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			Foreword

		

		
			The repositioning of the Americas away from a north-south focus to a more south-south one has had major consequences in the political, economic, social, and cultural spheres. One of the most interesting, and controversial, expressions of this repositioning has been the creation of regional alliances that seek to go beyond economic integration and address other issues such as collective responses to regional conflicts, threats to democracy, or the global financial crisis.

			Some observers talk about the proliferation of acronyms (such as UNASUR, ALBA, and CELAC) as a phenomenon that simply represents a series of instruments for political and propaganda purposes fostered by Venezuela’s President Hugo Chávez and his allies. Others view the creation of these organizations as steps toward unification by Latin American and Caribbean countries in the context of a new hemispheric setting in which the United States has lost its hegemonic role in the region.

			Notwithstanding the angle from which one assesses these initiatives, it is clear that we are witnessing a new scenario that deserves careful examination. The Bolivarian Alliance of the Americas (Alianza Bolivariana para las Américas, ALBA) is a case in point. Established as a reaction to the U.S.-sponsored Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA), ALBA has developed into an organization with multiple facets that opened new spaces for geopolitical, cultural, economic, social, and ideological interactions among nations in the region and beyond.

			This book is the first comprehensive analysis of ALBA and related initiatives. It presents a wide range of perspectives on the theme, exploring the historical and ideological roots of ALBA, its successes and failures, the connections between the ALBA and the region’s geopolitical, security, economic, and ideological dimensions, and relation between ALBA, the United States, and extra-hemispheric powers such as Russia and China. As a whole, this volume weaves together such crucial issues as the politics of oil, drug trafficking, hemispheric security, and trade.

			The editors convened an international group of experts at the University of Miami on May 9–10, 2011, to examine the diverse aspects of ALBA from different disciplinary perspectives. But the origin of this volume is much deeper. In 2010, the Miami Consortium for Latin American and Caribbean Studies —a partnership between the Center for Latin American Studies at the University of Miami and the Latin American and Caribbean Center at Florida International University— awarded a grant to Bruce Bagley and Magdalena Defort to co-direct an Interdisciplinary Research Group integrated by faculty from both institutions and focused on issues of democratic transition, illiberalism, and authoritarian politics in Latin America. Under the leadership of Bagley and Defort, the project evolved into the ALBA project and eventually led to the publication of this volume.

			Designated as a U.S. Department of Education National Resource Center on Latin America, the Miami Consortium is recognized as one of the nation’s top institutions for the study of Latin America and the Caribbean. Among its functions, the Miami Consortium spearheads cutting-edge research, expands and strengthens international linkages, and supports academic exchange and networking for a broad community of scholars, government officials, journalists, and others interested in Latin America and the Caribbean.

			In turn, the University of Miami’s Center for Latin American Studies examines relevant trends and phenomena in the Americas through focused analysis by multidisciplinary teams constituted by faculty, students, and other experts. The convergence of the missions of our Center and the Miami Consortium is expressed in this volume, which advances academic knowledge, informs both the public and public sectors, and promotes scholarly exchange between the United States and its neighbors to the South as well as a broader dialogue that connects the rest of the world to Latin America and the Caribbean.

			One of our goals is to establish the University of Miami’s Center for Latin American Studies as a principal definer of research agendas involving twenty-first-century issues affecting the Americas. The project, led by Bagley and Defort, advances this vision by developing a project that speaks to such crucial themes as global security and the politics and economics of South-South relations.

			Controversial, contradictory, ambivalent, and unpredictable are some of the adjectives that we may employ to qualify the Bolivarian Alliance of the Americas. But despite these and other qualifiers, it is undeniable that ALBA is a subject that has shaped the regional agenda and will likely continue to do so as new initiatives, such as the recently created Community of Latin American and Caribbean States (Comunidad de Estados Latinoamericanos y Caribeños, CELAC), emerge. While critics have questioned the necessity for another regional organization, others have stressed that bringing together all Latin American and Caribbean countries is an important stride toward effective integration. In this context, the analysis of ALBA is fundamental to understand conflicting expectations and agendas for regional alliances.

			I am convinced that this study will generate productive conversations about such issues as the “New Left” in Latin America, regional integration, U.S.–Latin American relations, South-South relations, and the opportunities and challenges facing democracies in the region. By summoning a rich variety of voices to the dialogue on these issues, the editors succeed in presenting a thought-provoking volume that will inspire fresh ideas, correct biases, and stimulate more research on this important topic.

			Ariel C. Armony, weeks professor in Latin American Studies, professor of International Studies, and director, Center for Latin American Studies, University of Miami
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			Introduction

			Bruce M. Bagley and Magdalena Defort

		

		
			We have a Nation, we have a Nation! How much has it cost to recover it! Today, finally, after a struggle, we have a Nation for which we sacrifice. From my patriot’s heart, I call on all of Venezuelan patriots because we are the revolutionaries, we are the humans, we are the socialists; we are many things. In essence, we are patriots. . . . We have people who will try to benefit from difficult circumstances to re-establish capitalism, [and] neoliberalism, and to break down the Nation. In this circumstance, they will not do it; all the patriots and revolutionaries, who feel [for] the Nation, will answer in their essence, as Augusto Mijares said, the people are “unity, struggle, and victory.”

			 Hugo Chávez Frías1

			These are the last words that the Venezuelan people heard from their president, Colonel Hugo Chávez Frías before his trip to Cuba to battle his cancer. On March 5, 2013, a few weeks after his return to Venezuela and hospitalization for medical treatment, the interim government announced the Bolivarian chief’s death. For fourteen years, he had led Venezuela and ALBA, the Alliance for the Bolivarian People’s independence from United States imperialism. With Chávez’s death, the first stage of a revolutionary project was concluded. At the same time, a new stage started. Now the Venezuelan people and their allies will have to compensate for their leader’s absence; they will have to walk against the wind, alongside the Bolivarian countries that will face challenges with them.

			It is relevant to recall an event that would establish the Chavista project’s future a little differently. On December 8, 2013, it was the first time, after fourteen years of his leadership, that the commander-in-chief, head of state, and leader of the Bolivarian Revolution, Hugo Chávez not only transferred his power temporarily to the vice president of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, but also nominated Nicolás Maduro as his successor for the next presidential elections. This event took place before the cameras of the National Television of Venezuela. Therefore, the great “caudillo” left behind his testament and assured the continuity of the Bolivarian “spectacle” under the leadership of a new ruler. Thirty days later, on April 14, 2013, Maduro became the new head of the Bolivarian State of Venezuela and a new leader of the Chavista revolutionary process for the people of the Alliance.

			It is important to mention that from its creation to the present day, ALBA was committed to offering itself as the most viable pattern of integration among a kaleidoscope of cooperation initiatives that emerged in Latin America during the twenty-first century. However, the idea to re-configure the region, promoted by the Bolivarian Alliance, was neither the first nor was it unique; it is reminiscent of the projects by the architects of newly emerged nations from the nineteenth century and of the unity of the people of Latin America and the Caribbean, who had achieved a break from the chains of the Spanish crown. Two centuries later, these ideas were transformed into the “cement” for the consolidation of the Alliance of the Bolivarian People who tried to bring back history: from the times of the wars of independence from foreign domination, to independence from their hemispheric neighbor to the north.

			Nevertheless, the project to unify the nations as the Alliance of Latin American young democracies was never achieved; its objectives were never reached; and the countries were unable to unite as a single Latin American nation in the twenty-first century. Instead of the union, a spectrum of agreements or initiatives between particular countries of the region, with a different range of objectives and interests of cooperation, emerged.

			In 1980, a debate started on the gradual changes in Latin American geopolitics as a result of the agreements of cooperation with different objectives. Pía Riggirozzi in her work entitled “Region, Regionness and Regionalism in Latin America: Towards a New Synthesis”2 states that “a ‘New Regionalization’ is an amalgam of projects that existed a long time before cohabitating with the more radical alternatives;” this help explains a configuration of state and non-state actors. Regionalization reflects a degree of integration with economic, political, and social backgrounds in a determinate area and defines a particular position of a region in terms of regional cohesion. The author differentiates five patterns to define regionalization: region as space, region as a system, region as an international society, region as a community, and region as an institutionalized government. The existence of the sub-regions with different patterns and visions about the world confirms an absence of cohesion in relation of common roles for the whole hemisphere. For example, the Union of the South American Nations (UNASUR) and ALBA emerged as alternatives to the neoliberal revolutions promoted by the United States. However, each of these regional initiatives presented their own ideological vision reflected by their political, economic, and social programs.

			The regionalization is a response to an accelerated process of globalization and development of international markets. Reforms such as opening to international market economies, the flow of currency, and the eradication of the frontiers in commerce result from the changes promoted by the so-called Washington Consensus in Latin America in the nineties. The Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA) and the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) are integrations of commercial character with the participation of the United States in a process of accelerated bilateral trades. What Latin American countries needed was to go beyond, to “lift” their paralyzed national economies, and to emphasize development in the political, social, and infrastructure spheres. The objective was to design a Latin American multipolar landscape that would aim to balance a unipolar world dominated by the United States.

			Repositioning of the Americas away from the north and towards the south was a project of alliances with political or economic character different from the proposal of the United States. The member countries seek to strengthen their ties with neighboring countries from South America, reducing the influence of the United States in the region, but without emphasizing the rejection or hatred towards their neighbor to the north; for example, UNASUR—a free commerce, trade, and cooperation agreement among the South American countries seemed as an alternative, able to respond to the challenges of the twenty-first century in a better way. On the contrary, ALBA, with its anti–United States and anti-neoliberal radical discourse, is the best example of the radical new Latin American Left generation that has emerged over the last decades. The socialism of the twenty-first century had a political program as its axis. For Hugo Chávez, Simon Bolivar’s “reincarnation,” integration, and reciprocal aid among the members of Latin America and the Caribbean community would be an alternative that would resolve all the problems that devastated the region; globalization and neo-liberalism, one of the consequences of the revolutions of the twentieth century, only deepened the asymmetries between the north and the south. As the Latin American and Caribbean people’s force, social movements are a major expression of the active participation in the political life promoted by Bolivarian countries.

			The Bolivarian Alliance can be recognized as a network of mutual social aid programs, sponsored by Venezuelan petroleum, which seeks to eradicate the economic asymmetries and support nuclear programs with extra-hemispheric powers to balance the power of the United States while emphasizing its aspirations to re-configure the geopolitical panorama of Latin America.

			In spite of the postulated goals that ALBA announced as an alternative for Latin American and Caribbean nations, a question emerges: Has ALBA achieved a solution to all the problems that afflicted its members? An answer to this question cannot be given in a final fashion, as ALBA is a living and evolving political entity. The publication of this book coincides with a new post-Chávez stage and offers comparisons and observations of both versions of the Chavista project: under Chávez’s leadership and after his death, to the present day. It is, then, the most opportune moment to present this volume, which is devoted to a study of this historical agreement that both presidents, Fidel Castro and Hugo Chávez, signed on December 2004: the Bolivarian Alternative for the People of our America–Treaty of People’s Commerce (ALBA-TCP).

			Content of the Volume

			Four sections make up this collective effort. Each of them decodes different aspects of the Bolivarian Alliance. The first part provides the studies on the origins and the ideological agenda of ALBA. In this part, Joel D. Hirst and Christopher Sabatini open a space for a deliberation on what, in fact, is ALBA. John W. Murphy continues the section with an analysis of “socialism of the twenty-first century.” David Adams and Phil Gunson penetrate Hugo Chávez’s vision on the Alliance and his leadership within this community. Josette Altmann Borbón explains ALBA’s institutional structure. Francine Jácome closes the section with a study on Bolivarian integration policies.

			The second section analyzes the successes and failures of the Alliance member-countries. Magdalena Defort studies the social and political context, and the objectives that led both leaders, Fidel Castro and Hugo Chávez, to sign a bilateral agreement that expanded, with time, to other Latin American nations, and gained allies outside the western hemisphere. Marten W. Brienen analyzes the Bolivian landscape under Evo Morales within the Alliance. Anthony P. Maingot thinks about what vision the Caribbean Sea Basin countries have about ALBA and their relations with the Bolivarian community. Next, Cristina Eguizábal analyzes relations of the member-countries with the Central American nations. A comparison of ALBA with the UNASUR in the “Post-Washington Consensus” is Khatchik Der Ghougassian’s subject of analysis. Magdalena Defort closes this section with a study on ALBA’s military geometry of power and its revolutionary nature with reference to the Islamic Revolution.

			The third section reviews ALBA in the Latin American context. Marcela Ganem studies the unity of southern American countries as a post-liberal regional integration and its interaction with the Bolivarian Initiative. Raúl Benítez Manaut and Rut Diamint’s collective effort focuses on a study of the security system of the South American countries. A tendency to regionalization in Latin America with a focus on ALBA and the Southern Common Market is explained by Roberto Domínguez. Finally, Marcela Anzola Gil closes this part of the volume examining the viability of ALBA-TCP as an integration pattern.

			The fourth section provides reflections on the relation between the Bolivarian Alliance, the United States, and extra-hemispheric powers. Joel D. Hirst analyzes the differences of ideological, political, and economic programs between the United States and the Bolivarian community. The following studies leave the western hemisphere borders to focus on other parts of the globe. The extra-hemispheric powers (Russia, the European Union, and China) and their strategic projects and commercial interests with the Bolivarian Alliance are the focus of the last part of the volume. In his analysis, Vladimir Rouvinski discusses post-Soviet Russia’s “return” to Latin America. Joaquín Roy studies two regional integrations, the European and the Bolivarian, as seen from the Spanish perspective. Evan R. Ellis closes the section with a study on the relations of the member-countries of the Alliance with the People’s Republic of China. Finally, the editors provide conclusions.

			In addition, we would like to mention that apart from the chapters on ALBA, this volume also offers a list of the agreements signed by the allied countries.

			Notes

			1. “¡Llamado a continar con la patria!”, Hugo Chávez Frías. On Web: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K8Uuz18Fod8.

			2. Pía Riggirozzi, “Region, Regionness and Regionalism in Latin America: Towards a New Synthesis,” Politics and International Studies, University of Southampton (Working Paper N° 130, 2010): 9. 

		

	
		
			Chapter One

			A Guide to ALBA

			What Is the Bolivarian Alternative to the Americas and What Does It Do?

			Joel D. Hirst and Chistopher Sabatini

		

		
			“. . . all who served the revolution have plowed the sea.”

			Simón Bolívar, 1830

			A little over a year after taking office under his new Bolivarian Constitution, at a conference of Caribbean states on the island of Margarita in 2001, President Hugo Chávez announced his intention to follow through on Bolívar’s political dream of creating an integrated nation-state in South America. “We from Caracas continue promoting the Bolivarian idea of achieving the political integration of our states and our republics. A confederation of Latin American and Caribbean states, why not?”1 After several years of domestic instability, on December 14, 2004, Venezuelan President Hugo Chávez and Cuban President Fidel Castro signed into law the creation of the Alianza Bolivariana para los Pueblos de Nuestra América—Tratado de Comercio de los Pueblos (Bolivarian Alternative of the Americas—ALBA).

			In order to understand the nature of the Bolivarian Alliance of the Americas (ALBA), we must travel back to the dawn of South American independence. It is there, in the grand visions and hard-fought battles of South America’s founding fathers, that we find the seed of ALBA. It grew from the idea of Simón Bolívar to establish Gran Colombia from what today are Venezuela, Colombia, and Ecuador. In this, Bolívar envisioned one powerful Latin American nation, subordinate to the will of one maximum caudillo and steadfast in its opposition to the United States. It was, Bolívar believed, the only way South America would be able to stand up and prosper in the face of what he could see, even at that early moment, would be a powerful giant and rival to the north. In a last-ditch effort to save his political project, Bolívar assumed the role of dictator over the unruly body, resigning a short time later—living long enough only to see the Gran Colombia and the Congress of Panama collapse.

			Yet almost two hundred years after Bolívar’s death and since the great post-independence wars shattered his grand vision, his words and ideas still reverberate around an exhausted continent. And again they have bred disorder under the imperial ambitions of another powerful, controversial Venezuelan leader.

			Growth

			Since its founding in Cuba in 2004, ALBA has grown from two to eight members with three observer countries (Haiti, Iran, and Syria). Honduras briefly became a member under President Manuel Zelaya, but after the June 2009 coup d’état, the de facto government withdrew. Despite the growth, ALBA represents only a small fraction of the Latin America and Caribbean region’s economic share, population, and land mass.

			Current Members

			Ideas

			There are three overarching ideas that guide ALBA:

			1. Conflict—ALBA seeks to institutionalize radical conflict (internal and external) that its member countries believe is necessary to rebuild “Gran Colombia.”2 According to Fernando Bossi, former president of the Bolivarian Congress of the Nations and member of the ALBA Social Movements (the operationalization of the Forum of São Paulo whose members serve as the “foot soldiers” of ALBA), the alliance is the next phase of the “ancient and permanent confrontation between the Latin American and Caribbean peoples and imperialism.”3 In this new phase, countries are required to choose sides, between ALBA and socialism or the United States and free market capitalism.4 This conflict has seen itself expressed in the almost constant conflagrations such as the police protest in Ecuador, the ongoing violence and political turmoil in Venezuela, and the regional violence in Bolivia. Internationally, this has meant conflicts between neighbors such as Ecuador and Venezuela with Colombia, Venezuela with most neighbors (at one moment or another), Nicaragua with Costa Rica, and all of them with the United States.        
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					Table 1.1.

				

			

			2. Twenty-first-Century Socialism—The economic model espoused by ALBA member states is based loosely on a Trotskyite version of communism outlined by the Mexican academic Heinz Dieterich (who literally wrote the book on twenty-first-century socialism). The model includes the now-famous, “participatory and protagonist democracy,”5 which involves the eventual elimination of representative democracy—and its institutional and civil rights–based approach to governance—in favor of local participation linked to a strong caudillo executive. In Venezuela this is done through the Popular Power, which establishes communes at the local level that reported directly to President Chávez. In Nicaragua it is the Citizen Power, local committees organized and reporting to Rosario Murillo, President Ortega’s wife. Similar mechanisms exist in Cuba with the Committees for the Defense of the Revolution (but without the popular participation evidenced in other ALBA countries). In Bolivia, this is done at the grass roots through empowering local indigenous organizations. This non-institutional approach to governance increases executive power. Not coincidentally, the constitutional reforms in Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, and now in Nicaragua have extended presidential mandates and authority. As Luisa Estela Morales, president of Venezuela’s Supreme Court stated in 2009, “We cannot continue to think about the separation of powers because it is a principle which weakens the state.”

			3. International Revolution—ALBA is largely a regional infrastructure designed to support the radical revolutionary processes inside member countries. As Bossi stated, “ALBA is one chapter of a global revolution.” This has brought ALBA member countries into contact and cooperation with other revolutionaries the world over—the principal of these being Iran but also including Hezbollah, the Fuerzas Armadas Revolucionarias Colombianas (FARC), the Spanish Basque terrorist group Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ETA), and the Colombian Ejercito de Liberación Nacional (ELN), among others. The purpose of this international revolution is, as President Chávez stated, “[T]he creation of a new world order.” According to ALBA foreign policy, the current institutional order must be brought to its knees in order to allow a new “multi-polar world” to emerge. Essential to this is the collapse of the United States as a global superpower.

			Competing Visions: FTAA versus ALBA

			From the very beginning of his presidency, Chávez devised the Bolivarian Alliance as the ultimate expression of his foreign policy. The “alternative” was initially planned as a substitute to the Free Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA)—a plan developed by the administration of U.S. President Bill Clinton to create a free trade zone from Canada to Argentina—and to combat Western-style economic integration with a new economic and political model: twenty-first-century socialism.6 Consistent with the changing nature of Latin American politics, the “alternative” has rapidly morphed to reflect the realities of the region and its member countries into a flexible ideological alliance.

			Comparing and Contrasting on the Issues

			Activities

			Operationally, ALBA has expanded the undertaking of “Grand-National Projects,” social projects implemented between two or more member-states. These state-run endeavors are operated by state-to-state Grand-National Companies (created in opposition to transnational companies). Currently, there are twelve grand-national projects in various stages of development (most with corresponding companies).       
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					Table 1.2.

				

			

			The projects themselves are being developed with varying degrees of success. The education program, with support from Cuba’s Sí, Se Puede (“Yes, We Can”) literacy program has reduced illiteracy across the region. Nicaragua has implemented the Programa Hambre Cero (Zero Hunger Program) to reduce global acute malnutrition by up to 4 percent. The telecommunications project has purchased a Chinese satellite, has run a fiber-optic cable between Cuba and Venezuela (and eventually Jamaica and Nicaragua), and has established dozens of TV stations (including TeleSUR, ALBA’s international news channel) as well as wire services for facilitation of documentaries, videos, movies, interviews, and news. For its culture activities, ALBA has organized literary fairs, fellowships, literature prizes, movie showings, and has even held Olympic-style games in Havana on three different occasions (every other year). And ALBA health has facilitated millions of consultations, operations, and visits by Cuba-trained community health workers. Some programs are atrophied due to mismanagement, such as ALBA agriculture, while others exist only in name. While ALBA claims to centrally plan these activities, more often than not they arise spontaneously from the recommendations of social movements7 or member-states and are subsequently brought within the overarching framework of ALBA’s integrationist imperatives.8 President Chávez used Venezuela’s windfall oil profits to fund these projects, and significant logistical support and know how for the implementation of ALBA infrastructure comes from the well-trained agents of the Cuban government.

			Grand National Projects

			The Bank of ALBA and Funding

			To fund these projects, ALBA has created a bank with offices in Venezuela and Cuba, and an initial $1 billion in resources, as well as a regional trade currency called the Sistema Único de Compensación Regional, or SUCRE. “Enough with the dictatorship of the dollar, long live the SUCRE”9 said President Chávez in 2009 upon approving the legislation that established the SUCRE. The SUCRE entered into use a year later and is used for government-to-government exchanges.

			Currently pegged at $1.25 per one SUCRE, the value of the SUCRE will eventually float based on a basket of member country currencies (the bank and SUCRE will serve to house member countries’ currency reserves).

			Beyond funding from the ALBA Bank, financial support for projects has come through Petro-Caribe and the Petro-Caribe Fund—an energy agreement linking Caribbean and Central American nations to Venezuelan’s energy infrastructure and reserves. This organization serves as a gateway organization to ALBA.

			In addition, Venezuela has provided substantial off-budget financial support. Due to the mercurial nature of Venezuela’s financial management, a full accounting of Chávez’s support for the ALBA may never be known. However, analysis by the Centro de Investigaciones Económicas (CIECA), a Venezuelan think tank, and by the intelligence unit of Venezuelan political party Primero Justicia, has put the gifts at above $30 billion. By the Venezuelan government’s own public reports,10 preferential oil deals alone have cost as much as $20 billion over the last five years.      

			
				
					[image: ]
				

			

			
				
					Table 1.3.

				

			

			The ALBA Economies

			Politics

			Politically, ALBA has been extraordinarily active. In only their first six years of existence, they have held sixteen ordinary and extraordinary summits. At each of these summits, agreements for projects and cooperation are reached and ALBA continues to take shape and direction.

			ALBA members use their regular summits to define ALBA positions within international organizations, where they usually vote as a block. Through their powerful lobby and financial largesse, they have assumed marginal political control over the Organization of American States (OAS). This has allowed them to deflect accusations of violations to the Inter-American Democratic Charter. They have also participated in international events with some success, including congealing the effort against the Copenhagen climate accords in 2009.

			Summit Breakdown

			Finally, there is a nascent military component to the ALBA. During the Seventh ALBA Summit in Bolivia in 2009, there was discussion of a mutual defense pact, though it was never officially ratified in the summit’s declaration. At the summit, Bolivian President Evo Morales stated boldly, “The proposal of my government will be to approve a Regional Defense School with our own doctrine.” Despite the lack of ratification, ALBA has quietly moved toward implementation of this idea, establishing the Regional Defense School in Santa Cruz, Bolivia. The military has always played an important role in President Chávez’s political project—something the Bolivarian president has expressed as the “civic-military” alliance.

			The defense theory emerges from the writings of Spanish radical philosopher Jorge Verstrynge. In his book Peripheral War and Revolutionary Islam—which President Chávez distributed to all members of the Venezuelan army, Verstrynge lays out the doctrine of asymmetric warfare, as practiced by Islamic insurgents over the years. This, according to President Chávez and his military, was the only technique by which ALBA would be able to withstand what they are convinced will be an inevitable attack from the United States.       
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			President Chávez and his ALBA followers were betting their collective futures on the creation of a resource-wealthy, energy-rich, revolutionary South American bloc in which their stated desire is to disrupt the international order and facilitate the creation of a “new world order”—and use the ensuing chaos to rebuild Bolívar’s vision of a Gran Colombia. Will this new expression of Bolívar’s Latin American revolution be better plowed with an oil tanker?

			This article was firstly published by Quarterly Americas, On Web: http://www.americasquarterly.org/hirst/article.        
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			Chapter Two

			New Philosophy and Socialism of the Twenty-First Century

			John W. Murphy

		

		
			In January 2005, at the V World Social Forum in Porto Alegre, Hugo Chávez declared his distaste for capitalism and his intention to move Venezuela toward socialism. This announcement shocked many listeners. A month later he deepened his point and argued that socialism is the only viable alternative to capitalism, and that a type of socialism appropriate for the twenty-first century must be created. Furthermore, the construction of “socialism del siglo XXI” was a principal theme of Chávez’s electoral campaign of 2006. Not much was known at the time about this rendition of socialism, except that Chávez wanted to revive “popular power” and initiate a transition away from “savage capitalism.”1

			But this idea “did not drop out of the sky,” as Michael Lebowitz is fond of saying.2 Chávez suggests that he was disgruntled with capitalism from the mid-1980s and began at that time to ponder alternatives. Subsequent to the “Caracazo” in 1989—a violent reaction to the structural adjustment policies supported by then-President Carlos Andrés Pérez—this search intensified. Chávez acknowledges, however, that his analysis during this period was weak and, upon reflection, he was looking simply for ways to humanize capitalism. Additionally, he admitted that neither the social conditions nor the consciousness of the people was prepared for radical change. Nonetheless, Chávez believed that capitalism cannot be humanized and alternatives are necessary, if the entire world is going to prosper.3

			The exact trajectory Chávez had in mind is not exceedingly clear. Nonetheless, he does say that the old versions of socialism do not have much to offer. In fact, the so-called real existing socialism, a phrase used to describe the model present in the former Soviet Union, did not necessarily result in a new world, although, as he pointed out, some strides were made to improve the lives of workers. Instead of repeating the past, Chávez wants to create something new. A phrase that is often used to describe this task is “heroic creation.” While relying on the work of Mariátegui, the point is that the mode of socialism appropriate for Latin America should not be copied or borrowed from somewhere else.4 “Socialismo del Siglo XXI,” accordingly, must be flexible and adaptable to different conditions, and in this case the reality present in Venezuela. Nothing should be pre-defined; instead of dogmatic, socialism should be made day by day. Still, Chávez remarked that this version constitutes “a new historical project of the majorities,” thereby suggesting that this undertaking represents a grand and universal leap forward.5

			While attempting to stress this theme of novelty, Chávez maintained that while this task may be inspired by Marx, he did not desire to impose a plan dictated by Marxism. Similarly, he wanted to make clear that he was not a communist, although he admitted openly that he has many friends who are Marxists.6 Chávez added, accordingly, that socialismo
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