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IN THE 1980s, A WAVE OF CIVILIAN
liberal democratic regimes rose up to take
aver the mantle of political leadership in a
number of Third World societies hitherio
dominated by authoritarian forms of politi-
cal rule. The notable examples of these
societies which took the thorny path
towards redemocratization are Brazil,
Argentina, Peru, and the Philippines.

In the 1960s and 1970s, the impetus for
authoritarianism in the Third World was
provided by the objective conditions of
crisis and underdevelopment inherent in
peripheral capitalist societies. Such condi-
tions foster popular challenges from the
ranks of the underclasses protesting
against their intensified marginalization in
society. Rising popular mobilization cou-
pled with the political disarray among the
ruling class fractions conspired to produce
a situation where the power bloc' becomes
largely unable to come up with a common
economic thrust in its attempt to cope with
the demands of the world economy.

Given the polilical conjuncture where
the ruling classes cannot rule in the old way
while the underciasses canndat seize power
at the same time, the authoritarian regime
stepsin to restore order in society. Present-
ing itself as the guardian of stability and the
vanguard of growth, the authoritarian
regime proceeds io repress the opposition
and reorganize government along cor-
poratist lines, thereby establishing the
appropriate political framework for the pur-
suit of a foreign-led, export-oriented indus-

trialization strategy in the periphery, The
authoritarian regime of the traditional
caudiffo type has been replaced by the
bureaucratic and modernizing one of the
60s and 70s.2

Authoritarianism and Peripheral Capitalism

In pursuit of its growth objectives, the

‘authoritaran state in peripheral capitalist

societies, as pointed out by Glive Thomas,
thus performed the role of capitalist by
playing a leading role in the process of cap-
ital accumulation.? In this regard, the state
became interventionist as it established
government corporations that undertook
joint ventures with foreign investors.

For a time, the peripheral societies were
guite successful in realizing respectable
growth levels. However, this proved to be
highly artificial as such growth rates were
heavily dependent on the steady flow of
foreign loans and investments as well as on
the stability of the export market. With the
contraction of the world economy in the
1980s, the peripheral economy was thrown
into the maelstrom of crisis.

The gross domesticproduct{GDP)ofLatin
America, Tor instance, which had increased
by 4.8 percent annually in 1975-78, and 61
percent in 1979-80, plunged down to an
average zero percent in 1981-84. With the
explosion of the economic crisis. foreign
capitalinflows dropped from $37.6 Bin 1981
toa mere 54.4 B in 1983. Since interast pay-
ments on foreign loans combined with profit
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repatriation reached the 327.7 B mark in
1983, the net capital outflow from Latin
America amounted to $23.3 B2

Crisis of the Economy,
Crisis of Legitimation

In the face of the deteriorating economic
condition which confronted peripheral
societies under authoritarian regimesin the
1980s, the ideoclogical justification that
authoritarianism is politically conducive to
economic dewelopment fell flat an the
ground. Because of the peripheral state's
heavy involvement in the aconomy through
its entrepreneurial activities and its tech-
nocratic control over policy-making, when
its economy breaks down it Is natural for
thatstatetoearmnthe deep-setire of the people.

In this sense, the economic crisis cou-
pled with the shear political repressiveness
of the bureaucratic-authoritarian regimes
did much to downgrade their very legiti-
macy and hence, hasten their own down-
fall. The grand failure of authoritarianism to
deliver its promises of order and proegress
amid poverty and instability simply served
to add fuel to the popular clamar in the 80s
for a return to democratic forms of rule in
many parts of the Third World,

The restoration of demeocracy in such
countries as Brazil, Argentina, Peru, and the
Fhilippines have been welcomed initially by
widespread popular enthusiasm. Promises
of economic develepment, participatory
democracy, and social reforms swept into
power populist leaders like Argentina’s
Raul Alfonsin, Peru's Alan Garcia, and the
Philippines' Coraron Agquing. Howeaver, the
persistent problems of poverty and unem-
ployment, foreign debt ‘crisis. Iniguitous
agrarian land distribution, military interven-
tion in politics, human rights viclations,
insurgencies, and elite-dominated,
patronage-based party systems continue to
lay siege to the erecticn of genuine democ-
racy's social fortresses in many Third Warld
nations,

The Politics of Democratic Transition

This study is meant to be a modeast con-
tripution te the expanding volumes of
studies on transitions to democracy’ Spe-
cifically, this work intends to look into the
nature and process of transition from
authoritarianism to liberal democracy in

&

Third World socleties. The identification
and study of this type of transition would be
crucial in conducting a critical assessment
of the extent and depth that democratic
forms and procedures were instituted in the
periphery following the fall from powerofthe
authaoritarian leaderships.

Viela and Mainwaring noted three lypes
of non-revalutionary transitions to democ-
rady: (1) transitions initiated from above.
{2) transitions through regime collapse.
and (3) transitions through regime with-
drawal

Transitions Initiated from Above

Transitions initiated from above are usu-
ally characterized by a high level of con-
tinuity ‘in the policies of the preceding
authoritarian regime. While thers is the
marginalization of the so-called "hardlin-
ers’' in the authoritarian regime, the more
flexible leaders socon found their way into
critical governmental posts in the new
regime. Consequently, - the new regime
though renouncing the exlreme
authoritarian practices of the past is, at the
same tima, bent on excluding radical ele-
ments from partaking of the fruits of demaoc-
racy.’ |

This isto be expected since in this type of
transition, the authoritarian regime itself is
the controlling force in the shift towards
political liberalization and democratization.
Inthis regard, Share and Mainwaring would
prefer to use the term "transitions through
transactions™ to classify instanceswherathe
regime initiates the transition, establishes
limits to political changes, and remains an
impertant electoral force during the transi-
tion. Specificaliy, the notion of “transaction”™
wouldimply the employment of negotiations
between the regime’s elites and the moder-
ate opposition in hammering oul the
mechanics of the transition process® Sig-
nificant examples of transitions initiated
from above could be gleansd from the
Spanish? and the Brazilian experience.

In the Brazilian™ case, the process of
liberalization was inaugurated with the
declaration of abertura (opening) by Ge-
neral Ernesto Geisel in 1974, ten years afler
the coup of 1864 which overthrew the Joao
Goulart government, In this manner, the
Brazilian military sought to supervise the
process and set the conditions wheraby the
reins of government would be handed back
to civilian rule. For instance, the military
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successfully blocked the direfas fa (direct
elegtions now) campaign for president
launched by the opposition in 1984 for fear
that a progressive president would maost
probably be placed in office if direct elec-
tions were allowed.

Hence, the present Jose Sarmey' go-
vernment, though predominantly civilian in
character, continuesto be heavily influenced
by the military. Six active-duty officers rep-
resenting the various 'military branches and
services hold cabinet positions. At the same
time, the military retains the power to veto
crucial political and social policies."?

Transitions Through Regime Collapse

Another form of transition to democracy
isthat which comes in the heels of a regime
collapse or breakdown. Numerous exam-
ples could be cited in this regard. Among
tham are the cases of Germany, Japan, [taly,
and Austria after World War I, Costa Rica in
1848, Portugal and Greece in 1974, and
Argentina and the Philippines in the 1980s.
Unlike in transitions initiated from above,
transitions after regime collapse afford the
preceding authoritarian regimes |little
chance of taking charge of the transition
process. In fact, the likelihood is pretty slim
thal prominent elites identified with the
former regime would be allowed to hold
important positions in the new government,

Inthis type of transition, the authoritarian
regime is often heavily delegitimized, either
through its failure to manage the economic
crisis, its crude political reprassivenass, or
its defeal in external wars. In this respact,
the demand trom the populace fora defini-
tive break from this type of regime is greatly
emphasized. Thus, regime breakdowns
ppen up a broader opportunity and a wider
space for civil society to organize and
penetrate the state. The initial period of the
transition therefore is usually characterized
by an intense struggle to redefine the rules
of the game in the political system.!

In the case of Argentina, the return of
electoral democracy was facilitaled by the
defeat of the Argenting military in the hands
of the British in the i|l-fated Falklands (Mal-
vinas) War of 1982, The massive delegitimiza-
tion of the regime forced the military junta to
surrender the reins of power to civilian politi-
cians.™

During the initial stage of Argentina's
transition process, the military tried to pass
{though in vain) an Amnesty Law that would

have exempted the military leaders respon-
sible for the "dirty war” of 1976 to 1883, The
nature: of the transition process charac-
terized by regime collapse, however, ena-
bled the succeeding liberal democratic
regime of Alfonsin, which rode high on the
crest of massive popular support to take the
initiative in prosecuting the military rulers
responsible for human rights violations.
The conviction of military junta members
whe presided owver the "dirty war’ has
been noted to be a first in Latin American
political history. The courts sentenced Gen.
Jorge Videla and Adm. Emilioc Massera to
life imprisonment while the head of the
second junta, Army Brig. Gen. Roberto Vio-
la, was given a sentence of 17 years in pri-
son. Adm. Lambruschini and AirForce Brig.
Gen. Orlando Agosti received lighter sen-
tences.'®

As of late, howewer, the Alfonsin regime
seems to have succumbed to pressures
from the military establishment with the
passage of a law widely known as Punto
Firal (full-stop). The legislation puts a stop
to the trials and prosecutions of military
officials accused of human rights viola-
tions. '

With respect to the Philippine case, the
assassination of opposition ex-Senator
Benigno Agquino Jr. in 1983 signalled the
beginning of the end of the Marcos regime.
Tha massive demonstrations which erupted
and the enormous economic crisis which
unfolded in its wake severely undermined
the autharitarian regime's capacity to conti-
nuously reproduce itself.

The snap presidential elections of Feb-
ruary 1986, which the Marcos regime
intended to be just a simple “demonstra-
tion election’” to legitimize its rule, was
instead utilized by the popular movement
as an occasion for harnessing people's
power in opposition to authoritarianism.
Amid the massive exposition of the fraudu-
lent electoral activities of the Marcos peliti-
cal machinery to win the elections at all
costs, the masses rallied behind the united
opposition's presidential candidate, Cora-
zon Aquino, and found in her the perfect
symbol of protest against the dictatorship.

The snap elections therefore provided
the organizing framework which prepared
the stage for the mass insurrection that
accompanied the military mutiny al EDSA
on February 22-25, 1986, thus forcing the
hurried and harried flight of the dictator

?
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“The role and behavior of the
military during the transition
shall determine the futwﬁ’ of

democratic regimes.

“Liberal democracy was able
to thrive in advanced
industrial societies because of
a substantial socio-economic
hase — the middle class.”

Marcos. In the Philippine case, therefore,
the transition to democracy followed a
regime collapse which was facilitated by a
popular uprising.'”

The Philippine transition, in comparison
with the other forms of transitions to demo-
cracy elswhere in the Third World offered
greater possibilities for popular interven-
tion in the process of social change. The
Aguino regime after all rode to power on
the back of a mass movement.'s

Given the manner it was thrust into
office, there were high hopeas that the new
regime would lead the way in breaking
away from the past. However, instead of
acting immediately on urgent issues of
social reform (e.g. agraran reform) as
guaranteed by the awesome powers it
commanded under the Freedom Constitu-
tion which replaced the 1973 Constitution
of the previous regime, the Aquino go-
vernment waited for the establishment of
Congress and the fuller reassertion of con-
servative interests in policy-making.'® Thus,
the regime, in sticking to conventions,
appears to have forgotten its insurrectio-
nary origins when confronted by the age-
old problems of the Filipino people.

-]

Transitions Through Regime Withdrawal

The third form of transition to democracy
as propounded by Viola and Mainwaring is
that precipitated by regime withdrawal.
This transitional type is an intermediate
category between the transition controlled
from above and the transition after regime
collapse. Transitions through regime with-
drawal usually occur due to the low level of
legitimacy and weak fiber of internal cohe-
sion afflicting the authoritarian regime. The
regime therefore, voluntarily decides to
step down from the ladder of power, In so
doing. a total regime collapse is avoided,
while at the same time providing the
authoritarian regime a fairly substantial
opportunity to control certain aspects of
the schedule and content of its own with-
drawal. Howaver, &2 major hindrance in this
transitional form is the authoritarian
regime’s inability to organize a mass politi-
cal party thereby rendering the regime
inutile in controlling the transition beyond
the holding of the first elections®® Out-
standing recent examples of transitions
through regime withdrawal are those of
Ecuador and Peru.*!

The study of the form of transition to
democracy -undertaken by Third World
societies in the 1980s is thereby of utmost
importance in trying to make sense of the
nature of the problems of redemoeratiza-
tion confronting the newly restored democ-
racies, Furthermore, by locking into the
process of democratic transition, we are
able to place in its proper perspective the
successes and failures so far incurred by
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the regimes which replaced authoritarian
rule in their efforts at redemocratization.

Towards A Comparative Study
of the Latin American and Philippine
Political Formations

The authoritarian regimes that emerged
in many Third World countries in the 1970s
and 19805 were of the bureaucratic-
authoritarian type which relied heavily an
technocratic policy-making practices. This
type of political order was instituted io be a
prerequisite for the implementation of the
maonetarist model of development pro-
mated by the so-called "Los Chicago Boys,”
Heavily influenced by the economic
thought popularized at the University of
Chicago, these economic planners and
technocrats held that economic efficiency
and moneta:y stability could be achieved
only through 1he free market mechanism
and the opening of the economy to the rest
of the world.*

In practice. however, free trade and the
unregulated flow of foreign investment has
only led to the sorry sight of Third World
gconomies reeling from the disastrous
impact of chronic balance of payments
deficits. This led autharitarian regimes to
borrow heavily from foreign lending institu-
tions inthe 1970s and eventually, precipita-
ting the debtcrisisiaf the 1880s. It would be
gond therefore to compare the various
approaches to the debt crisisadopted by the
four regimes under study 10 see ifthey serve
ta further or to otherwise hinder the rede-
mocratization process in their respective
societies®

The comparison of the Latin American
and the Philippine military would also be an
interesting exercise. While the formerhas a
long history of intervention into the political
affairs of its country. the latter only became
really that politically active after the impasi-
tion of martial law in the Philippings in
1972 Moreoyer the coup d'etal as a politj-
cal weapon is a relatively political nowvelty
unlike in Latin America where the notion of
golpe de estado has become a natural parl
of political life® In this light, it is extremely
valuable to look into the role and behaviar
of the military during the transitional pro-
cess 30 as to determine the political future
of democratic regimes in the Third World.

A limitation of the study may be the fact
that it did not endeavor to compare the

democratic transition in the Philippines
with that of our Southeast Asian neighbors.
Howevar, it could easily be noted thal there
has been no major democratic break-
throughs in Southeast Asia in the 1980s
except in the Philippines. On the contrary, it
could be observed as of late that there is
even a trend towards the further diminution
of democratic space in the paricular cases
of Singapore and Malaysia through the
strengthening of Internal Security Acts.

Another reason, aside from the other
points raised above, why the author chose
to compara the Philippine transition with its
Latin American counterparts is the similarly
critical role played by the CatholicChurchin
these societies. ™

What is Democracy?

The term democracy from the purview of
procedural politics would refer to a political
regime with free competitive elections and
with universal adult suffrage. A regime of
democracy would respect freedom of
speech and the press, freedom of political
association, and individual political liber-
ties and civil rights.””

Redemocratization, thersfore, would
refer to the process by which the political
conditions enunciated above are recon-
quered by the body politic. Applied to the
concrete practice of politics, however, we
would find out that the solid exercise of
democratic procedutes often run against
the obstacles erected by social relations.
Hence. it bacomes imperative to make usa
of the distinction made between the con-
cepts. of regime and state by Brazilian
social scientist Cardoso.

According to Cardeso, a regime
embodies the rules of the game which link
political institutions and administer the
bonds between the political leadership and
the citizenry, A state, on the other hand.
represents the pact of domination which
aexists among the dominant classes or class
fractions and the norms which quarantee
their dominance over the subordinate stra-
ta. Furthermore, he pointed out that while
the state’s pact of domination determines
which social forces control and whose
interests prevail in a given poelitical order,
the regime form merely establishes the
political procedures nd institutions
through which the dominant class coalition
exercises its powar
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Problems of Redemocratization

The problems of redemocratization con-
fronting Latin America and the Philippines
could be viewed along three different levels
of analysis:

(1) political level

— problems of political
ization

— lack of civilian control over a politi-
cized military

— persistence of elite-dominated,
patronage-based political party sys-
tem

— Insurgency problem

(2) economic level

— poverty and unemployment

— foreign debt crisis

— inflation

— transnationalization of the
2conomy

(3) social level

— iniguitous land ownership (agrarian
reform issua)

— unequal social structures

— lack of cultural identity

institutional-

The basicargument in this study is that the
problems of redemocratization in the
Philippines and Latin America could be
attributed to the fact that what occurred in
these societies, was basically a change in
the political regime rather than a transfor-
mation in social structures. Hence, while
the political rules of the game have
changed, the social formation which sub-
sidized the state structures of elite domina-
tion have remained basically intact,

In this regard, the social conditions ol
poverty, inequality and underdevelopment

“. . To be considered
democratic in essence, the
political regime in face of
massive social inequality must
render distributive justice in
society.”’

L=

which are the characteristic traits of
peripheral or dependent capitalism have
remained firmly implanted in the group.
Simply stated, the roots of social unrest and
political instability have nol been eradi-
cated, thus leaving the door wide open for
the re-entry of authoritarianism in the politi-
cal center stage given the proper breaks
and the right timing.

Liberal democracy was able to thrive in
the advanced industrial sccieties because
of a substantial socio-economic base for
such a form of democracy — the middle
class, However, in a Third World setting
where the majority are impoverished, li-
beral democracy appears to be possible only
in form, but never in substance.

What is being proposed here, therefore,
is a perspective which looks at democrati-
zation as a complex and exhaustive pro-
cess involving the dispersal not only of
political power but also of economic power.
To be truly considered democratic in
essence, the political regime in the face of
massive social inequality has to render dis-
tributive justice if it is to rule for the major-
ity interest in-society.

The first line,of argument in this paper
follows the logic that progressive changes in
the social formation' of peripheral
capitalism {e.g. democratization of wealth,
agrarian reform, profit sharing, etc.) has to
accur 50 as to allow the majority interests in
civil society — the underclasses — greater
opportunities in penetrating the state struc-
tures.

The second line of argument, which is
not exclusive of the first, posits the view
that democracy is won and sustained
through active political and ideological
struggle. It has been argued here that the
social formation of peripheral capitalism
which is based on private accumulation of
wealth and transnationalized distribution of
surplus, provides the foundation for the rise
of an authoritarian state. The Gramscian
notion of hegemony points out that such
social arrangements are sustained not enly
through the outward use of force, but are
justified through the active propagation of
the dominant ideology®

If the threat to democracy lies not only in
the objective existence of social conditions
of poverty and inequality but also in the
subjective propagation of forms of con-
sciousness which makes people accept
their subjugation in hunger and in silence,
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then the struggled for democracy also
involves the active propagation ofa counter-
consciousness where people become con-
vinced of their nght to shape and managa
their own social, economic, and political
lives.

NOTES

Laccording to Micos Poulantzas, the powes oo
indicates the particular contradictory unity of the polit
ically dominant classes or fractions of classes as
related to a particular form of the capitalist state. See
his beok Political Power and Soeoial Classes {London:
Wearso, 1978,

For studies on the rise of bureaucratic-authoritative
regimes and developmental dictatorships in the Third
Warld, please see David Gollier {ed). The MNew
Authoritarigmism in Latin Americs [New Jersey.Pance-
ton University Press, 1978): Guillkermo O'Donnell,
Modernization and  Bureaucratic  Authoritananiso
(Berkeley: Institute of Internaticnal Studies, 1973)
James Malloy {ed.), Authorilasaniso and Coporalism
in Latin AmericalPitsburgh: Univarsity of Fittsburgh,
19771 Ranaldo Munck Polilics and Dependancy in the
Third Ward: The Case of Latin America (Londaon: Zed
Books, 1984} Roberd Wessor, New Military Politics in
Latin America (Mew York: Pragger, 1982},

Clive Thomas, The Rise of the AuthoFitarian State in
Poriphoral Societies (Mew York and London: Monthly
Aeview Prass, 19841, p. 128,

AEdward Herman and James Petras, “Resurgent

Demecracy: Ahetoric and Reality,” New Laft Review,
P 154 (Movember-Decamber 1985, pp. B3-08.
“Far thaoreticalstudies on the politics of democrati
zation, please refer to Dankwart Hustow, “Transiticns
to Democracy: Towards a Dynamic Madal,” Compara-
bva Politics. 2 (April 1970), pp. 237-363; Guillermo
O'Donnell, “Tensions In the Bureaucralic-
Authoritarian State and Lhe Question of Democracy,’
in David Gallier (2d), The New Authodtariansm in
Latin America (New Jersey: Princeton Unwersity Press,
1575), pp. 2A5-318; John Herz (ed.), From Dictatorshio
fo Oemperacy (Wastport, CT: Greenwood Prass,
1982 Samuel Muntington, “Will More Countrigs
Become Damocratic?, Political Soience Cuartary 99
(Summer 1984} 153-219; Thomas Bruneaw, “Transi-
tion from Authoritarian Regimes: The Contrasting
Cases of Grazil and Partugal,” in Frad Eidlin {ed),
Constitational, Democracy: Essays in Comparalivg
Politics {Boulder Westvlew Frass, 1983). pp. 470-400;
H. Handelman and T. Sanders (eds.). Military Govern-
ment and fhe Movement Towards Damogracy in Soulh
America  [Bloominglon: Indiana University Press,
1981}

"Eduardo Viola and Scott Mainwaring, “Transitions
to Democracy: Brazil and Argentina in the 1980s"
iKellogg Institute for International Studies, Lniversity
of Motre Dame), Working Paper Moo 27 July 1924,

bid, pp. 4-5.

iDanald Share and Scolt Mainwaring, “Transition
Threugh Transaction: Democratization in Brazil and
Spain.” Wayna Selcher (ed.), Political Liberalization in
Brazil [Boulder: Westview Pross, 1986), p. 175,

‘Az regards the Spanish transition to democracy
{rom the Franco era, we could cite the following
studles: Jose Maravall, The Transition to Demacracy (1
Spain (Mew York: St.Martin's Press, 1882) Juan Paklo
Fusi Mizpurua, Spain: Dictatorship o Democracy
[Londoen: George Allen and Umwin, 1981), Victor Alba,

Transition in Spain: From Dictatorship o Democracy
(Mew Brunswick, “Spain and its Francoist Heritage,”
in John Herz (ed). From Diotatorship (o Democracy
(Westport:  Greenwood Press. 1982, pp. 215-2300
David Bell{ad.), Demaearatic Politics in Spain (London:
Frances Pinter, 1983); Christopher Abzland Nissa Tor-
rents {eds), Span: Gonshitutional Democracy (Lon-
don: Croom Helm, 1984)

For & comparative sludy on the demccratic transition
in Spain and Portugal, see Juan Ling, "Some Com-
parative Thoughts on the Transition to Democracy in
Pertugal and Spain,” in dorge Braga de Macedo and
Simon Serfarty (eds.). Porfugal Since the Revolution;
Enonaiic and Folitical Perspeciives (Boulder West-
view Press, 1981).

WEnr stodigs on the Brazilian transition, see Robert
Wesson and David Fleischar, Braziiin Tramsition (Mew
York: Pragger. 18831 Scott Mainwaring.'The Transi-
tion to Democracy in Brazil,” Interamerican Studies
and Waorld Affairs 28 (May 18B6): 148-179;, Wayne
Seloher (ed.), Political Liberalization in Brazit [Boul-
dar, Ceolorado: ‘Westview Press. 1938}, Bolival
Lamaurler, "Spening Through Elections: Will the
Brazilian Case Beoome a Paradigm®.” Government
and Cpposition 19 (1984} 2; Thomas Bruneau, "Con-
solidating Givilian Brazil,” Third World Quartenly 7
(Catober 1885) 4 973-847,

it was Tancredo Teves who was chosSen as presi-
dent by the electoral college on January 15, 1885,
However, Taves died even before he assumed the pre
sidency, thus paving the way for the avaluation of
vice-president alect Jose Sarney a3 president of Brazil.

128ocial scientist Guillermo ©'Bennell has put farth
the wiew that a single civilian Minister ol Defense
should replace the traditional Ministars of the: Army,

Mawy and Air Force, Furthermers, he batted for the
removal of the Chief of the Inlelligence Services from

rinisterial status. All along, the military ministers have
opposed the creation of a single Ministry of Defense
unger civilian control. See Frances Hagopian and
Seott Mainwaring, "Democracy in Brazilh Crigins,
Problems, Prospects.” (Kellogg Institute for Intarna-
tional Studies, University of Motre Dame), Working
Paper Mo. 100, September 1987, pp. 12-135

yiala and Mainwaring, “Transitions to Democrady.
Brazif and Argentina in the 1980s." pp. 7-9.

“Eecrge Philip, "The Fall of the Argenting dilitary,’
Third World Quartesly G (July 1984} 3: B24-837,

BEmilic Mignone"The Mifitarys Whal 15 to be
Done?’ MNACLA Report one the Amearicas 271 (July-
August TIETY 4 20-24.

= Juan Mendez, “Allonsin and Punfo Firal,'” Homan
Highis Interral Reporfer 2 (Winter-Spring 1987) 54
5-B;

For goeounts on the February Uprising of 1886 in
the Philippines, see Francisco Nemenzo, "A Nation in
Ferment: Anatysis of the Februarny Revoluticn,” in M.
Rajaretnan (od), The Aguing Alternative [Singapore:
Institute of Southeast Asian Siudies, 1986); Emmanug|
Lallana. “The Aegime is Dead! Long Live the
Aegime,” Kasarinlan 1 (2nd Qtr. 1988) 4: 3-6; Edicio
de la Torre, Anlonio Lambino and Alexander Magno,
“The February Revolution: A New Political Phase or a
Aeturn 1o Pre-Martial Law Politics,' (U.P. Third World
Studies Genter), The Philippines in the Third Waorld
FPapors Series Mo, 42, Apri | 1986: Alex Magno, Conrado
de Quiros and Rene Ofrengo. The February Revolu-
tion: Three Wiews {(Quezon City, Karrel 1986), pam-
phiet; Francisco Magnao, " The Political Dynamics of
People's Power,” Kasariman 1(2nd Otr. 1986) 42 13-18.

1



HASARINLAN

“Eduardo Tadam, "The Popular Uprising in the
Fhilippines,” Mew Asian Vision 3 (1938) 11 43-55.

"Randolf David, "Filipinos Wait Impatiently  for
Aeforms from Cory Aguine,” Third World Network
Featuras. No. BB, 1987

iola and Mainwaring, “Transttions (0 Demoora-
oy Brazil and Argentina in the 18805, pp. 10-11,

HFor studies made on the Peruvian transition,
pleasa refer o John Crabires, " The Consalidation of
Alan Garcia's Governmentin Peru.” Third World Quar-
terfy 8 (July 1987) 3: BOB-825; 5. Gorman {ad.). Posl-
Revolutionary Perul The Politics of Transformation
[ Boulder: Westview Press, 1982),

“Carlos Fartin, “The  Failure of Repressive
Monatarizm: Chile, 1873-83," Third Warld Quartedy &
[April 1984) 2; 310-326.

“There isa host of valuahle warks on the debt crisis
in the Third World, Among them are HRicardo
French-Davis, "Latin American Debt: Debtor-Craditor
Relations,” Third Word Quartary 9 (Oclober 1987 4
T167-1183; Rebert Pellin and Eduards Zepada, " Latin
American Debt: The Choices Ahead,” Monthly Review
A (February 1987 9 1-16; James Petras, " The IMF,
Austerity- and the State in Latin America. " Third World
Quartedy B (April 1986) 20 425-448; Harry Magdoff,
"Third World Debt; Past and Fresent,” Moasly
Hewview 37 [(February 1986) 9 1-10; Ricerdan Roett

Latin America's Response o the Dett Crizis,” Third
Werd CQuaderly 7 (April 1985) 2 227-241. Arthur
MacEwan, ""The Current Grisis in Latin Amanca and
the Interpnational Economy,”” Month!y Review 36 (Feb-
ruary 1885) 9 1-18; Hobert Wood, "The Debt Crisis
and Morth-South Relations,” Third Waerld Quartariy &
{duly 1984} 3; 703-7 16,

*For studies on the Philippine military. see Fran-
cisco Nemenzo, A Seascn of Coups: Aeflections on
the Military in Politics,”" Kesarimlan 2 (2nd Qtr. 1987):
5-14; P.N. Abinales, "Demilitarization, The Military and
the Post-Marcos Transition,” Kasacirfan 2 (18t Qtr.
188Y) 3 5-16, Randol David, Francisco Memenzo.

texander Magno and Emmanugl Lallana, “Coup
d'etat in the Philippines: Four Essays” (UF TWSC),
The Philippines in the Third World Papers Monograph
Series Mo, 44, December 1986: Caroling Hernandeaz,
“The Philipping hilitary and Civilian Control Under
Marcos and Beyand,” Third Word Quarieey 7
{Dctober 1985) 4- 907 -923,

“The more penatrating analyses an the dynamics of
the Latin Amencan military could be found in Robert
Wesson, Mew Military Politics in Latin Amarica (Mew
York: Frasger, 1882y Roberto Munck, “Military
Regimes: Argentina Since the Cowp,” Pobtics and
Depandency {n the Thivd Word: The Case of Lalin
America [London: Zed Books, 1984 Alfred Stepan,
The Military in Politics: Changing Patferns in Srazil
(Princeton: Prnceton University Press, 1971 Jose
Mun, "The Middle Class Military Coup,” in Robert
Rhodas (ed), Imparaiism and Underdevelopment: A
Readear (Mew York and Londan: Monthly Beview Press,
1970}, pp. 323-357

=\iola and Mainwaring, " Transitions (o Demacracy:
Brazil and Argentina in the 18980s" p 2.

AFerpando Henrgue Cardoso, "On the Characteri-
zaticn of Authoritadan Regimeas in Latin America.” in
David Collier (ed)y The New Authorifarianism in Latin
America (Frinceton: Frinceton L niversity Press, 1978);
quoted in Kennath Roberds, "Democracy and the
Dependent Capitalist State-in Latin Amearica,” Monthiy
Review Press 37 (Qotober 1985} 5; 12-26.

*hccording e . Antonio Gramsch  hegemony s
achigved and maintained by a dominant class or frac-
tion through ideological stroggle resting on political
inteliectual and moral leadership, and that rather than
resling on the “false consciousness” of the dominatad
clagses, it gains their active consént through articulat-
ing a national-popular outlool that includes conoes-
sions to their interests and a broadening of the domi-
nant class perspective beyvoend a narrow economic-
corporata dimension, See his Selechon From the
Prizan MNofebooks (New York: International Pub-
lishers, 1871),

Christianiiew Intarnationalist

TR

Do METHING Fof 4o 1 ikl THATS A
1 PROHRE BaradRE Tond PR HOLT Yo TS A VR C0F PRMAUNE-
I UTTER, CoMTEMPT! :mm A FLITAAN To

%L HE, WHRT fLATFIRM APE
Rk, dM,

12





