Chavez. In otiveiswthis
may explain the non-finding for “worker” in Venezuela. For the Colombian model, the
worker coefficient was negative and significant, which indicates that vgake more on
the right of the spectrum. The occupational variable for farmer was ndicsighin the
Bolivian model. The farmer variable was not measured in the models for Venardela
Colombia due to the small sample size of farmers in the data sets.

Lastly, we consider church attendance; in two of the models, Bolivia and
Venezuela, the coefficient for church attendance was negative andcsighifir his
indicates left-right placement involves a social dimension and one is more tik#hce
themselves on the right if one attends church more frequently. A possible explanation to
this finding could be that most people in Latin America are Catholics, and thei€athol
Church does not support many of the social issues leftist parties endorse; such as
divorce, abortion, and living together out of wedlock.

Finally, as a proxy of preferences for economic policy, | examine thetedDf
attitudes toward public ownership is positive and significant in the models for Calombi
and Bolivia. The most likely reason is that government ownership allows the fleéy
the benefits of public industries while having the opportunity to create googlams
with the additional income to pass along to the poor. In addition, when the state owns the
utilities sector, a subsidy may be given to the poor. However, the cagfficigoublic

ownership was not significant in the model for Venezuela.
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Statistical Findings Summary

The results of the statistical analysis provide modest empirical supptrefor
claim that ethnic cleavages predict left-right placement in Bolivia. Basdhe
indicators used, my results for Bolivia reflect what many scholaesagith, namely that
poverty, ethnicity, and the desire for redistribution is a strong base flafth€astafieda
(2006) discusses how the combination of inequality and democracy tends to cause a
movement to the left everywhere. In addition, Madrid (2008) confirms in his voting
model for Bolivia that older voters, people with lower incomes, and people who
participated in trade associations (that is, organizations of professionatbants,
peasants, or producers) were significantly more likely to support the left. fdriectieese
results are consistent with scholarly findings. In the Bolivian model, consigtarthe
expectations of social cleavage and social values, | found many of the independent
variables to be positive and significant (public ownership, indigenous, worker, and
education which was broken out into three levels); with church attendance and income
reflecting negative and significant.

Not only was the Bolivian model unique in this analysis because of the many
coefficients for social structure were significant, but as previously noteediication
variable had an unexpected effect. The variable outcome reflected the moteckduca
person is, the more likely they will consider themselves on the left spectruthebut
common scholarly indications are, the less educated tend to be more left. Cortfening
significance of ethnic cleavages, the coefficient for indigenous idemisypositive and
significant. This coefficient was also unique to Bolivia due to its very larggandus

population. This is a primary reason why the left has fared so well in this country.
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Morales having indigenous roots makes it much easier to bond and unite this large
population. The indigenous variable was not measured in Colombia and Venezuela due
to the limited sample of indigenous respondents.

In the Venezuelan model, however, only church attendance and age were the only
coefficients to reflect any significance providing only limited supporsémial values.
Lastly, in the Colombian case, public ownership, worker, secondary education, and age
were of significance, although the sign for work was unexpectedly negativendded
for Colombia only provides modest support for social structural cleavages and social
values.

In the next section, | provide the models for the three referenced countries and |
go into further detail with three separate case studies. Each case stypdgvide

historic detail and how the country has progressed into their current polgjesada
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Table 1 — Bolivia
Determinants of LefRight Placeme
Ordered Logistic Regression (OLR)

Regression Standard
Independent Variables Coefficient Error
Public Ownership 0.09*** 0.03
Indigenous 0.35* 0.15
Worker 0.22* 0.12
Farmer 0.17 0.17
Church Attendance -0.11** 0.05
Primary Education 1.23%** 0.45
Secondary Education 1.53*** 0.46
Higher Education 1.57%** 0.47
Controls
Income -0.21%** 0.04
Gender (Female=1) 0.051 0.11
Age -0.0009 0.004

Log Likelihood = - 2471.02

Wald Chi-square = 84.19***
N=1,220

***p<.01; *p<.05; *p<.10
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Table 2 - Venezuela
Determinants of Left-Right Placement
Ordered Logistic Regression (OLR)

Regression Standard
Independent Variables Coefficient Error
Public Ownership 0.05 0.05
Minority -0.02 0.2
Worker 0.11 0.22
Church Attendance -0.15* 0.08
Primary Education 0.35 0.33
Secondary Education -0.13 0.27
Controls
Income -0.06 0.06
Gender (Female=1) -0.22 0.21
Age 0.02* 0.009

Log likelihood = - 717.25

Wald Chi-square = 20.09
N=339

Note: Higher education was eliminated because of collinearity

*p<.10

44



Table 3 - Colombia
Determinants of Left-Right
Placement

Ordered Logistic Regression (OLR)

Regression Standard
Independent Variables Coefficient Error
Publicown 0.06* 0.04
Minority 0.1 0.15
Worker -0.29* 0.16
Church att -0.09 0.06
Primary education -0.22 0.25
Secondary education 0.36* 0.21
Controls
Income 0.04 0.04
Gender (Female=1) 0.17 0.15
Age -0.01* 0.006

Log likelihood = - 1289.04

Wald Chi-square = 36.27
N=616

Note: Higher education eliminated because of collinearity
*
p<.10
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Case Studies — Bolivia (Pragmatic Left)

When research is done on the history of Bolivia, there is one sector of the
population that is very relevant to its history and political trends—the indigenous. The
indigenous population as a whole has known oppression, poverty, and inequality for
many centuries now. Since colonial times they have been living as alav@s extreme
poverty. As Sieder and Van Cott (2002) note over the course of Bolivia’'s history, “the
inadequacy of formal political institutions was attributable largely to éxelusion of
the majority indigenous population and their lack of connection with Bolivia's
predominant forms of political and social organization”(52). In 1825 when Bolivia
achieved independence, the indigenous population was approximately 73 percent and
there were already deep ethnic and social cleavages. Elites aboliskzdwtimes
protection of indigenous communal land rights and by the end of theet@ury had
seized the majority of arable land, forcing landless Indians to bartetaber to the
growinghaciendaclass (Van Cott: 2000).

The next event of significance in Bolivia’s history and subsequently for the
indigenous was the Chaco War. This huge arid low-lying plain is between Balidia
Paraguay and had no definition of border between these countries. This eventually
caused a major conflict of land and the Chaco War ensued from 1932-1935. In the end
Paraguay won most of the disputed land but the indigenous people started making small
imprints in being recognized for their aid in this war. In due time, emergiitgcabl
actors saw the indigenous and miners as allies for political change aalfiotved
continued positive movement for these groups (Postero 2007). Kohl and Farthing (2006)

note several social movements that arose from this war. First, sons ofabgetierally
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abandoned the politics of their parents to form what became known as the Chaco
generation. They later constituted the core of the National Revolutionarynéove
(Movimiento Nacional Revolucionario-MNR) that eventually spearheaded the 1952
overthrow of the mining oligarchy.

On April 9, 1952 the MNR brought together the fragmented segments-labor, the
miners, the middle class, and the Indian peasants in an uprising againsntie ruli
government. After three days of fighting the MNR, along with their fragmented
segments won a great victory and this lead to a new president. Victor Pagdést was
given the presidential powers and would make drastic political changes waBdhs
his first major act as president, Paz Estenssoro nationalized the lucrateseahthe
western highlands of the country, the majority of which were held by thredlsd-ta
Barons...and in August of 1953, the government passed a sweeping agrarian reform law,
distributing hundreds of thousands of acres of hacienda landholdings to the indigenous
peasants who had worked the land for generations” (Shultz and Draper 2008: 258).

As a result, the MNR was especially critical to the indigenous population since
this was the first political party ever to have their interest on its agendaMNR’s
platform had three prongs: “(1) nationalization of the mines to reorganize the psbcess
capitalist accumulation, (2) agrarian reform to eliminate the servdaaeship in
agriculture and to promote a domestic market, and (3) universal suffrage’r(P230&:
37-38). Second, the labor unions, based in the mines, the railroads and urban printshops,
mushroomed with strong influences from left-wing political parties. Lastg, the
inception of joining up two of the largest highland indigenous population, the Quechua

and the Aymara.
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The evolution of Bolivia has been slow but one cannot ignore how the indigenous
are embedded in Bolivian history because they have always represeriteddbe
percentage of Bolivia’s population. Due to the very large population of poor indigenous
people, this not only makes Bolivia a unique country but also tends to produce deep
ethnic and social cleavages within the country. There are approximately 37 various
ethnic groups in Bolivia today who make up 62% of the population. The largest groups
are the Aymara (1,549,320) and Quechua (2,298,980), who are mostly concentrated in
the western highlands and the remaining Indians live mainly in the easteandowl
departments of Santa Cruz and Beni. (Van Cott 2005). Furthermore, the indigenous have
made important political strides in Bolivia, most importantly electing tiseifidigenous
president, Morales, in 2006. In what follows, | will provide a brief background of how
that progress came to be and why they are an important constituent base for the lef

Not until the 1980s and 1990s did this time frame become the tipping point for the
indigenous people to become more involved on the political side in the country. They
organized, mobilized, and participated in national and international political pret¢esse
demand cultural recognition and political rights (Postero & Zamosc 2004). An anport
event that took place occurred in 1992 when the indigenous mobilized throughout Latin
America in opposition to the 5@Qanniversary of Columbus, and due to the international
impact of the Zapatistas in Mexico. In addition, there were political pastigethnic
parties” that made huge contributions during this timeframe as well. Intordesvide a
definition for ethnic party, | will use Van Cott’s (2005) definition: “an organarati

authorized to compete in elections, the majority of whose leaders and membefg identi
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themselves as belonging to a nondominant ethnic group, and whose electoral platform
includes among its central demands programs of an ethnic or cultural nature” (3).

Within the past five years, Bolivia has been on a fastrack tevatving left
agenda which sometimes could be classified by some scholarmase gopulist left.
An important factor to analyze is how did this oppressed population ménageke
such an impact? Postero and Zamosc (2004) discuss several fadgréhere were
more opportunities to organize due to democratic liberalization. thetlend of many
authoritarian regimes in Latin America in the 1990s, this alloveednfore political
movement among the minor and less significant organizations and glopcties,
including the indigenous. The second factor was that democracy l&dse@d the
capacity to organize by trans-community and transnational netwdrkspport. The
indigenous soon realized there was power in numbers and building a V@sirceas
an important step. Lastly, the rejection of neoliberal reformsme@common platform
for the indigenous since they had not seen any economic beneftiahz¢ for them.
Postero and Zamosc (2004) also discuss various factors that deauwed as political
restructuring between the indigenous and the state, there wtm cesource contracts
that threatened their lands, and economic restructuring caused ecaensisithroughout
the indigenous communities. Van Cott (2005) further states “Neoliberal
reforms...threatened collective property rights, reduced accassiets, and cut state
subsidies to small farmers” (10), thus this allowed for more ppveroccur throughout
the indigenous communities.

Another stepping stone for some indigenous groups occurred when their particular

country was going through stages of constitutional reform sgami the 1990s. During
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this window of opportunity, the indigenous were able to mobilize arounckveist and
provide some input regarding key issues that were of importandeitocommunity.
Due to the rise of indigenous movements, there was important pohinchlcultural
change, including, redistribution, cultural recognition, and reform&xisting state
structures (ie. individual & collective rights). “The demands of iadaus peoples may
appear to be revolutionary, yet at another level they are bothydsmdervative (in the
sense of conserving tradition) and in some ways surprisingly lig@aaeron and
Hershberg: 13). Prior to these movements the obstacles the indigenowgipogated
in the various countries. Van Cott (2000) pointed out that the indigenous peoples
geographic isolation and linguistic and cultural distinctiveness prowlied with more
effective tools of exclusion — language barriers, racial damodation and socially
sanctioned violence — than could be used against the rural poor or urban vetaksg
(158). The indigenous for the most part live in very rural areas, sogte ihithe
mountains, and may not even have proper public services to their commuiikiese
barriers and racial discrimination have been a vicious cycte ©iver time this continues
to perpetuate poverty and extreme levels of inequality.

Moving forward to the mid 1960s, there was still plenty of inequality and poverty
amongst the indigenous but something was happening within this community. With
improved access to education, indigenous leaders started to emerge duringgethis ti
frame. Many changes did not occur right away and not until the 1990s, was there
considerable political and social strides made by the indigenous. As more indigenou
organizations started forming and mobilizing, a major protest was organized in 1990

where the indigenous demanded Territorio y Dignidad (territory and dignityy Th
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wanted the world to recognize their plight for land, territory, and dignity. fddilly,

more indigenous people were not as isolated since urban migration also occurred during
this time. Thereafter, political elites recognized the indigenous populatiotsand i
independent organizations as part of the political system but this was a smsilhea

there was not a complete consensus within the parties on how to represent an indigenous

agenda.

Catalysts of Change

The tipping point for impending changes to come started in 2000. To provide a
brief summary of the circumstances which led to the current status of the country
scholars such as Prashad and Ballve (2006), and Postero and Zamosc (2004) noted the
significance of the Cochabamba water war. In October of 1999, Bolivia passed a la
allowing privatization of water supplies. Shortly after the city of Cochabagnanted a
contract to thdguas de Tunatio develop much needed water projects for the city.

Many indigenous farmers and communities had dug their own wells and established loca
water cooperatives but with this new contract it place, this became illedytheir water

rates went up significantly. By April 2000, discontent over this privatization afityie

water supply erupted into massive popular demonstrations (Postero 2007: 194). The city
of Cochabamba was able to protest and reverse privatization of the water gompan
Magaloni and Romero (2008) analyzed how privatization policies motivated the
indigenous to oppose these policies and state retrenchment because privatization tends t
have a disproportionate and negative impact on indigenous groups. “Oscar Olivera,

union activist and spokesperson for the Coordinadora, argues that the Cochabamba
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struggle was much more than a local conflict over water. Rather it waseberdsult
of neoliberal restructuring in Bolivia” (Postero 2007: 294). By challenging tbidoeeal
agenda the movement provided an expansion for a traditional support base for the left.

The water war was a response of the people who felt the purpose of neoliberalism
was for corporations to exploit the natural resources and increase their pkafgsond
event occurred in 2003 when the government of Bolivia was setting the stage for
privatization of its natural gas resources. Following the example of thewsatea
National Coordinator for the Defence and Recovery of Gas (NCDRG), formedyi
2002 to organize protest marches to ‘recover gas for Bolivians’. “Twenty-one
organizations joined the group headed by the ousted Congressman Evo Morales (set to
re-enter Congress in August) and Filemon Escobar, Senator-elect of the MAS. The
unlikely coalition included military leaders, local anti-globalizatiotivésts, veterans,
union representatives, highlandmpesinosind coca growers” (Kohl and Farthing 2006:
174). This resulted in once again sparked massive opposition and President Sdnchez de
Lozada was eventually ousted.

A major milestone achieved by the indigenous population was the day the first
indigenous president was sworn into office on January 22, 2006. Evo Morales, who
during his inauguration speech proclaimed how the indigenous population had been
exploited and humiliated for centuries, pledged to work towards ‘resolving sdsibal
problem’... 500 years of resistance had come to an end’, and that they, the indigenous
peoples of the Americas, should be ready to ‘take power for the next 500 ...but without
enmity’, his insisted, ‘Because we indigenous people are not rancorous’ (Prashad and

Ballvé, 141). With these words Morales was out to prove the changes he promised
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during his campaign. Morales nationalized the country’s gas reserves, davarket-
friendly policies, and eventually worked on a new Constitution. “This radical turn to the
left put a definitive end to Bolivia’s fifteen year stint as a “model [demm¢rat
country”...Between 2003 and 2008, the Bolivian political system fell from tHedthe

74" slot on the Bertelsmann Management Index, a composite measure of the success of
116 political systems to advance an agreed-upon set of development goals wéhle a st
democratic framework”(Lehoucq, 111).

So how did the first ever indigenous president win? Before coming into office,
Morales was the coca growers’ leader and this alone provided him a goodabas¥ast
Cott (2005:58) noted Morales declared, ‘coca constitutes the flag of unity agdlstof
the Aymara and Quechua peoples’. Félix Santos (who represents the MAS party in
Congress) further noted that coca is part of Bolivia's philosophy and culharés the
essence of our indigenous identity. As a cultural struggle, the defenseagtésonates
with the majority of indigenous Bolivians who don’t grow coca leaf. The cocaegsbw
discourse of a struggle for cultural and religious freedom, combined with a niational
discourse that defends coca consumption as a Bolivian tradition, earned them the support
of nonindigenous social sectors. As a result, Morales continued to create diseer
with classic left issues such as the rights of the indigenous, the end ofioestron coca
growing, and full state control over the hydrocarbon sector (Schamis 2006 , Gastarie
2006).

This brings me to discuss several factors which contributed to Morales’ rise to
power. First and foremost, Morales had a direct connection to coca farmeosraad f

tin miners, many of whom were indigenous. Morales’ political party, the Movimadnt
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Socialismo (MAS), was specifically tailoring its agenda to the indigen®bs. MAS
ultimately became the driving force for Morales winning the presidency. Threabtite
MAS were groups of coca farmers which soon took the form of networked locabagrar
workers. During the 1980s leaders of the coca-growing unions also reached out for
support to left political parties such as the Izquierda Unida (United Left)or U
Subsequently the strengthening of a left party was crucial to the MAS. Nabliber
reforms paved the way for closure of most state-owned and operated tin mines but the
increase in demand for coca (booming cocaine economy) made miners and peasants
relocate near theocales(coca fields) of Chapare region.

Interestingly, this allowed a merger of two different movements: mimers a
cocaleros(coca workers), to come together and create a force for the MAS. Miners who
who laid off from the tin mines becamecaleros Cameron and Hershberg (2010) state
that miners had always had a strong class consciousness and historyaof stilitggle
and solidarity and they brought this approach tactieales “These workers influenced
the coca growers’ discourse by introducing elements of nationalism and Mahat
they had learned in the mines. The move of miners to coca production contributed to the
emergence of a powerful movement that opposed neoliberalism and the US-sponsored
War on Drugs. This movement formed a political instrument, advanced graduallytthroug
elections, and now controls the state” (106)e cocalerosultimately supported the MAS
since the party was in favor of policies that resisted crop substitution anddkdttte
price of coca, and because the MAS has reduced price (via export mestreotd tariff

reduction) of food staples, upon which many smallholders and urban workers depend for
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subsistence. This raised the possibility if an alliance between rurihslders and the
urban working class in support of the MAS.

Second, Morales and the MAS continued to build alliances. In the 1999
municipal elections, the MAS made its mark in the political arena. Moralekapned
the MAS represented many social movements and was a political instraime
liberation. Born from a congress of peasants, the MAS would “draw its streagthte
struggles of the indigenous peoples [pueblos indigenas], for the defense of our identity,
which is the coca leaf , for the defense of our land, who is our mother, for the defense of
our natural resources, which are our hope and our patrimony” (Albro: 447). As a result
the MAS is very outspoken when it comes to economic independence and
nationalization. Breaking away from the neoliberal agenda and taking ownergieyp of
economic sectors, such as natural resources, was a goal to quickly accomplisks and w
important in addressing a wide range of grievances among many diffeceit s
movements.

In addition, one of the main factors behind the success of the MAS was the
party’s inclusive ethnopopulist appeal. As Madrid (2008) notes, the MAS considered
many strategies, “such as strengthening of indigenous consciousness armhbogani
and growing disenchantment with the traditional parties and their record of
governance...but the MAS’s ethnopopulist rhetoric and platform helped the party take
advantage of these developments”(Madrid, 484). Because almost half of the population
of Bolivia spoke an indigenous language, most of the MAS’ leadership and candidates
were indigenous. The MAS was able to create an indigenous symbol that coulddak relat

to by the masses. The leadership not only tried to dress the part but they purpasely use
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indigenous phrases in their speech. As Cameron and Hershberg (2010) note: “Recent
studies have shown that due to its peasant origins, MAS operates with decerdradize
bottom-up schemes of participation; however, ...this occurs predominately in rural areas
where MAS adopts collective decisionmaking processes which are enetacbf the
syndical peasant union organizational traditions” (122).

A fourth factor is the maturity of democracy. With the growth of democracy in
Latin America over the years, voters sensed more stability and did natifeary coups
for voting for a leftist candidate. An alternate route was also demaatstrdien
“...uninterrupted democratic rule gave left-leaning parties the opportaniiglti power
at local and regional levels; in the process, the left gained credibility eyéseof the
citizens” (Stokes 2009:17). Not only was this a stepping stone for the left but theey wer
able to continue “planting the seed” of promised social programs to the poor if they
continued in office. As in the case of Bolivia, 60% of the population lives below the
poverty line, (July 2010 est) making Bolivia the poorest country in this region. In this
context, redistribution and economic welfare could not come soon enough. As previously
stated, the neoliberal agenda had not improved their situation so this was an alternative
worth trying. In a relatively short amount of time, the left has been advancing the
agenda and only time will tell how Morales will sustain his agenda in Bolivia.

Lastly, it is important enough to note the effect of support from President Hugo
Chéavez. Although this factor was not directly responsible for Moralestaipewer, the
relationship Morales immediately built with Venezuela soon after he beuasieent
has had ramifications in Bolivia. Chavez has provided Bolivia with generous assistance

inluding, $10 million in aid to assist in aftermath of flooding. He has also established
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military agreements with Bolivia, indicating if the United Statesawerintervene in

Bolivia at any point in time, he would not only provide Venezuelan soldiers but what
carry out any means possible to assist Bolivia (Rochlin, 2007). As Rochlin (2007) notes:
“Venezuela’s interest in Bolivia is complex. Bolivia is not only a loyal idgiglal and
strategic ally for Chavez, but Venezuela also plays the role of ‘big brother’ or
benefactor to ultra-poor and politically divided Bolivia. In that sense Boliagi®tégé

of the Venezuelan socialist experiment. It is in the interests of ChaveptBdialia

develop economically and to achieve political stability so that Venezueldoacase
regionally and globally such positive developments in the country” (1337).

The close relationship between Morales and Chévez has caused a discord between
the United States and Bolivia. Going back to 2006, the United States was still #s¢ larg
provider of assistance to Bolivia, but since then the U.S. has criticizealdddor a lack
of anti-narcotics cooperation. The U.S. government claimed that coca cnepsate
being eradicated but actually had increased, so by December of 2006, the U&I reduc
the anti-narcotics assistance by 25% (Rochlin, 2007). Since a large numbenof Lati
American countries are leaning towards some type of leftist agendanitieel States has
not been able to do much to limit the success of Morales’ agenda. Additionally, the U.S.
is trying to juggle multiple wars in the Middle East, and the rise of new ghalvedrs,
such as China and India, have been slowly minimizing the dominance of the United
States.

The country’s future is in the present hands of Morales and his desired leftist
political agenda. Certain factors are needed if Morales wants to slaicess in his

country. First, he needs sustained natural resources to fund his social programs and
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economic building of his country. Second, he needs to keep delivering on the promise of
providing economic and social welfare to the vast amount of poor citizens. Lastlg, try

to prevent divisions within his own party and the major groups around his country, such
as thecocaleros(coca growers) and landless peasants are critical to his continuedssucc
in Bolivia.

In conclusion, when evaluating the case studies and theories, there is one theory
that is very prominent in the case of Bolivia. Due to the large indigenous population, the
social structural cleavages pertaining to economic and ethnic cleavagasdant. The
indigenous population has made great strides throughout the course of Bolivian history
and has proven a strong constituency base for the left. The political changes that have
occurred in Bolivia have allowed the indigenous population to not only organize and
create networks of support but become more politically involved. The election of the
first ever indigenous president was a historic moment for the indigenous population but
there is still much room for continued progress. Their economic situation is something
that will take some time to turn around since they are the poorest population of Bolivia.
Morales has been creating social programs to alleviate some of the pboeargyer,
breaking the cycle of poverty is not an easy or quick task. They are at least mawiag i

right direction.

Venezuela (Radical Left)

History has shown a volatile political system in Venezuela throughout the yea
Cameron and Hershberg (2010) provide a good depiction of the political trajectory of this

country. There was a brief democratic experience from 1945 to 1948 but for the next ten
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years there were insurgencies and military uprisings. Following denzati@ti in 1958,
two political parties dominated Venezuelan politics for forty years, theéAcc
Democratica (AD, Democratic Action) and the Partido Social Cristiano dedela
(COPEL, the Venezuelan Social Christian Party). “The two-partesysas highly
illiberal and unrepresentative. It operated like a single-party regirmenvergence of
the two political parties that was facilitated by their ideological stamcl agreement
through the founding Pact Bunto Fijo(1957) to share control of state institutions. AD
and COPEI worked together to exclude party political competitors and to cormteskac
to the oil export revenues that flowed to the national treasury from the national oil
company PDVSA” (Lievesley and Ludlam 2009: 58). These two political pariee
then able to divide the oil rents and distribute to their constituencies.

Lievesley and Ludlam (2009) note that this Punto Fijo ‘democracy’ was adcept
and legitimate for decades, especially since the oil rents were beinlgutéest to their
constituencies and a portion of the population was benefiting from this. There wes som
economic stability during this decade with steady economic growth and nsmges
through the petroleum boom of the 1970s. However, the outlook in the 1980s took a
dramatic turn and things were starting to unravel all around the country. Issues soon
rose from dependence on petroleum revenues, lenient regulatory power, and bad politica
decision making which caused the state to suffer from falling oil prices, plunging
incomes, and visible corruption in the 1990s. Phato Fijowas showing signs of
cracks within the parties and in 1989, in a radical attempt to save political potiner by

incoming AD government; they sought to restructure the economy.
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The AD chose to turn away from oil dependence and towards diversification and
global integration. This political agenda did not bring the results many were Hoping
and the country spiraled out of control. Social unrest was about to begin again, starting
with the 1989 riots known as the Caracazo which the citizens were protesting the
neoliberal agenda. Social unrest continued for the next couple of years and there were
even two coup attempts in 1992. Interestingly, one of the coup attempts was led by Lt
Col. Hugo Chavez who was jailed but eventually pardoned by the next president. With
the continuation of dropping oil prices, this caused the poverty rates to nearlyftople
about 25 percent in the mid 1970s to approximately 65 percent in the mid 1990s. In
addition, real per capita income in 1998 had dropped to 1963 levels. This severe
economic crisis led to a mass rejection of the traditional political pavtich started in
the 1993 elections and concluded in the 1998 elections, when all of the major candidates
ran on the independent platform. (Cameron and Hershberg 2010).

There was so much discontent from the Venezuelans that this ultimately proved a
great opportunity for Chavez. He ran on the platform of change and promised radical
changes both politically and economically but was not specific about his ideological
stance. The theories of institutional decay and economic voting became apparent. The
two political power house parties had crumbled and the economy had taken a serious
plummet. “It was in this context, and against a background of deepening poverty and
inequality, that Hugo Chavez was elected president in 1998” (Lievesley and Ludlam
2009: 59). Chavez was elected president with 56 percent of the vote in 1998 as the
candidate of the party (MVR) Movimiento Quinta Republica (Venezuelals Ripublic

Movement). Originally, Chavez was part of the MBR 200 party (The Bolivarian
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Revolutionary Movement) in the early 1990s which consisted of a group of nationalistic
military officers who were opposed to neoliberal reforms and the IMF.

However, in 1997 MBR 200’s national assembly decided to participate in the
elections and to create a formal political party. Several months latertRepdrty was
formed. With the election of Chavez, his era is referred by some as the bggifini
“Chavismo”. Some individuals consider Chavez a type of dictator, while others praise
him for challenging U.S. dominance of the Western Hemisphere. Noam Lupu (2010) has
researched class voting patterns in Venezuela and notes that a muitotlagdase
supports Chavez, but he has been increasing his base among the middle classgHis vot
base consists of a coalition of poor, middle class and even some wealthy classgaibut
adds the very rich have opposed him disproportionately. Since being re-elected in 2006
he is seeking to further radicalize his agenda by altering the cowstitatabolish
presidential term limits thus allowing him to remain in power for many meaesyto
come. In addition, Chavez is looking into modifying the protection of private property.
His close ties with Cuba and constant public anti-American tirades have causehsonc
since his agenda seeks to emulate certain communist models (from Cuba) such as
reducing basic freedoms. The substantial increase in oil reservetohasidlim to focus
on acquiring support for his agenda (e.g. Bolivia, Paraguay, Ecuador) and looks to further
strengthen his relationships with China, Russia, and Iran.

So what are the characteristics of the voters who have voted him into office and
how long will he remain in power with the support of such a base? Chévez’ voting base
came from approximately 55 percent of voters who were poor and 45 percent from

middle and some upper class sectors. “This was not a vote for a leftist ideology, but a

61



vote of frustration and anger and a tossing out of the old political class that weisqebr

to be corrupt and incompetent” (Cameron and Hershberg 2010: 83). Hugo Chavez
blamed corrupt and inefficient political leaders for the dire situation X(exle was in but
promised to alleviate poverty and inequality and once again build on oil revenues. ‘He
named his Bolivarian Revolution after Simén Bolivar, the South American independence
leader of the early 1800s, and referred to the new constitutional order as tihe “Fif
Republic”, replacing the Fourth Republic of the forty-year represent@ginecracy

know as the Punto Fijo political system and based on the 1961 constitution’ (84).
Subsequently after his win, in due time, his ideological stance became more and more
evident. The characteristics Ghavismadeveloped during the early years of his
presidency. His government was personalistic and heavily relied on havirgta dir
connection with large sectors of the population, especially the poor (although he also had
a fair amount of followers from the middle class). He not only claimed to banapobin

for the poor and would stand up against those who wanted to take advantage of
Venezuela but also developed an anti-West rhetoric.

The poor in Venezuela is also comprised of an indigenous population.
Venezuela’'s indigenous population is approximately 1.5 percent of the total population,
which make-up thirty-eight distinct groups. Although this group is much smaller than
Bolivia’s indigenous population, but Chavez has made it a point to not disregard this
population and make concessions to ensure they are involved politically. An example
was when Chévez ensured there would be three seats reserved at the Venezoekin Nat
Assembly for an indigenous person to occupy that seat. Van Cott (2005) notes, even

though the population is miniscule, concentrations of indigenous voters in particular state
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and municipal districts present opportunities for local and regional parties. veilgwe

there have obstacles (both internal and external) the indigenous have faced o order
build a strong movement. The indigenous’ regional and national organizations have had
less institutional continuity and have also demonstrated relatively grieaitdityt with

respect to alliances with nonindigenous actors. In addition, they also suffentesnal
divisions, derived from differences surrounding ethnic identity and political party
affiliation (Van Cott 2005).

Progress has been made and continues to be made. The ethnic party PUAMA
(Pueblo Unido Multiétnico de Amazonas-United Multiethnic People of Amazonas) and
the national indigenous organization CONVIE (Consejo Nacional Indio de Venezuela-
National Council of Venezuela) have close relations with President Chavelz avbd
benefits Chavez since they place themselves on the left spectrum and run intonjunc
with Chavez’s electoral coalition. This has also allowed Chavez to keemiguiiidi
constituency and attain his own personal agenda over the course of his presidency.

Castafieda and Morales (2008) discuss four stages that can be distinguished in the
evolution of the “leftist” character of Hugo Chavez: moderate-transitid$&9-2001),
confrontational (2001-2003), consolidation (2003-2006), and onset of Twenty-First-

Century Socialism (2006-present) (182-190).

The Moderate-Transitional Period (1999-2001)

During the moderate-transitional (1999-2001) period there was still sigrtifica
political power held by opposition parties, at the sub-national levels. Thereswoas al

deep recession that occurred between 1999 and early 2000. During this period there was
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also a new Constitution which, for the most part, contained a similar framework of the

1961 Constitution. Some of these similar elements were powers grantedegitmair

and local levels, a strong executive branch, incorporation of private sectoysareks

such as the exploitation and commercialization of natural resources, andodishesia

set of fundamental rights. His actions also reflected someone who wanted to work

together with those who could help his country become more stable. He worked with

OPEC and non-OPEC countries to work on a common strategy regarding oil production.
This period was short lived because Chavez had a more radical approach in mind

but felt he needed to be strategic and patient for the changes he wanted to see in

Venezuela. The opposition parties continued to struggle for political power and prevented

Chavez from enacting some radical changes; this was soon to change.

The Confrontational Period (2001-2003)

This confrontational period involved threats from Chavez and the opposition
parties. Through mobilizations, violent occurrences, and chaos, Chavez gowerned b
decree using emergency power legislation. Chavez wanted to paint his intkferaker
of the underprivileged while the opposition portrayed him as authoritarian by atigmpti
to reduce basic freedoms like his close Cuban ally Fidel Castro. Therelseere a
episodes of violence, human rights violations, and repression was evident. However, the
repression was not severe compared to other recent examples of authoritarias.reg
What was evident was Chévez’ goal of consolidation of power. He increased his anti-
West rhetoric by criticizing the Bush administration while presdiegdongress for

consolidation of power. Congress was not able to reach a consensus during this period
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and what did emerge were two factions: those who were pro-Chéavez and those who were
against him and his ideas.

The pro-Chavez sentiment was stronger and Chavez began consolidating his
power. He not only drew on his popularity but created social programs known as
misionegmissions) which brought social and economic aid to a large portion of the
population. One specific purpose for thesioneswvas aimed at providing health care to
some of the poorest neighborhoods in the country. The national oil company, PDVSA
(Petréleos de Venezuela Sociedad Andnima), played a central role in finansimg the
“missions”. Chavez also funneled oil revenues to the poor; this increased his yppulari
and many citizens described his policies as good policies. However, the sdrdtiween
Chévez and the PDVSA management and union caused serious issues during this time.
Chéavez appointed Ali Rodriguez Araque, a former guerrilla commander, asefaofis
Oil and Mines. One of the Chavez goals was to reassert government control over
PDVSA. “Although PDVSA was nationalized in 1976, it had become a ‘state within a
state’ run as a private fiefdom by a corrupt and Americanized managditentt no
regard to the national interest” (Raby 2006: 161).

Raby (2006) notes that by December 2002 the situation with PDVSA was critical
and the government sent in the military to take over the oil installations dua/®A°D
shutting down most of the production. With the aid of loyal employees they were able t
restart production and some 18,000 disloyal management and technicians we let go.

PDSVA was renationalized and this became a crucial victory to Chavez amgghiaa
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The Consolidation Period (mid-2003 — mid-2006)

During this period, Venezuela was in a good economic period and Chavez reaped
the benefits. There was less social disorder and oil revenue was coming in at an
unexpected rate. Chavez also wasted no opportunity reminding the people about his
misionesprograms which brought aid to the poor. Castafieda and Morales (2008) point
out these programs represented the core of social services provided by the gotjernm
and their success was a key element in how the citizens evaluated tHerntréss a
result of his popularity, Chdvez was able to overcome a recall referendum in 2005 and
was re-elected in 2006. His popularity also increased due to the constant anti-west
rhetoric he “preached” to the people and created ALBA (Bolivarian Aliemtor the
Peoples of the Americas, which was in response to the U.S. sponsored FTAA (Beee Tra
Area of the Americas. ALBA was a regional trade agreement that allthee
participatory countries to align together and create a free trade areathd benefit all
of its members. Their main goal was to provide aid to the poor but Chavez had a second
agenda. The other countries involved in ALBA would not be as willing to confront
Chévez with his radical ideas and this provided a cover for him.

Additionally, Chavez was able to increase his connections with other countries by
providing oil at a subsidized price. He was especially interested in aidihgtihe
American countries that have similar ideologies as he such as Bolivaabli@, and
Cuba. In addition, he strengthened relationships with “controversial” intamaht
countries such as Iran, China, and Russia. This time frame allowed Chavez to build a

government that could not be easily contested and the opposition was greatlyndichinis
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The Onset of Twenty-First-Century Socialism (2006-present)

This time frame is dubbed by Chavez as Venezuela’s Twenty-First-Century
Socialist government. This form of government is a top-down approach and provides
Chévez with more centralized power. The main aspects of Twenty-First-Century
Socialism in Venezuela was sketched out in the Plan for Social and Economic
Development for the 2007-2013 presidential term — presented by Chavez himself- tha
provides the road map for years to come. Castafieda and Morales (2008) note the main
guidelines of this project are as followed:

1. The creation of a “new socialist ethos” (implies new ethical principlegibas
on social justice, equity, and solidarity.

2. “Supreme social happiness” (seeks the creation of a social structudebase
equality and inclusiveness)

3. The creation of a protagonist and revolutionary democracy (implies social
inclusion, majority rule, and direct democracy)

4. The development of a socialist economic model (emphasizes production rather
than “reproduction of wealth”, with the state controlling all areas of strateqgi
importance)

5. A new national geopolitical scheme (implies promotion of development of
areas with higher poverty levels, recovery of urban areas, and achieve
sustainable growth)

6. Venezuela as a global energy power (oil)

7. A new international geopolitical scheme (emphasizes nationalist and
regionalist orientations, with continued anti-west rhetoric)

This agenda is no surprise to many, based on the political trajectory Chavez has been on
over the years. Even though some might not take Chavez too seriously, some of his

actions have prompted notice about his seriousness of completely changing tte politi

dynamics of Venezuela.
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The telephone company CANTV was re-nationalized and RCTV was refused a
public broadcasting license which was later replaced by TVES (a commViséhfion)
so that Chavez could have more control on what is shown over the airwaves. In addition,
Chévez is setting the place to rewrite legislation in the name of the Bativar
Revolution. For example, one change would be taking away powers from states and
municipalities and transfer most of that power to the central government or to the
communal councils. This would in a sense provide very minimal power to regional and
local levels of government. More importantly, Chavez seeks to eliminate mtiaide
term limits which is in a true sense anti-democratic. These exampleg,vaith trying
to create a new party, the United Socialist Party of Venezuela (USE\Qoanbine
MVR factions and small political parties into one powerful political power; porsetdi
have an abundant amount of executive power which would make it difficult to vote him
out of office.

Another point worth mentioning is the natural resource that has provided Chéavez
with more regional clout than any other Latin American country which is oil.oilhe
leverage Venezuela has allows the political and economic dynamics of thaly ¢oure
manipulated by the President. Schamis (2006) calls Venezuela the “pétemdeft
discusses how democracy does not fare well in oil-producing countries, at ldastheot
long term. He further discusses how oil creates a clientelistic netwoch seeks
control of the resource in order to share the wealth among those in the ‘cirfdes
eventually became of the factors for the breakdown of the P&etdbFijo for the two
main political parties of Venezuela, AD and COPEI. When olil prices fell sthelid

charade begin to unravel pertaining to the uses of oil money. This caused the political
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scene to spiral out of control and ended with Chavez winning the presidency in the 1998
elections.

Through his ups and downs as president, Chavez has been able to leverage his
political influence due to soaring oil prices. “These include not only his compre&ensi
fiscal stimuli and far reaching social programs, but also his new internatiogaahpe
projecting himself as a regional leader, meddling in the domestic politicswiiRd
Mexico, destabilizing the Andean Pact, entering Mercosur while chalgByazil, and
ratcheting up his rhetoric against the United States.... Chavez’s rule repraseit
funded, twenty-first century version of patrimonial domination” (Schamis 2006: 31).
This comes as no surprise because of the world’s reliance on oil. Even though some U.S.
business firms have oil contracts with Venezuela the oil dependency is previtient w
many countries around the world and Chévez is taking full advantage of this.

Thus, from Chavez’ actions, it is evident that the Bolivarian Revolution having
the same footprint as Punto Fijo politics: dependence on oil revenues, highly zedtrali
decision-making structures (in other words, Chavez himself), reliande atistribution
of oil rents, and failure to restore the regulative and administrative tepafithe state.

In addition, Chavez has made changes that have raised eyebrows from citikemarwi
certain governments around the world. These changes include emphasis on class
divisions rather than cross-class alliance, emphasis on confrontation and edimafati
opponents to achieve change rather than consensus seeking to achieve stability,
dismantling of traditional representative institutions and erosion of the epash
powers in favor of new forms of participatory democracy and accountability, chrange

petroleum policy from one of increasing market share to one of controlling produrction i
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order to raise prices, and most importantly, a shift from market capitaisnenty-first
century socialism (Cameron and Hershberg 2010).

To summarize this case study and bridge together the relevant theoriesetod ¢
Venezuela provides support for two theories. In particular, the theories aftinaat
decay and economic voting are strongly relevant to this case study. Chavezeaade g
political strides due to the institutional decay Venezuela was facing. eféeadating
economy, deepening poverty cleavages, and the breakdown of the two major political
parties allowed Chavez to run under a banner of change and subsequently win the
presidency. However, once in power and over time, Chavez has pushed for some radical
changes and has sought a similar agendRuhn¢o Fijopact previously endorsed. Since
the poor and middle class constitute the majority of his constituency base, it woald be i
his best interest to not allow institutional and economic decay to occur or he could face

the same demise as the previous government.

Colombia (Center Right)

In spite of many countries in Latin America turning “left” politicallygl@mbia
has maintained a center-right government and is a constant ally to the Staites.
Even though Colombia has had a history of widespread violence, political corruption,
deep class cleavages, and fragmented political parties, democratybgked to remain
alive in this country. Some of the hurdles Colombia has had over history are very
significant. One | will briefly discuss wasa Violencia(the violence). The start of this
incident occurred when the conservative party won control in 1946 after sixtesrofear

liberal control. There was a growing sense of partisan violence and this sehafi af
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events that ended with a period of extreme violence in Colombia. The liberals were
grooming Jorge Eliécer Gaitan for the next presidential election in 1950, and hé&irad a
chance of winning, but in April of 1948 he was assassinated in the streets of Bogota.
Liberals engaged in intense rioting and blamed the conservatives for his death and
escalated into a nation-wide civil conflict knownLasViolencia
The conservative president Mariano Ospina Perez would eventually use the police

to carry out selective killings on key liberals but the liberals would countécdayac
forming guerrilla armies. This violence continued and in the 1950 presidentiibal
yet another extreme-right conservative; Laureano Gomez. The violence didmwoitst
his presidency but continued to mount. “By the early 1950s, the army was terrorizing the
countryside through a “scorched earth” campaign against regions suspected dfreyppor
the Liberal guerrillas, employing bombings, massacres, and arson intthek” §Avilés
2006: 30). This eventually contributed to the coup of Gomez in 1953. Avilés (2006)
notes throughout this period, it would eventually take over two hundred thousand lives
and result in the institutional transformation of Colombia’s political systenarder to
try and save the country from more extreme violence the conservatives aals liber
agreed to form a two party shared system in 1958 by the name of the National Front
(NF). This arrangement between both parties consisted of alternatangemteal power
and equally dividing all seats in the legislative bodies over a sixteen yeat (#358-
1974).

However, during this agreement period, there was an understanding from both
sides to oppose left or radical left parties from participating politicétween 1958

and 1986, the political monopoly by the National Front pacts worked to exclude and
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eliminate the opposition on the left. As a result, this left the country without an,active
legitimate, and solid political opposition for the left; hence the persisterovethg and
radicalization of the guerrilla groups. The country has lacked a tradition o€aloli
opposition and some scholars point out a democratic regime needs to allow both sides of
the spectrum to be politically represented. A possible explanation for the disoé¢tjze

left was the common perception of some left parties being associated to at#rorit
regimes. Colombia has tried to establish a minimum legal framework that viowd a
some type of political opposition but has yet to allow the left to fully develop into a
strong opposition. A main reason for this is the erratic cycles of politicaheelhat

has occurred in the country. Colombian politicians did not want yet another variable to
be added to the mix and increase the potential for anymore political violence.

Even though guerilla and paramilitary movements would have a presence in
Colombia over the years with some intense fighting with the government, today
Colombia has one of the longest-running democracies in this region. Many sclyolars tr
to analyze the factors that have contributed to this democratic duration in th@imids
chaos. A major focal point in Colombia’s democratic history was the revampingrof the
Constitution in 1991. The previous constitution was dated from 1886 and times had
certainly changed since then. During the reform of the Constitution, evenethiéagu
groups were asked for their input in order to create a more solid change. The dénd resul
was a completely new Constitution that changed the political dynamics in Calombi

The new goal of Constitutional reform was to introduce participatory dexaycr
in this country. Posada-Carbé (1998) provides a brief synopsis of these changes. First

direct democracy would affect all levels of government: local, regiondlnational.
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Referenda could be used to veto legislation that has been already adopted (even to
constitutional amendments), and the recall of mayors, governors, congresspeople i
defined as a political right on the basis that they violated something from the
Constitution. Second, some constitutional clauses required political parties, latws, uni
professional colleges, and universities to belong and adhere to democratic @inciple
Third, a comprehensive Bill of Rights was introduced. It included civil, pdlisceial,
economic, cultural and collective rights. New institutions like the Ombuddbetar(sor
del Puebl9, and the Constitutional Court were created to oversee these rights were
carried out. Including expedient and special procedures to protect rights; the most
important one waaccion de tutelavhich stated that citizens whose rights have been
abused could seek a writ of protection against the offending party. Fourth, in order to
allow more political contenders into the arena and have equal resources arsg fairne
several reforms were introduced, for instance, a special constituenclyrimr et
minorities, and free access to television for the candidates. (73).

A fifth change, which was controversial to many, was the disestablishment of the
Roman Catholic Church by dropping any reference to Roman Catholicism aksgiloa re
of the nation, as an effort to not discriminate against the various denominations and
creating them to be equal to each other. This was controversial becansénatica as
a whole has a very strong sense of Roman Catholicism as the core religion. Tdusthow
did please a portion of the population who wanted more freedom of religion and
considered this a strengthening of center-right politics. As a result,dbesttutional
changes were considered extreme to what Colombia originally had. So waaones

effects from these constitution changes? A major effect was the addgssi new
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political parties joining the political arena. The goal was to move from aidraalitwo-
party system to a multiparty one. In order for this to occur, three phasesreadszic

which allowed more participation.

Increase in Political Participation

Welna and Gallon (2007) describe the three phases in the recent history of
Colombia’s politics. First, “was the establishment of mechanisms of affirenaction
intended to guarantee the representation of ethnic minorities and insurgentigrieps
legislation” (170). As a result, special districts were created, one fgemalis
communities in the Senate and another in the House for Afro-Colombian communities.
In addition, the government was willing to work with any guerilla or parganyligroup
that wanted would consider putting their arms down. If any group would the government
wanted to bring them into the political fold. The second phase involved a set of vague
guidelines which encouraged all social actors to form political pamtid9ecome
involved in the politics of the country. This applied to not only political parties, but
political and social movements, and significant groups of citizens. All of these groups
could present any candidate in elections which would be entitled to government funding
and have access to state-run media (e.g. television), at all times. Thigdhathbwing a
limitless number of candidates. Lastly, a nationwide senatorial disagtreated to
increase minority representation in Congress. The “open door” policy for matiegholi
parties was a great goal but some consequences were inevitable. (170-171).

A major effect of this “open door” policy was the increased fragmentation of

political parties. This has not only led to a splintering of the left vote but labeds a
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factor the left has not flourished over time. No party represents a signmaiain of

the population and this has created the perception of the “lost vote”- the number of lists
and votes that obtain no representation. Since this obviously has grown to be a
significant problem, the government has discussed possible solutions for this dilemma
On the one hand, the push for more groups to be politically involved was an important
outreach, but on the other hand the very lax regulations allowed almost any small group
to be placed on the ticket thus creating increased fragmentation and cémflects

citizen’s vote. In other words, what was needed was “a limited number of ydirties
national scope, better structured and also more democratic in their inner worlanlgs, w
combine the demand for wider political representation with the need to create an

environment favorable to democratic governability”’(Welna and Gallén: 176).

Political Reform (1994-2002)

In order for a reform to occur a series of proposals were discussed de@h¢pl
2002 that would allow for a stronger multiparty system in Colombia. In addition, the
Commission on Political Reform was created in 1995 to oversee this process. Welna and
Gallon (2007) discuss these measures in more detail. The first pertaineddaklec
reforms, which recommended that parties and movements limit their numbés &drlis
elections and make them accountable to their constituencies once in office. This
subsequently led to a more well rounded model for political-electoral refbran
sought to strengthen parties and ensure minority representation. The modebcalled f
limiting the number of voter lists allowed to each political party or movemezdcdh

electoral district; changing the formula for seat distribution; and eshaig a minimum
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voting threshold to ensure access to representative bodies. It was very mtijoantzt

shut out the groups that represented the minority groups of the country since this would
not allow the democratic process to flourish and would be more elite driven than gnythin
else.

Second, new procedures controlled internal democratization of parties. This
involved parties maintaining control over their party’s name, not allowing a person to
join two or more competing parties, and prohibiting a candidate from campaigrieg
any other label but his/her own. These controls were necessary in order to beng mor
unification to the parties. The third change was related to the opposition’s nghts a
obligations. More concessions are needed in order to allow the left to be fully ohvolve
politically. A fourth factor relates to the Congress. The 1991 Constitutieioains,
called for restoring some of Congress’ powers and diminishing presidentiatgdvinis
was also a factor to balance out the executive powers and help maintain a nere cent
right regime in case the president wanted to go beyond his powers without approval.
However, the increased fragmentation of parties has hampered the development of
Congress which has also hindered the quality of laws that are debated and passed. |
addition, the constant turnover of Congress members also impedes development and
growth. Further progress is needed to strengthen this political body in Caldfifth, is
the campaign and party financing of the various political parties. This aescisptible
to corruption and bribery not just in Colombia but in many other countries around the
world. With large sums of money going to political parties with relativelydentrols

or restrictions on these parties this could become a perfect storm for @orrupt
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The additional factor in Colombia (which is not easy to overcome) is the drug-
trafficking pressure which many politicians have to face. In recens geane political
campaigns have been heavily funded with drug money at the presidential and
congressional levels. For many years Colombia has been associated with drugs and
infamous cartels which began to have more prominence starting in the 1970s. This was
an era where marijuana was the main source of drug money but this was so@ureplac
a different drug: cocaine. Colombia became the leading supplier of cocaeelid80s
and beyond. In order for the center right to maintain its legitimacy they ostaiyt
away from this “easy” money campaign financing.

Lastly is the affirmative action regulation which is intended to provide rights t
the minorities. Not only based on gender but cultural differences between énerdiff
groups in this country. This has allowed minority groups such as the indigenous and
Afro-Colombian groups to have a special district which has greatly beshétits
community. Additionally, Colombia is making an effort to involve women in more
executive positions in the government. (176-193).

During this era of political reform, Colombia was trying to make strides in
improving their multiparty system. Since the left did not have a strong presermef
thirty years in the country, certain political reforms were needed. In 1998 fioé to
Transform Political Parties” was signed which involved anticorruption and more
involvement from opposition parties. Unfortunately, this did not create the progress the
left hoped for. As a result, a new political left party emerged. “Unlike prewtiespts ,
the Polo Democratico was not born out of an insurgency; rather, it reflects thegyrowin

autonomy and independence of social organizations, intellectuals, and progressive
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political movements and their distancing from the rebel groups” (Welna dhioh@a07:
119). Welna and Gallon (2007) further note that if this new left party continues to show
itself as a strong, modern, and viable political alternative, not only can it postralst
guerrillas toward the political process but other disenchanted voters as hwelyrolwing
left was involved more politically and would go through some surges in congréssiona
elections but there was still resistance to allow the left to continue tosthouri

There was also the need to have a qualified president to continue the vast reforms
the country was heading for. Although Andres Pastrana, who was presidergrbetwe
1998-2002 was dedicated to continue the neoliberal agenda and work on reducing the
civil strife, the following president, Alvaro Uribe made some significhainges in
Colombia. He was he a prime example of a center-right president due to his cemmitm
to a strong neoliberal agenda which included privatizing, a strong supporter of the Free
Trade Area of the Americas, and actively pursued negotiations with the U.S. for a

bilateral trade agreement.

The Presidency of Alvaro Uribe (2002-2006)

Alvaro Uribe was sworn into the presidency on August 7, 2002 during a period of
increased guerilla insurgencies and violence in Colombia. Violence had beely steadi
increasing over the years but previous presidents had not been able to fully Bguash t
opposition. Uribe ran under a “law and order” platform which involved him only
negotiating with insurgents who had entered cease-fires; he proposed a pajsi@x
of security forces to fight widespread crime and loosen the hold of two rebel girmaips

paramilitary squads in rural areas. Kline (2009) provides a brief overviewls §first

78



term as president: “the state took the offensive against insurgent groups. €He arm
forces became stronger and gave clear support to the president. Plan Colonthiadont
furnishing weapons...airplanes, and training. Different social groups supported the
government”’(1). Uribe’s main constituency base came from cattle rantdrgre
landowners, and narco-traffickers. “Uribe also represents a figurecaninections in

both sectors of Colombia’s business community-its transnational, modernizingasecto
well as in it more traditional, nationalist sector” (Avilés 2006: 135). Even foqijcy
was closely tied to the United States, with Colombia being one of the countties tha
supported the U.S. in the invasion of Irag. So how did Uribe start turning his country
around?

One of the main catalysts was the ability to negotiate with the gueeniths
paramilitary groups. Not only was Uribe the sixth president to attempt nismuiavith
these groups but this initial problem had a span of over twenty years. However, not all
negations were considered a success. Uribe made attempts with three ougusragd
the most successful one was the paramilitary group, the AUC (Autodefdnsias de
Colombia-United Self-Defense Groups of Colombia). In this group alone, approximatel
thirty-thousand individuals demobilized and Uribe was able to negotiate thessraagts
with the AUC. First, after making a deal with the United States, no leadeid e
extradited to the U.S if they “behaved” after demobilization; as soon amtohy
problems they would be extradited. Second, the International Criminal Court had been
ratified in Colombia in 2002. In other words, Uribe would have to hand over the
guerrillas in order to be tried but if they demobilized this significantly rediticeir

chances of being tried in this court. Lastly, if they demobilized before rcatas were
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passed regarding guerrilla groups, their incentive was to add their own ternasninto |
(Kline 2009: 154)

The government had less success with the other two guerilla groups, the ELN
(Ejército de Liberacion Nacional - Army of National Liberation) and tARE (Fuerzas
Armadas Revolucionarias de Colombia — Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia).
The government was able to sit down with the ELN and discuss possible negotiations
(even though no agreements were finalized) but the FARC was unwilling toategot
Unfortunately, Colombia still remains embroiled in violence because of the FARC,;
although the levels of conflict between the government and the FARC have bd#a vola
and can change from month to month. The negotiations between Uribe and the FARC
have remained stagnant and either side does not want to make any concessions.
However, the journalists inside Colombia have pointed out that with the increase of the
armed forces the FARC has less power than before. There were constanekeadli
regarding their attacks almost every day but now they are infrequeinie @d09).

Overall, these were huge leaps made by Uribe and the guerilla istwrugh progress
was not made with the three main groups, there was significant progress mhmade w
paramilitaries. In addition to making an effort to working with the gaeaitid
paramilitary groups, President Uribe also tried to build the state in thfeeedifways.

The first was plans to strengthen and build the military. This included creating
“Soldiers from My Town” which was to assist the military by creafirgystem of
informers to report on suspicious people, and to begin giving rewards for information on
those individuals. Additionally, this program encourages desertion of membiéggaih i

groups and the creation of “rehabilitation zones” in two areas of gueflli@mece. This
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also included an increase in military training in order for soldiers to becaree m
offensive and better protect the country’s infrastructure. The army also bexctbetical
leadership and had significantly improved their warfare in counterterrognce the
military was very concerned not to violate human rights, this allowed themnto gai
legitimacy and strengthen their relationship with the community and the media

Second, he wanted to make the government more visible and accessible to
citizens of his country. Uribe organized a kind of townhall meeting called cortymuni
councils ¢onsejos comunitaripsvhere he would go to different parts of the country and
listen to peoples concerns. During the first four years of his presidencywhere
approximately 150 townhall meetings. The government reported they had identifie
1,794 tasks from these meetings that could assist communities for overall impntszeme
and would work on such measures. The third way was to make the state more efficient;
aimed at reforming the political system and strengthening the judictahsydHowever,
this was not an easy task since Uribe wanted some constitutional changes in dnger for
changes to take place. Unfortunately most of his amendments did not receive the 25
percent minimum approval votes and they were not passed (Kline 2009: 39-44). The left
also continued to make some progress but they were not the main focus for Uribe. The
guerrilla and paramilitary groups were very high on his agenda in order to bring some
stability on that front. Kline (2009) discussed how Uribe had not made much effort in his
first term to strengthen the party system and had a lack of structure.

However, as an overall the Uribe administration managed to create important
changes in the country which has had brought significant progress to this country once

filled with continuous chaos. Between 2002 and 2008, Colombia saw a decrease in
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homicides by 44%, kidnappings by 88%, terrorist attacks by 79%, and attacks on the
infrastructure by 60%. His presidency set the stage for continued democratic
strengthening and unification of the state. The new president, Juan Miguel Santos wa
sworn into office on August 7, 2010 (he had served as Uribe’s Minister of National
Defense). The task for Santos will be to continue the work Uribe had started and
maintain the accomplishments of the previous administration. This should include
allowing the left to further develop in order to maintain a democratic agendalthat al
the opposition to build their constituencies and have a more even political role in the
country.

In conclusion, the model for this country indicated most coefficients were
centered on right wing parties, and when analyzing the theories we can cdraider t
Economic Voting and Institutional Decay can be applied to this case. HQwavean
examine these theories as have the opposite effect in Colombia. Let me fultbeateja
since the center right has not allowed the economy to deteriorate or havetananati
breakdown the right has been able to maintain its power. As a side vein, there is the
notion of the left being hampered politically over many years but the riglidegsable
to maintain some consistency in the country. The theories state when there isieconom
crisis or institutional decay, there is more opportunity for the opposition to takbutver
Columbia has not had serious enough decay to allow this to occur.

This chapter examines how each country has progressed historically and how the
current government has either come to power or maintained their politicabagénel
cause and effects that have allowed each country to plan their politicetargjeill

continue to have ramifications within their country and regionally. As a resulgefthe |
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was able to make great strides in Bolivia and Venezuela due mostly to the breakdown of
neoliberalism. The difference in Colombia was that the left was intentidghalgrted

from participating politically for several decades and now has to make up ftoghat

time by trying to enforce their political agenda in the country and eventualyeca

strong constituency.
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CHAPTER 5
SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In this paper | have sought to contribute to the scholarship on the rise of the left in
Latin America. Current scholars have found it difficult to not only diffeed@tbetween
what is a true left or right agenda in Latin America, specifically wheomes to
defining a left agenda but what factors can be associated with left paynaat. A
more general consensus on differentiating left-right placement has beerirapaly
countries economic and social agenda. Wiesehomeir (2010) states “...the combined
deregulation/privatization dimension emerges as a major predictor of positnthg
left and right, together with the globalization dimension, which more than emphasizing
interventionist government economic policy focuses on consequences of globalization”
(23). Another difference between the two parties is the economic factor. Tisenheire
state-centered and attempts to limit foreign investment while natiomgpéiny natural
resources and/or major utilities in the country. The right will attempt to build the
country’s income by opening up foreign investment to their infrastructure. The second
factor was the social agenda. There is also a big variation between #dradlefjht. The
left seeks redistribution of land, reducing inequalities and providing socitrevel
programs to the country’s poor.

So what can predict left-right placement and support for the left? Let e firs
discuss the theories that were analyzed in this thesis. A brief recapitdbeach theory
is as follows: the first theory identified was the Economic Voting theorjg&®a and
Queirolo 2007, Benton 2005). This theory states that voters punish or reward incumbent

parties for their prior economic record. A second refers to institutionameqobns and
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eventual decay (Wiesehomeier 2010, Cameron and Hershberg 2010, Seligson and
Queirolo 2007); this theory is twofold. The theory discusses how voters’ evaluations of
institutional rules, procedures, and constraints influence electoral volatitityhe effect
of ideological polarization within the party system. The third theory discussesdiat
structural cleavages pertaining to economic and ethnic cleavagesigciastand Morales
2008, Arditi 2008, Madrid 2008). Lastly, the fourth theory discusses the social values
aspect (Castafieda and Morales 2008) such as occupation, level of education, and income.
When the theories were analyzed in conjunction with the models and case studies, all
four theories were very pertinent to left-right placement.

All of the theories were supported by some of the statistical modelsyagwet
all of the variables were applicable in each country case study. In tveaBaohodel,
most of the variables were significant in explaining left-right plaax@m The two key
theories that were applicable in this case study was social structansgéetheory ,
pertaining to the indigenous variable and social values theory (worker, churdtaatte,
education, and income). For the Venezuelan model there were two variables that
reflected to be significant (church attendance and age). Again, thedeaisge and
values theory was pertinent to this case study. Lastly for the Colombian modelrthe
variables that were significant were public ownership, worker, secondary ed,catl
age. The Social values theory was also pertinent in this case study. ionadadét case
studies of Bolivia and Venezuela supported the economic voting theory and institutional
decay by demonstrating when the right failed to produce economic benefitheavith t

neoliberal agenda, the citizens were more in favor of voting in a left partyaegim
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In the case study of Bolivia, Morales has been considered the more pcalgfhati
He has tried to make immediate perceptions to the outside world of vast changes to occur
in Bolivia. A major occurrence was when Morales nationalized the gas company
Investors became suspicious of his actions and were apprehensive of which additional
infrastructures the state would take ownership of. This lead the United States t
scrutinize more his agenda and subsequently his political ties since he wasaqndtg f
with Cuba and Venezuela. However, in comparison to most other Latin American
countries, Bolivia is one of the poorest countries in that hemisphere; Bolivia has an
unprecedented amount of an indigenous population. Due to the large number, the MAS
political party was able to provide significant appeal to the indigenous with an
ethnopopulist appeal. Not only was the person running for President indigenous but
many leaders within this organization were also indigenous. Indigenous peopletvere
typically in a leadership role and this became a major variable for Mooalas the
presidency. The oppressed indigenous voted for Morales to provide them with a social
welfare that could finally bring them some type of benefit after being eggltor
decades. Redistribution and social justice are main priorities for Moradldseahas
promised the indigenous he would make right for their long time suffering.

An important aspect in Bolivia is the need to reduce the strong ethnic and social
cleavages in this country. This is going to be a big task since these cleavagesimave bee
in place for many decades and Morales having been raised in the indigenous community
knows far too well how deep these cleavages are within his county. Additionally,
Morales needs to work together with the major organizations and unions within his

country in order to diminish the divisions found within. Nonetheless, his connection with
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Venezuela has provided him with some type of buffer from the outside demoaydtic w
Only time will tell how this relationship continues to build and how far left will dies
take Bolivia into. If Morales can significantly improve the welfare of the podr a
indigenous in his country without appearing too oppressive or authoritarian this left
“pink-tide” agenda could become even more appealing to other Latin American
countries.

In the Venezuelan case, Chavez has proven his agenda is set for a dramatic left
turn. He has progressed over the years to have more presidential powers which will
ultimately make it harder to vote him out of office. In addition, he seeks to have more
regional influence. Chavez has been able to leverage his political influence due to
soaring oil prices. This is an important resource for Chavez to maintain in order to
achieve his political agenda. We can see the common thread for Bolivia and Venezuela
is the poor worker who supports the left agenda due to their stance on redistribution and
creation of social programs. As for the Colombian case, a factor | wantealyaeais
why has this country remained a democratic center-right and not be influgnotteb
left regimes in this region? The scholarly literature states bath@e8 and 1986, the
political monopoly by the National Front pacts worked to exclude and eliminate the
opposition on the Left. As a result, this left the country without an active, letgtierad
solid political opposition for the Letft.

This would explain why in the midst of many countries turning left, Colombia has
not changed their political agenda even though their internal politics have natedma
stable. Colombia has tried to establish a minimum legal framework that would allow

some type of political opposition but has yet to allow the left to fully develop into a
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strong opposition. This is a key variation between the three case studies. In&ulivia
Venezuela, the breakdown of neoliberalism allowed the left to become greatly involved

politically and thrive in order to take control.

Recommendations for Further Study

The findings suggest some possible directions for future research. Firsguhe re
suggest that future scholarship would benefit by a more thorough and refined
examination of socioeconomic cleavages. As noted, the indigenous factor is clearly
evident in Bolivia (and is likely to have an effect in other countries in the region) and
unionized workers. Second, although prior scholarship (Magaloni and Romero 2008)
asserts that left voters are less likely to be influenced by econonhi@ieas, this thesis
provides unambiguous evidence that economic ideology and judgments about economic
performance are both important. The probability of Morales and Chavez voted into
office would have been slim if the neoliberalism agenda would have produced the grea
economic benefits it was intended to have in Latin America. Third, analyzing the
education factor in Bolivia in regards to why the more educated are placingelliem
on a left spectrum. Lastly, are there any particular dynamics witiiontia that holds
the democratic right constant in that country? Nonetheless, the one cruoiatttmibugh
the left must do in order to remain in power is delivering on their promises of economic
improvements. Citizens are more aware their voices equate to votes andltgeytavi

the ballots for the party that promises them hope and change.
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APPENDIX

DISCRIPTORS FOR INDEPENDENT VARIABLES

Bolivia

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
Public Ownership 2825 4.820885 1.793852 1 7
Indigenous 3003 0.1718282 0.3772939 0 1
Worker 1776 0.3738739  0.483967 0 1
Farmer 1776 0.1661036 0.3722784 0 1
Church Attendance 2961 3.29821 1.156603 1 5
Primary Education 2987 0.328758 0.4698405 0 1
Secondary Education 2987 0.3548711 0.4785544 0
Higher Education 2987 0.2825578 0.4503185 0 1
Income 2608 3.961656 1.6864 0 10
Gender 3003 0.4968365 0.5000733 0 1
Age 2999 36.89663 15.19776 18 93

Venezuela

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
Public Ownership 1425 3.237193 2.063907 1 7
Minority 1478 0.6251691 0.4842431 O 1
Worker 693 0.5367965 0.4990043 O 1
Church Attendance 1283 2.560405 1.290814 1 5
Primary Education 1456 0.3166209 0.4653180 0 1
Secondary Education 1456 0.4635989 0.49884450 1
Income 961 3.709677 1.732051 0 10
Gender 1500 0.546 0.4980455 0 1
Age 1488 38.6586 15.17388 18 89
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Colombia

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
Public Ownership 1417  4.863797 1.983461 1 7
Minority 1451 0.6381806 0.4806926 0 1
Worker 887 0.6437430 0.4791626 0 1
Church Attendance 1494  3.196787 1.280527 1
Primary Education 1466 0.4181446  0.4934225 0
Secondary Education 1466  0.404502  0.4909629 0
Income 1276 3.88558 1.869318 0 10
Gender 1503 0.500998  0.5001654 0 1
Age 1502  36.86951 14.7916100 18 99
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