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FLACSO-CLADDE 1992). On Contadora, see Alicia Frohmann, “De conta-
dora al grupo de los ocho: El reaprendizaje de la concertación polı́tica regional”
Estudios Internacionales 22(87) (July–September 1989): 365–427.

48. Both undertook this step in 1994. Paz V. Milet, “La desmilitarización en Haitı́”
and Ebrahim Asvat, “La desmilitarización Panameña y sus desafı́os futuros,”
both in Paz y Seguridad en las Américas No. 12, July 1997, pp. 14–15 and 15–
18, respectively.

49. John R. Redick, “The Tlatelolco Regime and Nonproliferation in Latin Amer-
ica” International Organization 35(1) (Winter 1981): 103–34.

50. St. John, The Foreign Policy of Peru, pp. 204, 210.
51. E.g., the OAS organized the Seminario Regional Sobre la Aplicación Nacional

de la Convención Sobre Armas Quı́micas in Lima in September 1994; during
the XXIV Assembly the member countries also approved a resolution against
arms proliferation; and at the IX Plenary Session the Commission for Hemi-
spheric Security approved a resolution calling on members to redouble their
efforts on disarmament and arms control. Since 1987 the Latin American Cen-
ter for Defense and Disarmament (CLADDE) and the Joint Study Program of



3. The Myth of Hegemonic Management 227

Latin American International Relations (RIAL) have edited an annual study of
progress in the area of arms control and disarmament, Estudio Estratégico de
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y democracia en América Latina, 1992–1996: Urnas y Desencanto Polı́tico (San
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53. Lanús, De Chapultepec al Beagle, pp. 526–28; Princen, International Inter-
mediaries, pp. 142–43.

54. Fontana, “Political Decision-Making By a Military Corporation,” pp. 66–72.
55. Mónica Peralta Ramos, “Toward an Analysis of the Structural Basis of Coercion

in Argentina: The Behavior of the Major Factions of the Bourgeoisie, 1976–
1983” in Mónica Peralta Ramos and Carlos H. Waisman, eds., From Military
Rule to Liberal Democracy in Argentina (Boulder: Westview, 1987), pp. 55–56;
Erro, Resolving the Argentine Paradox, pp. 124–25.

56. Fontana, “Political Decision-Making By a Military Corporation,” pp. 121–22.
57. Erro, Resolving the Argentine Paradox, pp. 123–26.
58. Fontana, “Political Decision-Making By a Military Corporation,” pp. 126–

31.
59. Middlebrook, Task Force, p. 36; Fontana, “Political Decision-Making By a Mili-

tary Corporation,” pp. 140–41, but Lawrence Freedman and Virginia Gamba-
Stonehouse, Signals of War: The Falklands Conflict of 1982 (Princeton: Prince-
ton University Press, 1991) see the Malvinas issue as secondary to those
concerning economic policies, pp. 3–4.

60. Latin American Bureau, Falklands/Malvinas: Whose Crisis? (London: Latin
American Bureau Ltd, 1982), p. 80.

61. Carlos J. Moneta, “The Malvinas Conflict: Some Elements for an Analysis of
the Argentine Military Regime’s Decision-Making Process” in Heraldo Munoz
and Joseph S. Tulchin, eds., Latin American Nations in World Politics (Boulder:
Westview, 1984), pp. 128–29, also reprinted in Millenium 13(3): 198ff.

62. The plebiscite was in response to United Nations condemnation of the Chilean
government for massive human rights violations. Under the repressive condi-
tions of the times, the vote was hardly “free and unfettered” but it did allow
Pinochet to claim a popular basis for his government. To a military who saw
themselves acting in the name of the nation, it would be difficult to discard
the results entirely. Valenzuela, “The Military in Power,” p. 38.

63. Valenzuela, “The Military in Power,” p. 61; Eduardo Silva, “The Political
Economy of Chile’s Regime Transition: From Radical to ‘Pragmatic’ Neo-Lib-
eral Policies” in Drake and Jaskic, The Struggle for Democracy in Chile, pp.



252 6. Military Leadership and the Use of Force

98–127 discusses the economic concessions Pinochet made to his constituen-
cies between 1983–1985.

64. In 1988 Pinochet lost his bid for re-election, garnering “only” 43 percent of
the vote against a combined opposition. Probably to his detriment, Pinochet
had structured the vote to be either “yes or no” on whether he should continue
in office. As it became clear that Pinochet was losing the 1988 plebiscite on
whether he should remain in power for another ten years, he looked for a way
to continue his regime but the other members of the Junta refused to support
such a move. Chile held democratic elections the following year. Sigmund,
The United States and Democracy in Chile, pp. 167–78.

65. Nora Femenia, National Identity in Times of Crises: The Scripts of the Falklands-
Malvinas War (Commack, New York: Nova Science Publishers, Inc. 1996),
passim.

66. See the analysis of decisionmaking in the Malvinas case undertaken by the
military government that assumed office after the defeat: Rattenbach Commis-
sion, Informe Rattenbach: El Drama de Malvinas (Buenos Aires: Ediciones
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