
      
         	
         
      

   
      
         
         
         
         
      

      
         
         
         
            
            
         

         
         
         
            
            
               The historical dictionaries present essential information on a broad range of subjects,
               including American and world history, art, business, cities, countries, 
               cultures, customs, film, global conflicts, international relations, literature, music,
               philosophy, religion, sports, and theater. Written by experts, all contain highly
               informative introductory essays of the topic and detailed chronologies that, in some
               cases, cover vast historical time periods but still manage to heavily feature more
               recent events.
               
            

            
            
               Brief A–Z entries describe the main people, events, politics, social issues, institutions,
               and policies that make the topic unique, and entries are cross-referenced for
               ease of browsing. Extensive bibliographies are divided into several general subject
               areas, providing excellent access points for students, researchers, and anyone
               wanting to know more. Additionally, maps, photographs, and appendixes of supplemental
               information aid high school and college students doing term papers or introductory
               research projects. In short, the historical dictionaries are the perfect starting
               point for anyone looking to research in these fields.
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         	AFRICAN, CARIBBEAN, AND PACIFIC COUNTRIES GROUP OF STATES (ACP)/GROUPE DES ETATS D’AFRIQUE,
            DES CARAΪBES, ET DU PACIFIQUE (GEACP)
         

         
         	
            The ACP Group is an international organization, created by the Georgetown Agreement
               in 1975, whose main objectives are sustainable development, poverty reduction, and
               greater integration into the world’s economy. It is composed of 79 African, Caribbean,
               and Pacific states with over half the members from sub-Saharan Africa. As ex-colonies
               of European powers, the ACP states are connected with the European Community (EC) under the terms of the Lomé Conventions. This allows the ACP to serve as a forum for negotiation and discussion to enhance
               export earnings from agricultural and manufactured goods sold to member states of
               the European Community. In July 1989, the European Union (EU) replaced the Lomé Conventions with a five-year trade and aid pact that would compensate
               the original 66 members for losses in commodity export earnings due to fluctuations
               in world market prices.
            

            
            In June 2000, the various Lomé Conventions were replaced with the Cotonou Agreement
               (signed in Cotonou, Benin) that extended the advantages of the ACP Group to civil society, the private sector, trade unions, and local governing bodies. With these new actors,
               a much broader level of participation in national planning emerged. All of the member
               states, with the exception of Cuba, are signatories to the Cotonou Agreement (also known as the ACP-EC Partnership Agreement),
               which binds them to the European Union. In the Cotonou Agreement, the ACP states are
               divided into “special designations” based on level of development and landlocked or
               island states status.
            

            
            With headquarters in Brussels, Belgium, the ACP has a Council of Ministers, Committee
               of Ambassadors, Consultative Assembly, Secretariat, and Center for Industrial Development.
               The secretary-general is responsible for recruiting staff for the ACP Secretariat
               and maintaining a balance of personnel among the seven different ACP regions. The
               Caribbean group was allowed preferential treatment in its banana exports to Europe;
               however, this led to a number of diplomatic confrontations with the major Latin American
               exporters of bananas, such as Colombia, Ecuador, and Costa Rica.
            

            
         

         
         	AFRO-ASIAN LATIN AMERICAN PEOPLES’ SOLIDARITY CONFERENCE (AALAPSC)/TRICONTINENTAL
            CONFERENCE
         

         
         	AFRO-ASIAN LATIN AMERICAN CONFERENCE

         
         	
            Meeting for the first time in Havana, Cuba, in 1966, this conference led to the founding of the Organization of Solidarity of
               the Peoples of Africa, Asia, and Latin America (OSPAALA) and the Organization of Latin
               American Solidarity (OLAS), both headquartered in Havana, the former having a secretary-general.
               The conference stressed the coordination and encouragement of national liberation
               movements and its opposition to foreign (meaning developed northern and western states)
               intervention and racism. OSPAALA grew to include revolutionary organizations in 82 countries.
               OLAS held its first meeting in Havana in 1967, where it made a commitment to “armed
               struggle” as a strategy for achieving national liberation. Thereafter, OLAS attempted
               to coordinate the activities of revolutionaries in certain states throughout the region.
               Venezuela became one of the major arenas for pursuing the objectives of national liberation,
               with emphasis on a rural guerrilla vanguard organization as a superior weapon to that
               of existing communist parties. Many leftist groups and political refugees from right-wing
               dictatorships in Latin America received OLAS sanctuary in Cuba during this period.
            

            
         

         
         	AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT (AID)

         
         	
            The U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID) was founded in 1961 to provide
               development assistance to Third World countries based on the conviction that U.S. foreign economic aid would ensure political
               security and cooperation among strategically important allies and open new markets
               for U.S. goods and investment opportunities. After the success of the Cuban Revolution in 1959, the United States expanded its economic assistance to Latin America at the beginning of the John F.
               Kennedy administration, sparked by the threat perceived in the growing Cuban-Soviet
               alliance. As a semi-autonomous agency within the State Department, AID’s rationale
               was based on a blend of humanitarian and economic assistance, and fear of communism.
               After the Castro revolution in 1959, Latin American aid programs were a top priority throughout the
               1960s and 1970s. With the exception of Colombia, a top recipient during the Bill Clinton, George H. W. Bush, and George W. Bush administrations, Latin America as a whole is no longer an aid priority for Washington.
            

            
            There are three major categories of aid administered by AID: Economic Support Funds,
               Development Assistance, and Food for Peace. Other categories of economic assistance
               include the Peace Corps, the Inter-American Foundation (IAF), anti-narcotics efforts,
               and the funding for multilateral institutions such as the World Bank and the United Nations (UN). Economic Support Funds are the largest portion of U.S. economic assistance abroad,
               although the majority of ESF resources are allocated to Israel and Egypt, not Latin
               America. The portion of these funds directed at Latin America has shrunk to less than
               2 percent of the U.S. aid dollar in 2012, down from approximately 25 percent in 1970.
               AID changed its mission during the Clinton administration to respond to shrinking
               budgets and development challenges after the Cold War. In fiscal year 2000, Colombia was the largest aid recipient by far in Latin America
               with more than 10 percent of all U.S. foreign economic aid. Clearly, foreign aid is
               not spread equally among the Latin American and Caribbean countries. Twelve years
               later Colombia did not appear in the top 10 of USAID recipients; however, Haiti (number 4) and Mexico (number 8) did land in the top 10.
            

            
            AID’s “Democracy Initiative” included new programs to ensure free and fair elections,
               defend the rule of law and the administration of justice, strengthen civil society, and instill the importance of transparency and accountability in governance. Other
               new areas include free trade, sustainable development, humanitarian assistance, preventing the spread of HIV/AIDS, and reducing threats
               to the environment. Despite the war on terrorism and the Great Recession that followed, the amount of government-based economic assistance
               to developing nations continues to decline. Since 1980, the explosion of the number
               of international nongovernmental organizations (INGOs), with governmental assistance, have contributed billions in overseas aid and now
               offer a real alternative to both bilateral and multilateral aid. Although Latin American
               aid programs represent a declining priority for the United States, foreign aid remains
               a key tool that Washington policymakers use to dominate, protect, strengthen, or change
               countries in ways that reflect foreign policy goals. As of 2012 the current foreign
               aid budget was $55 billion, down to only 1 to 2 percent of the total U.S. budget.
            

            
            The U.S. foreign aid budget plays a critical role in health, education, agriculture,
               and poverty programs and serves as a crucial security asset, particularly when it
               operates in tandem with inter-American organizations and nongovernmental organizations.
               Unfortunately, many Americans mistakenly believe that foreign aid consumes a large
               part of the federal budget when it clearly does not. With record high oil prices in
               2012, Venezuela was spending five times as much as the United States on foreign aid
               in Latin America.
            

            
            See also ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS (AP)/ALIANZA PARA EL PROGRESO (APP).
            

            
         

         
         	AGENCY FOR THE PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN (APNWLA)/ORGANISMO
            PARA LA PROSCRIPCIÓN DE LAS ARMAS NUCLEARES EN LA AMÉRICA LATINA Y EL CARIBE (OPANAL)
         

         
         	AGENCY FOR THE PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

         
         	
            Founded in 1969 to ensure compliance with the 1967 Treaty of Tlatelolco, prohibiting all nuclear weapons within the application zone, OPANAL also promotes
               general and complete disarmament and the prohibition of all testing, use, manufacture,
               acquisition, storage, installation, and any form of possession of nuclear weapons.
               All 33 Latin American and Caribbean members have ratified and waived Article 28 of
               the Treaty of Tlatelolco (in effect requiring bilateral or multilateral safeguards
               agreements with the International Atomic Energy Agency [IAEA]). In response to international
               isolation, Cuba decided to sign the Treaty of Tlatelolco at the first Ibero-American Summit in Guadalajara, Mexico, in 1991 after refusing to sign the treaty until the United States changed its policies toward the island. The rivalry over nuclear power between Brazil and Argentina in the 1970s also raised the issue of the use of nuclear technology and the effectiveness
               of the Tlatelolco Treaty of 1967 in maintaining regional security. Brazil and Argentina
               eventually agreed to a new regional regime in 1980 called the Brazilian-Argentine
               Agency for Control and Accounting of Nuclear Materials, and the two countries abandoned
               programs for weapons of mass destruction. Two additional protocols have been added
               to the original treaty: the first signed by France, the Netherlands, Great Britain,
               and the United States and the second signed and ratified by China, the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), France, Great Britain, the United States, and Russia.
            

            
         

         
         	AGENDA FOR DEMOCRACY

         
         	
            Before the 1990s, the United Nations (UN) paid little attention to political reform and democratic governance. After the Cold War, the General Assembly of the UN adopted a series of resolutions calling for democratic
               governance and political freedom, both linked to the achievement of sustained social
               and economic progress as well as a more peaceful world order. What emerged from these
               resolutions were a series of reports by the secretary-general that focused on the
               importance of a comprehensive approach to democratization. Collectively the 1995 and
               1996 UN reports are commonly referred to as An Agenda for Democracy, published under the direction of UN Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali (1992–1995).
               The UN approach to promoting democracy emphasized that no single political system or model would be imposed by UN plans
               and that each country attempting to democratize should choose the form, pace, and
               character of its democratization.
            

            
            The efforts of inter-American organizations to foster democracy in Latin America are
               hampered by the fact that the foundations of democracy remain weak and among the citizenry
               there is a low level of support for democracy. In a 2004 United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) survey of 19,000 citizens in Latin America, a majority of respondents said they would
               support an authoritarian government if it solved economic problems, and close to 45 percent did not think
               that democracy is a form of government capable of solving the nation’s problems. Furthermore,
               despite official rhetoric in support of human rights and democracy, the United States has not always been consistent in its support for democratic rule and human rights
               in Latin America.
            

            
            See also CARTER CENTER.
            

            
         

         
         	ALFONSÍN, RAÚL (1926–2009)

         
         	
            Lawyer, political party leader, and popular president of Argentina who symbolized the return of democracy after an era of military dictatorships. President from 1983 to 1989, he came to power
               after the public anger over the military’s conduct in the Dirty War of 1977–1981 and
               the devastating humiliation of Argentine forces in the Falklands/Malvinas War in 1982. Under Alfonsín, a more Third World orientation in foreign policy developed that included closer ties with Latin American
               nations and the Non-Aligned Movement and a concomitant coolness toward the United States over Reagan administration policies in Central America. Alfonsín was instrumental in finding
               a diplomatic solution to the Beagle Channel Islands dispute with Chile but made little progress in settling the Falklands/Malvinas imbroglio with Great Britain.
            

            
            Alfonsín was a passionate voice for human rights and an advocate for populist programs; during his term of office—plagued by hyperinflation,
               food riots, and failed military coups—his government successfully prosecuted many
               of the military leaders who had ruled the country in the 1970s. He was praised by
               human rights groups for his audacity to criticize Argentina’s military dictatorships, which were responsible for the killing and torture of more than 10,000 dissidents. Nevertheless, he paid a price for prosecuting military
               officials late in his presidency when he was forced to enact legislation halting most
               of the human rights investigations and trials. After he was pressured under threat
               of a military coup, he passed an amnesty law, and military leaders were eventually
               freed from prison and Alfonsín’s political legitimacy plummeted. Many Argentines believed
               that Alfonsín’s concern for transitional justice had gone too far and his first task
               should be the preservation of democracy. With economic problems mounting, he decided
               to step down several months before his term was to end. Until Alfonsín’s bold leadership,
               no previous trials of top leaders of authoritarian regimes for human rights violations during their governments had ever taken place
               in Latin America.
            

            
            See also MENEM, CARLOS SAÚL (1930– ).
            

            
         

         
         	ALIANZA PARA EL PROGRESO (APP)

         
         	
            See ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS (AP)/ALIANZA PARA EL PROGRESO (APP).
            

            
         

         
         	ALLENDE, SALVADOR (1908–1973)

         
         	
            Marxist president of Chile (1970–1973) who, as part of a coalition of leftist parties, tried to move the country
               toward socialism through the acceleration of agrarian reform efforts and extensive
               nationalization of major sectors of the economy. President Allende’s political platform
               and leftist ideology raised the ire of the Nixon administration at a time when it
               was being criticized for its conduct of the war in Vietnam. Multinational corporations
               whose property was confiscated pressured the Nixon administration to use the Central
               Intelligence Agency (CIA) and its clout with international lending agencies such as
               the Inter-American Development Bank (IADB) and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) to weaken the legitimacy of the Allende government. The resulting efforts and policies
               were referred to as the “invisible blockade” of Chile. The military’s takeover was
               applauded by Washington because it protected U.S. interests from an enemy government
               and helped to combat communism after Fidel Castro came to power in 1959.
            

            
            Despite a successful first year in office, Allende’s Popular Unity government soon
               encountered substantial opposition from domestic and international forces that would
               eventually contribute to the military coup of 1973 that led to his suicide death and
               17 years of repressive rule under General Augusto Pinochet, who succeeded him. The Nixon administration’s policy of destabilization and open
               hostility toward Allende’s “revolution in liberty” served to undermine the credibility
               of the United States in its support for democracy in Latin America. The question of U.S. involvement in the 11 September 1973 coup
               and subsequent support of the Chilean military led to the creation of several human rights nongovernmental organizations, hundreds of books on the subject, a feature-length film (Missing), a congressional investigation that led to efforts to limit CIA covert action programs,
               and the elevation of human rights to a more central feature of American foreign policy.
               Amnesty International’s (AI) campaign against torture gained strength in the early 1970s because of the Chilean military’s widespread use
               of torture against subversives, leftists, communists, and other enemies of the authoritarian state.
            

            
            After Chile’s return to civilian rule in 1990, Allende’s corpse was exhumed and given
               a state funeral to honor him as a president of a democratic Chile. At the time Allende’s
               remains were brought to Santiago for a public burial, a Chilean newsmagazine published
               a report recognizing that former President Allende committed suicide while army troops
               advanced on the presidential palace to remove him from office. The version of Allende’s
               death by the army was invented and spread by Moscow radio and President Castro of
               Cuba to create better conditions for opposing the 11 September 1973 military coup and
               the policies of the future junta. Years after the return of democracy in Chile, General
               Pinochet was arrested in London in 1998 on charges of human rights violations; however,
               the aging general was eventually released by the British government due to poor health
               and allowed to return to Chile, where he faced years of legal difficulties before
               his death in 2006.
            

            
            See also KISSINGER, HENRY ALFRED (1923–).
            

            
         

         
         	ALLIANCE FOR PROGRESS (AP)/ALIANZA PARA EL PROGRESO (APP)

         
         	
            An ambitious U.S. policy for Latin America during the John F. Kennedy administration
               that included a massive assistance program tied to U.S. economic aid, a concerted
               effort to build democratic institutions, and a partially veiled hope that such actions
               would undermine Fidel Castro’s radical revolution in Cuba. However, it was underfunded, and many of its reform efforts were based on faulty
               assumptions about the relationship between revolutions and poverty in Latin America. To avoid future Cubas in the hemisphere, Washington
               argued that it would have to use its vast economic power and democratic principles
               to change Latin America. After years of neglect of the development needs of Latin
               America, the Alliance offered hope of achieving substantial economic growth, democracy, and a needed reinvigoration of the inter-American system (IAS).
            

            
            The Alliance for Progress was formally established by the Charter of Punta del Este
               (Uruguay) within the framework of Operation Pan America, a precursor program advocated by Brazilian President Juscelino Kubitschek in 1958.
               Premised on a “takeoff theory” of political development heralded by Walt W. Rostow,
               an MIT economics professor who wrote The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto (1960), it called for a peaceful revolution throughout Latin America that would serve
               as a counter to Castro’s revolution under way in Cuba. With an initial promise of
               $1 billion, President Kennedy told Latin America it could reasonably expect to receive
               $20 billion in external sources over the next 10 years. Alliance planners estimated
               that $100 billion would be required to succeed, with approximately $80 billion to
               be generated within the Latin American countries themselves. Foreign and domestic
               private capital was supposed to flow into Latin America at the rate of $1 billion
               per year, but few investors possessed the confidence to invest due to political instability,
               inflation, and the fears of expropriation.
            

            
            In exchange for funding promises from the United States, Latin America was expected to carry out needed changes, including tax reform, economic
               integration, agrarian reform, encouragement of private financing of development projects,
               new monetary and fiscal policies, improvement in health and education, and the building
               of democratic institutions. President Kennedy’s pledge of an estimated total of $20
               billion was to be channeled through appropriations to the World Bank and the Inter-American Development Bank (IADB) and through its own government lending agencies, such as the Agency for International Development (AID) and the Export-Import Bank. Thus, the Alliance for Progress served an important role as a catalyst for the creation
               and development of many inter-American organizations during the turbulent 1960s.
            

            
            After the assassination of President Kennedy, efforts to support social reform and
               economic growth to provide political stability were hampered by the Latin American
               armed forces’ emphasis on internal security and counterinsurgency, which included
               civic action programs pushed by Washington. As more military governments came to power,
               diminishing the hopes for democratic development, and Castro’s efforts to “export”
               revolutions elsewhere weakened, enthusiasm for the reform efforts of the Alliance
               for Progress waned in Latin America. Throughout the administration of Lyndon B. Johnson, Washington, plagued with its own internal difficulties—declining interest in public
               investment, the costs and controversy over the war in Vietnam, and expensive “Great
               Society” programs such as the War on Poverty—soon lost interest in helping to bring
               democratic reforms and representative government to Latin America. Many of the reform
               proposals were also blocked by conservative political forces inside Latin America.
            

            
            By 1963 the Alliance had fallen far short of its goals and seemed to be drifting into
               oblivion since no single inter-American organization existed to give it direction.
               At a meeting in São Paulo in late 1963, a new Inter-American Committee for the Alliance
               for Progress (IACAP) was established to serve as a clearinghouse between the United
               States and its Alliance partners. The purpose of the IACAP was to transform the Alliance
               into a more truly multilateral organization by giving Latin American governments a
               greater say in and responsibility for Alliance affairs, but the results were nevertheless
               disappointing. The U.S. Congress terminated the Alliance for Progress in 1972 after
               realizing that its economic and social objectives had not been achieved. As a program
               for helping Latin Americans help themselves and create lasting economic growth and
               stability and, as a by-product, improve inter-American relationships, the Alliance
               for Progress was a failure. It only reinforced a common view in Latin America that
               the United States was more interested in dominating a region that it considered culturally
               inferior and politically corrupt. As Taffet (2007) concludes in his study of the Alliance
               for Progress in Latin America, “It was not an alliance, and it was not even always about economic progress.”
            

            
            See also JOHNSON DOCTRINE, OF LYNDON B. JOHNSON.
            

            
         

         
         	ALTERNATIVA BOLIVARIANA PARA LAS AMÉRICAS (ALBA)

         
         	
            See BOLIVARIAN ALTERNATIVE FOR THE AMERICAS (BALA)/ALTERNATIVA BOLIVARIANA PARA LAS AMÉRICAS
                  (ALBA).
            

            
         

         
         	ÁLVAREZ, ALEJANDRO (1868–1960)

         
         	
            A Chilean jurist and diplomat who was the leading exponent of a regional school of
               international law, el derecho internacional americano (American international law). Although the concept had been presented in a resolution at the first International
               Conference of American States in Washington, D.C., 1889–1890 (and rejected by the
               United States), he first made his case for American international law in a 1910 book published
               in France, arguing that it would dilute the intrusiveness contained in the Monroe Doctrine. Judge Álvarez also advocated the right to political asylum, based on practice (custom),
               not consent. While he continued to espouse the school’s existence, other Latin American
               writers developed the nonintervention principle as the major characteristic of the American school, mainly as a counterpoise
               to U.S. intervention.
            

            
            By the time of World War II, supporters of the regional legal approach were a minority view. In the Haya de la Torre case (Colombia-Peru Asylum case, 1950), in which the Peruvian Haya, the head of the opposition party, escaped from the dictator in power and was
               given asylum in the Colombian embassy, the International Court of Justice (ICJ) denied the existence of political asylum as an American rule. Álvarez, a member of
               the ICJ, wrote a major dissent in the case.
            

            
         

         
         	AMAZON COOPERATION TREATY ORGANIZATION (ACTO) OR AMAZON PACT (AP)/ORGANIZACIÓN DE
            TRATADO DE COPPERACIÓN AMAZONICA (OTCA)/ORGANIZAÇÃO DO TRATADO DE COOPERAÇÃO AMAZÔNICA
            (OTCA)
         

         
         	AMAZON COOPERATION TREATY ORGANIZATION OR PACT

         
         	
            ACTO is an inter-American organization whose primary purpose is to provide a framework
               for collaboration on conservation, use of natural resources, and economic development
               among the countries of Amazonia. The original motivation for the treaty was to curtail
               foreign influence; however, because their development projects often required substantial
               foreign investment, the isolationist rationale could not be maintained, particularly
               in meeting the environmental demands of international economic lending agencies. The Amazon Cooperation Treaty
               (ACT) was signed in July 1978, and ACTO was created in 1995 to strengthen the implementation
               of the Treaty. Foreign ministers of the eight member countries meet every two years
               to create common development strategies and programs, and each member has a national
               commission to implement decisions reached at the biannual meetings.
            

            
            Recent efforts to expand regional projects that emphasize sustainable development and more ambitious economic integration plans have benefited from the groundwork
               laid by the Amazon Pact signatories. Its members include Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Guyana, Peru, Suriname, and Venezuela. The Permanent Secretariat is located in Brasília, Brazil; its secretary-general
               is Alejandro A. Gordillo. Sovereignty over the Amazon, about 60 percent of which is
               Brazilian territory, is a sensitive issue among Brazilians. In an effort to crack
               down on drug smuggling, gold mining, and illegal deforestation, Brazil deployed more
               than 8,500 troops to the Amazon in May 2012 in an effort to assert greater control
               over its porous frontiers.
            

            
         

         
         	AMAZON PACT

         
         	
            See AMAZON COOPERATION TREATY ORGANIZATION (ACTO) OR AMAZON PACT (AP)/ORGANIZACIÓN DE
                  TRATADO DE COPPERACIÓN AMAZONICA (OTCA)/ORGANIZAÇÃO DO TRATADO DE COOPERAÇÃO AMAZÔNICA
                  (OTCA).
            

            
         

         
         	AMERICAN CONVENTION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

         
         	
            The Organization of American States (OAS) adopted the American Convention on Human Rights at the 1969 Inter-American Specialized
               Conference on Human Rights held in San José, Costa Rica. It was this convention, which entered into force in 1978, that created the Inter-American Court of Human Rights (IACtHR). The convention replaced the earlier, nonbinding American Declaration of the Rights
               and Duties of Man. The American Convention on Human Rights became the basis for the
               rulings by the Inter-American Court of Human Rights. Although U.S. President Jimmy Carter signed the American Convention on Human Rights in 1977, the U.S. Senate has yet to
               ratify the convention and join the Inter-American Court.  
            

            
            In the 1980s the IACtHR concluded that governments have the obligation to respect
               the human rights of individuals and to guarantee the enjoyment of these rights. In a landmark decision
               in 1988, the Court found that states had a “duty to punish” any violation of rights
               found in the convention. Latin American governments that passed amnesty laws in the
               aftermath of the dirty wars that took place in the 1970s and 1980s found them reversed
               by the IACtHR during the first decade of the 21st century. Because of the growing
               influence of inter-American organizations and international human rights law, many
               of the former dictators in the region have been prosecuted and convicted for past
               human rights violations.
            

            
         

         
         	AMERICAN CONVENTION TO PREVENT AND PUNISH THE CRIME OF TORTURE

         
         	
            Since its founding in 1948, the Organization of American States (OAS) has played a key role in the protection of human rights in the Western Hemisphere. At a Special General Assembly session in Cartagena, Colombia, in 1985, the delegates amended the preamble of the OAS Charter to state that “representative
               democracy is an indispensable condition for stability, peace, and development of the region.”
               The subsequent modification of Chapter 1 of the charter provided that promoting and
               consolidating representative democracy was now an essential purpose of the OAS.
            

            
            The Cartagena meeting also addressed the broad concern with the prevention of torture. Under the American Convention to Prevent and Punish Torture, state parties are committed
               to punishing the perpetrators of torture, taking measures to prevent and punish other
               cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment within their jurisdictions, and a pledge by
               signatory nations to enact domestic laws providing compensation for victims of torture.
               The Cartagena Convention entered into force in February 1987. The United Nations (UN) has also adopted a number of human rights conventions, including the Convention Against
               Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman, or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (1984/1987),
               which bans torture as a weapon of war. The UN Convention is also called the Convention Against Torture (CAT).
            

            
            The U.S. Senate ratified the CAT in 1994; however, after 11 September 2001, certain
               officials of the George W. Bush administration, including Vice President Dick Cheney, David S. Addington, and John
               Yoo, justified the use of torture as a means of obtaining intelligence information
               from captured “enemy combatants” and suspects in the war on terror. Their views carried
               considerable weight among neoconservatives in Washington who did not believe that international law could limit presidential authority.
            

            
         

         
         	AMERICAN ENTERPRISE INSTITUTE (AEI)

         
         	
            Moderately conservative think tank devoted to the principles of individual opportunity
               and free enterprise found in the works of Friedrich Hayek and Gottfried Harbeler.
               AEI became more involved in foreign policy and defense research in the 1980s with
               analysts devoted to supporting President Ronald Reagan’s Central American policy and in assisting anti-communist resistance movements worldwide.
               During the presidency of George W. Bush, AEI was a strong advocate for going to war against Saddam Hussein in 2002–2003.
               Working in tandem with the Heritage Foundation, AEI promoted both a dramatic expansion of America’s military power abroad and the
               dismantling of Franklin D. Roosevelt’s New Deal at home. The most notable member of AEI during the Reagan era was Jeane
               D. Kirkpatrick, who gained fame for her criticism of President Jimmy Carter’s human rights policy and her famous journal article “Dictatorships and Double Standards.” Most
               of AEI’s current analysis and publications are directed at anti-terrorism, advancing economic freedom worldwide, and the use of force abroad. AEI is headquartered
               in Washington, D.C., close to Capitol Hill.
            

            
            See also NEOCONSERVATISM.
            

            
         

         
         	AMERICAN INTERNATIONAL LAW

         
         	
            After the Cold War, the Organization of American States (OAS) has tried to strengthen its commitment to international law through a redefined juridical agenda and new legal instruments for the inter-American system (IAS). These changes were designed to address post–Cold War challenges stemming from greater interdependence, common security threats and problems,
               and an emerging emphasis on multilateral institutions. After 11 September 2001, the
               U.S. government concentrated on the Andean region because of the war against drugs and perceived threats emanating from the connection
               between Latin American terrorist organizations and illegal drugs.
            

            
            Support for the idea of a benevolent coup d’état developed in Washington and among
               some inter-American organizations when military-corporate threats to democracy emerged in Venezuela, Haiti, Honduras, and Paraguay. After the United States blamed Hugo Chávez for his own brief removal from office, it became acceptable to topple distasteful
               but democratic governments in the Americas. This attitude by the United States has
               contributed to skepticism of democracy promotion efforts in Latin America and elsewhere
               and the growth of anti-Americanism tied to the close association of democracy promotion
               with U.S. military intervention and occupation. Moreover, positive attitudes toward international law are undermined
               when state sovereignty, juridical equality, and nonintervention no longer matter.
            

            
            Public opinion polls in the United States consistently show that the government spends
               too much on foreign aid and support for international organizations. The core issues—drug legalization, environmental protection, democracy promotion, human rights, corruption, torture, and development assistance—that inter-American organizations confront often clash
               with partisan and ideological differences over the importance of international institutions,
               international law, state sovereignty, and the protection of human rights. The dominance
               of neoconservatives in Republican administrations perpetuates the party’s position that international
               law restricts U.S. sovereignty and should therefore be ignored when it comes to defining
               and dealing with torture, human rights, and nontraditional warfare. When violations
               of domestic and international law occurred, as they did during the George W. Bush administration, neoconservatives tried to cover themselves with legal memos and protections
               contained in legislation.
            

            
            As an international force for peacekeeping around the world, a large majority of Americans
               believe the United Nations (UN) plays a necessary and useful role in the world. In order to solve problems such as
               terrorism and the degradation of the environment, a majority of Americans believe the United
               States should work through international organizations while reducing its role as
               world policeman. Large majorities want the UN strengthened so that it has the power
               and funding to investigate human rights violations, arrest leaders responsible for
               war crimes such as genocide, and regulate the international arms trade. Americans
               also believe in the International Criminal Court (ICC) as a mechanism to try individuals when their own country will not try them even though
               the government of the United States has yet to ratify the statute of the ICC. The
               level of satisfaction with the performance of the OAS and the UN clearly goes through
               ups and downs, changes that depend on the degree of success in averting international
               conflicts and hot-spot threats.
            

            
            As the perceived threats from Latin America recede, the attentive public and governing
               elites tend to ignore the region and the media spends less time and space on informing
               citizens about the importance of inter-American organizations. Sample surveys that
               include ideological identification—rightist or leftist—find that attitudes toward
               conventional authority often vary where leftists are more likely to support multilateral
               cooperation, dissent, and a positive view of world citizenship. Rightists, on the
               other hand, adopt more hierarchical attitudes toward authority, including loyalty
               to the nation-state and the avoidance of dissent if it threatens national security.
               Citizens who live in societies influenced by limited corruption and perceive minimal
               public corruption voice the strongest commitment to democracy, human rights, international
               law, universal jurisdiction, and the importance of inter-American organizations.
            

            
            See also ÁLVAREZ, ALEJANDRO (1868–1960).
            

            
         

         
         	AMERICAS WATCH (AW)

         
         	
            One of the major human rights nongovernmental organizations in the United States founded between 1974 and 1981 when military-authoritarian governments were involved
               in massive human rights violations in Latin America. The prime movers in the establishment
               of Americas Watch were Aryeh Neier and Juan Méndez, two activists who used humanitarian
               law to criticize both guerrillas and governments involved in Latin American conflicts.
               After Human Rights Watch (HRW) (originally Helsinki Watch) was founded in 1978 to monitor the Soviet Union’s compliance
               with the Helsinki Accords, a number of “watch committees” were founded to expose abusive
               governments in different parts of the world. AW was founded in 1981 while violence
               and civil war engulfed Central America. By using on-the-ground fact-finding research,
               AW exposed human rights violations by government forces, war crimes by rebel groups,
               and the role played by foreign governments in providing military and political support
               to the human rights violators.
            

            
            AW played a critical role in documenting state-sponsored violence and other abuses
               during the civil wars in Central America. For example, its reports of violence by
               government forces and their paramilitary allies helped create international pressure
               to resolve these conflicts, particularly in El Salvador. Its work in Haiti helped to prosecute the military leaders who overthrew President Jean-Bertrand Aristide in 1991. AW is not a mass-membership organization; however, its primary strategy
               for protecting human rights is its crisis-directed research and detailed reports.
               In 1988 all of the “watch committees” were united under one name to form Human Rights
               Watch (HRW). The primary donor to HRW is the George Soros Open Society Foundation.
            

            
            See also ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN STATES (OAS)/ORGANIZACIÓN DE ESTADOS AMERICANOS (OEA).
            

            
         

         
         	AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL (AI)

         
         	
            Amnesty International is one of a number of international nongovernmental organizations (INGOs) operating in Latin America. Founded in 1961 and based in London, AI is mainly concerned
               with three broad policy goals: the release of prisoners of conscience, the end to
               all forms of torture, and the conduct of fair trials for political prisoners. Each year it documents in
               its annual report the human rights situation in each Latin American country. AI has also been at the forefront of efforts
               to protect human rights defenders, especially in Colombia. AI is a mass-membership organization, and as such its major advocacy tool is the
               mobilization of its membership.
            

            
            See also AMERICAS WATCH (AW); HUMAN RIGHTS WATCH (HRW).
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN COMMISSION OF JURISTS (ACJ)/COMISIÓN ANDINA DE JURISTAS (CAJ)

         
         	
            Made up of jurists from Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela, the ACJ was founded in 1982 to protect human rights and promote democracy among its six members through counseling and education on legal and human rights issues.
               The ACJ also maintains consultative status within the United Nations Economic and Social Council.
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN COMMUNITY (AC)

         
         	
            See ANDEAN GROUP (AG) OR ANDEAN PACT (AP)/GRUPO ANDINO (GA) OR PACTO ANDINO (PA).
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN GROUP (AG) OR ANDEAN PACT (AP)/GRUPO ANDINO (GA) OR PACTO ANDINO (PA)

         
         	ANDEAN GROUP OR ANDEAN PACT OR PACTO ANDINO

         
         	
            A subregional common market agreed to in 1966 and set up in 1969 to improve its members’
               bargaining power within the Latin American Free Trade Association (LAFTA) with headquarters in Lima, Peru. Officially known as the Acuerdo de Cartagena (from the site where the treaty was
               signed in Cartagena, Colombia), its membership includes Bolivia, Chile (withdrew in 1976; rejoined in 1990), Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela (joined in 1973). Its original goals were to create a common market that would advance
               industrialization, tighten control over multinational corporations operating within
               the market, and offer special concessions to poorer members to stimulate economic
               progress. In May 1987, representatives of the six-member group signed the Quito Protocol,
               modifying the Cartagena Agreement by relaxing the strict rules on foreign investment
               contained in Decision 24. From 1971 to 1985, in accordance with a commission directive
               (Decision 24), foreign investors were required to transfer 51 percent of their shares
               to local investors within 15 years in order to qualify for preferential trade arrangements.
               Decision 24 deterred foreign investors and accelerated foreign indebtedness, thus
               eventually leading to the annulment of the directive in 1987 and greater liberalization
               of foreign investment from the end of the 1980s onward.
            

            
            In 1989, the Andean Group expanded its goals to include nuclear nonproliferation,
               regional development, and low levels of political integration. In 1991, the Andean
               Group, meeting in Caracas, Venezuela, established the framework for an Andean common
               market (Caracas Declaration), to start full operation by 1995. The Caracas Declaration
               also included provisions for the election of an Andean Parliament by universal suffrage
               and an “open sky” agreement giving airlines equal rights to airspace and airports
               within the Andean Group region.
            

            
            Since its creation in 1969, the Andean Pact or Group has changed names several times,
               and membership has come and gone on a regular basis. Chile withdrew from the Group
               in 1976, and Venezuela delayed signing the operative agreement until 1973. Peru announced
               it was leaving the Group for five years in 1997, and in 2006 Venezuela announced it
               was leaving the Group as a result of Colombia and Peru signing bilateral trade agreements
               with the United States. To promote greater economic and political integration between then member countries—Bolivia,
               Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Venezuela—in 1996, the Andean Community was set up under
               a new Andean Integration System (SAI). Under the new arrangement the member countries
               hope to establish even greater integration by having a common market, common foreign
               policy, a social agenda, a common policy on border integration, and joint efforts
               to achieve positive macroeconomic gains. Those who formed the AC hoped that the inter-American
               organization would hasten negotiations with the Southern Common Market (MERCOSUR)
               to expand free trade even further.
            

            
            The Andean Group consists of a number of organizational components, including a Commission,
               Council, Junta, Parliament (Parlamento Andino), Court of Justice, Reserve Fund, and
               a Development Corporation, that carry out its activities. Substantial increases in
               regional trade and industrial growth were evident in the first decade of the group’s
               existence; however, these positive trends were reversed by the 1980s due to the heavy
               costs of import substitution industrialization programs, the international economic
               crisis, conflicts of national interest over tariffs, a boundary war between Ecuador
               and Peru, and poor enforcement of basic group policies. There are plans to gradually
               integrate the Andean Community into the Union of South American Nations (UNASUR).
            

            
            See also ANDEAN REGION.
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN INITIATIVE OR ANDEAN STRATEGY OR ANDEAN REGIONAL INITIATIVE

         
         	ANDEAN INITIATIVE OR STRATEGY OR REGIONAL INITIATIVE

         
         	
            A five-year, multifaceted, $2.2 billion program to reduce the flow of illegal drugs, primarily cocaine, into the United States announced with great fanfare in 1990 by President George H.W. Bush. Under pressure from the American public and Congress, the Andean Initiative put
               primary emphasis on a greater support role for the U.S. military in the Andean region in addition to greater involvement of military forces of Colombia, Peru, and Bolivia. After declaring a “war” on drugs in 1989, Bush followed a rhetorical strategy centered
               on linking Latin America’s drug war with U.S. security. Bush’s plan clearly militarized
               the war on drugs in Latin America by supplying $65 million in emergency military and
               police aid to Colombia and $261 million in anti-drug assistance programs to Bolivia,
               Colombia, and Peru. A plea from Andean political leaders for economic development
               assistance, crop substitution, and debt relief went unheeded, as the Bush administration
               insisted that the aid package focus on military and police activities and an expanded
               counterinsurgency focus in the Andes.
            

            
            Controversy surrounded the Andean Initiative from the beginning as the militarization
               of the war on drugs threatened the stability of fragile democracies. Moreover, Andean
               leaders strongly disagreed with the U.S. emphasis on supply-side measures aimed at
               interdiction and suppression programs rather than focusing on demand-side solutions
               such as treatment and prevention. Some Andean leaders also feared that cooperating
               too closely with the United States would lead to the appearance of being puppets of
               Washington. By 1991, the Andean Strategy was in disarray, and by the time the initiative
               reached its five-year mandate in 1994, the program was in serious financial and political
               trouble. The U.S. Congress became disillusioned with the lack of commitment of Latin
               American leaders and decided to allocate only $35 million out of $204 million requested
               in 1994. During the Bill Clinton administration, the Andean Initiative of President Bush changed its name to the Andean
               Regional Initiative (ARI) as the focus of U.S. policy shifted to saving Colombia from
               narco-terrorism, rural insurgencies, and the failure of civilian governments.
            

            
            After 11 September 2001, an explicit counterterror orientation targeted at the Fuerzas Armadas Revolucionarias Colombianas (FARC) in Colombia, developed within the George W. Bush administration. The FARC was compared to al Qaeda, making it the most dangerous terrorist
               group in the Americas. The Andean Regional Initiative altered the rationale for U.S.
               intervention in Colombia by providing a new discourse blending both counterdrugs and counterterrorism
               into an overtly militarized policy and expanded the strategy to include neighboring
               countries.
            

            
            See also DRUG CARTELS; PLAN COLOMBIA.
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN INTEGRATION SYSTEM (AIS)/SISTEMA DE INTEGRACIÓN ANDINA (SIA)

         
         	
            See ANDEAN GROUP (AG) OR ANDEAN PACT (AP)/GRUPO ANDINO (GA) OR PACTO ANDINO (PA).
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN PARLIAMENT

         
         	
            The Andean Parliament is part of the Andean Group (AG), a bloc that came into existence with the signing of the Cartagena Agreement in 1969.
               In 1979, the Andean Parliament was created with headquarters in Bogotá, Colombia, part of a multination effort to set policy and resolve disputes regarding trade.
            

            
         

         
         	ANDEAN REGION

         
         	
            This important region of South America follows the Andean mountain chain, stretching
               from Venezuela in the north to Chile in the south. It includes Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru. Argentina is considered part of the Southern Cone region even though a sliver of its western
               flank includes part of the Andean mountains. This region of South America is important
               to the inter-American community due to its natural resources—copper, tin, iron, petroleum,
               coca leaf, and natural gas—and the consequences of a history of mineral dependency
               that has hindered the development of diversified economies; it is also a region with
               border disputes, political instability, drug trafficking, narco-terrorism, security issues, and domination by foreign powers. The high value of coca in rural
               areas of the Andes and the voracious appetite for illegal drugs in the United States has been a key factor in the political instability, rural guerrilla movements, foreign
               intervention, persistent poverty, indigenous protest movements, corruption, and de-democratization. Since the early 1990s, the Andean region has been the most
               unstable and violent in the Western Hemisphere. As Andean governments have drifted
               toward the left, candidates and political parties challenged inter-American organizations
               and the traditional role of the United States in the region. As a result of the above,
               there are more security-based hot spots in the Andean region than elsewhere in Latin
               America.
            

            
            See also ANDEAN GROUP (AG) OR ANDEAN PACT (AP)/GRUPO ANDINO (GA) OR PACTO ANDINO (PA); ANDEAN INITIATIVE OR ANDEAN STRATEGY OR ANDEAN REGIONAL INITIATIVE; DRUG CARTELS; PLAN COLOMBIA.
            

            
         

         
         	ANTARCTIC TREATY CONSULTATIVE PARTY GROUP (ATCPG)

         
         	
            A set of collective agreements designed to regulate international relations with respect
               to Antarctica. The
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