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Abstract

  Analyzing the diverse actors of the conflict in Colombia has never been an easy task because of their complexity. This Research Paper intends to conceptualize stateness on the power consolidated by the paramilitary groups in the regions of Magdalena Medio and Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño where their power succeeded to overcome the national authorities. The paper summarizes and contends three main perceptions on the state and solves the tension between them with a fourth one. The capitalist state perception addresses the state as a reproduction of an economic system. The coercive approach regards the use of coercion as a tool of cohesion to preserve the modes of production of the state. The organizational approach looks at the importance of the occupational groupings prior the existence of the modes of production. The forth one solves the gap between the previous three by looking at the configuration and interaction between social classes in times of change from one mode of production to another. Trough this last perspective, the paper will address the rise and consolidation of the paramilitary power in the regions to analyze whether they were merely coercive actors or if they had enough power to consolidate a state apparatus in the regions parallel to the nation state. 
Relevance to Development Studies

Through the research on the conceptualization of the power of the paramilitary groups, this paper questions the relevance and role of the Nation State, an apparatus so inherent to development discussions, in conflicted third world countries such as Colombia by arguing that their centralized structure allows the growth of subnational power structures. At the same time, it is relevant to redefine the role of democracy in these scenarios where the core develops differently from the periphery. 
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Chapter 1 
Introduction

1.1 Background

 “Land in this country is an epilogue of conflict.”

Freddy Rendón Herrera

Colombia has been a setting for conflict for almost two centuries with the past 40 years being the most intense period. Although the conflict has remained constant in history, its logics and actors have changed along with the political system and the modes of production, with the latter as the most important variable to understand the permanence of the conflict in time, yet not the only one. The way these two variables have interacted with each other has determined the nature, not only of the conflict, but also of the social structure in Colombia which is reproduced through the conflict dynamics. As a result of this interaction different irregular actors have been raised either as a form of resistance or as a form that allows the perpetuation of a particular model in time. 

“La Violencia” was the period that started the violent political disputes between liberals and conservatives that often aimed at the elimination of the enemy. These disputes turned into land disputes when peasants were forcibly displaced from their properties because of political reasons. The resistance to the displacements in the form of guerrillas took different shapes depending on the mode of production of each part of the country. The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) represented the peasantry in Tolima who were victims of the rural fights over a land reform that would redistribute the land to the peasants. The National Liberation Army (ELN) represented the unions of workers of oil exploitation in Magdalena Medio region and the student movements who supported them. A third guerrilla group also grew during the 70s under the name of 19th of April Movement (M-19); a type of guerrilla had its roots and head quarters in the city but they expanded quickly to the rural areas. The last guerrilla group relevant for this analysis is the Ejército Popular de Liberación (EPL) that intended to take the rural struggles to the urban debates around labor rights in the banana plantations (Vargas; 2000 p. 1). 
In the 80s, Colombia had more illegal actors in the scenario than institutional ones. Holding back the illegal actors was not an easy task for the governments, leading to the agreement to enter peace negotiations with the subversive groups. This decision created a feeling of resentment amongst the military forces who believed that they were succeeding at fighting the illegal groups and this feeling was shared by the biggest landlords in the country who felt constantly harassed by the guerrillas (García-Peña; 2005 p. 60). 

It is at the beginning of the 80s where the interaction between a particular mode of production based on the use of land and a political system with a rather weak control over the illegal groups as well as over the military forces (these ones were highly autonomous mostly because of the recurrent use of the State of Emergency that allowed them to perform freely), gave birth to yet another illegal actor: the paramilitary groups. These were the direct product of the alliance between the landlords, who were the regional elites, and the National Army in an attempt to privatize security as a way to protect themselves from the guerrillas (Vargas; 2000 p. 5) 
The lack of a strong State plus the high independence and economic power of the regional elites, along with fragmented military forces without a core and a crescent anti-communist ideology that served as a bone to the process of consolidation set the environment for the paramilitary groups to rise.

1.2 Indication of the Problem

“Indeed, the Colombian paramilitary appeared as a punitive force, basically of the cattle ranchers and the narcotraffickers, but they soon discovered the need to govern, which entailed establishing new mechanisms to control the population” (Gutiérrez; 2005 p. 2). In fact, the paramilitary groups sought for territorial power by governing in their regions and succeeded in doing so. The problem, here, is to understand and conceptualize this “need to govern” and how it was, in fact, taken further to something else. On one hand, it is evident that there was a big influence over the territories, controlling all forms of economic trade and development at the same time that the fought the guerrillas. But on the other hand, they evolved into becoming an entity parallel to the State which provided not only security, but also a form of justice very particular of their performance plus the collection of taxes that is typical of a capitalist state.

In order to identify and understand the logics of the paramilitary power, this paper will look at two different regions that set the example to build the paramilitary model in many parts of the Colombian territory. The first region is Magdalena Medio; a region that has witnessed the birth of some of the most horrifying actors in the history of Colombia. Their relevance in this work is not related, entirely, to how horrifying they were, but to how powerful they were. The second region is Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño where the struggles over land and labor rights became central to the debate around who had real control. Both of these regions experienced during the 80s and 90s the rise and consolidation of a type of power that began as an enforcement of the central power and then became autonomous enough to create its own political organization that resembled the one of the State because they did not limit their power to the use of violence to control the enemy, but they created certain alliances that allowed the creation of their own systems of taxation and justice administration. The paper intends to solve, then, the puzzle of the nature of the paramilitary control by theorizing stateness in the particular process that is being traced.

1.3 Theoretical Framework and Methodology 

As the title indicates, this paper is focused on the State as a concept which is understood in a particular context. For the particular purpose of this research, four main approaches on the state will be used. With a literature review chapter, the paper will introduce the reader to the debate between the views on the capitalist state from a Marxist perspective and the views on the state from a coercive perspective; both of them correspond to a materialist type of analysis. Both perspectives will be contrasted with the organizational approach of the state in an ideational type of analysis brought by Max Weber. A fourth angle raised by Barrington Moore will help to close the gap between the two types of analysis by arguing that the state formation will vary according to the configuration of the alliances between social groups within a particular mode of production. Because of the elements given by Moore that gather both the materialist and the ideational types of analysis, the further body of the research will be based on this perspective. Later on, the concept of the State will be analyzed in the history of Colombia.

Because of the time constraints, this research does not entail fieldwork; instead, it will use secondary data to develop its arguments. The third chapter will use this secondary data provided by scholars such as Vargas, Corredor and López-Alves to characterize the paramilitary groups in Colombia, tracing its origins and main features. Also, to understand the ideology that nurtured it (the National Security Doctrine) the method of discourse analysis will be applied. Lastly, to develop the case studies, this research will use the Moorean approach as a method by focusing on the configuration of power in terms of interaction between the social classes during the consolidation of the paramilitary regime. This will be possible by looking at the previous works done by Medina, Romero, Cubides, García, Rangel and other scholars that study the paramilitary phenomenon in relation to the theoretical framework. At the end, the results and conclusions of the research will be presented. 

1.4 Research Objective

By conceptualizing stateness from different perspectives, the paper seeks to help to comprehend the means, methods, and techniques that the paramilitary forces used to take over control the regions of Magdalena Medio and Córdoba-Urabá Antioqueño and how that power was exercised and taken by the citizens and the regional elites to further observe the nature of said power. 
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Chapter 2  
On Stateness

The word State has long been a part of the political science vocabulary, often used irresponsibly, sometimes with care, but it is almost inherent to the political science researches. It is common to hear about its changing relevance in the world, especially lately with the increasing process of globalization that is taking place. In spite of many attempts to underestimate its importance, the state remains as one of the main figures in the political world and it is still used as a reference for some type of power dynamics that occurs within a certain territory. Whether it is still the main source of political power or not, will not be discussed in this paper. What is important now is how to theorize stateness more than just acknowledge the existence of the state apparatus. 

In simple words we usually understand stateness as the institutional centrality of the State (Evans; 1997 p. 62; Kraxberger; 2007 p. 1056); this is the capacity of the State to create and sustain its own institutions to fulfill its tasks. This has been debated by different perspectives that will be addressed in this paper. While the Marxist perspective focused on the importance of the modes of production and the material reasons behind the state formation, Perry Anderson focused on the role of coercion inside those modes of production. In contrast with both of these materialist perspectives, Max Weber focused on the organizational aspects of the state formation process based on status and cultural features of society. Since choosing between either of these positions would almost imply discrediting the others and, all the perspectives have elements that explain the state formation process, this paper will use the approach given by Barrington Moore in which he looks at the configuration inside the modes of production in terms of the interaction between the classes in a transition moment from one mode to another. This perspective helps to solve the everlasting conflict between the material and the idealist explanations on the state formation process which will be explained from its origins in abstract and then further into the theoretical debates. 

Assuming the state as a historical construction, it is possible to trace its origins in Europe as a political organization that emerged from the 12th Century when lay judiciary systems appeared inside different kingdoms with the purpose of reducing conflicts. Also, during this period, the first signals of security provided by an authority were visible, yet the figure of the State was not evident. It was only until the 17th century that the State emerged as we know it.  For Charles Tilly (Tilly; 1990.p.p. 20-21), this emergence has to do with the correlation between the first attempts to accumulate capital and the efforts to have domination through the use of coercion. Indeed, for Tilly, “states make war and war make states” (Tilly; 1985 p. 170). The use of coercion implied extraction, distribution and redistribution of resources plus distribution of goods and services to sustain the armies and navies in use. Tilly saw this development more clearly towards the end of the 13th century where the boundaries were more defined, yet this definition was far from permanent because of the constant reformation of the territories. 

The first attempt of state though was not very large, in terms of extension. It was rather limited to city-states than to what we currently know as the state. According to this perspective, then, the state apparatus is created and, above all, is necessary due to the existence of wars. Michael Mann identifies two types of power inside a state; one related to the range of actions which the elite is empowered to undertake without routine, institutionalized negotiation with civil society groups which he calls despotic power and a second one that is the capacity to penetrate civil society and to implement logistically political decisions throughout the realm called infrastructural power (Mann; 1984 p. 113). For Michael Mann, the geopolitical conflict between states was the core to develop the infrastructural power of the modern state (Mann; 1986 p. 424). Some have opposed to this perspective because the state did not only owe its existence to wars but also to the rise of capitalism in the case of Marxist thoughts, or the legitimate monopoly of coercion as in the case of Max Weber. 

The capitalist state
The Modern State as we know it was developed under the framework of Nation States, being those larger than the city-states and more politically organized than their younger version. These states have a stronger supreme jurisdiction over a delimited territorial area, based on the coactive monopoly of power and count with legitimacy as a minimum level of support or loyalty from the citizens (Held; 1995.p. 71). With this brief definition of what the Modern State is, it is possible to observe the main features of it, such as territoriality, the impersonal structure of power, the necessity of a rule of law, the structure of public administration, legitimacy and control over the means of violence. 

For Marxists this organization is due to the role of a ruling class in the state formation process. The capitalist state, according to Bob Jessop, does not always rely on legitimate ways to consolidate its dominance. The capitalist state is, by definition, exclusive, based in the domination of the ruling class (bourgeoisie) over the working class and it represents the private interests of the bourgeoisie (Jessop; 1982.p.p 7-8). Engels identifies the defining attributes of the state as organization on a territorial basis, specialized coercive apparatus of force, taxation, administrative staff, and, as a rule, political rights graded on the basis of property (Engels, “On the origins of the family, private property and the state p.p. 155-156 cited in Jessop; 1982.p. 21). It is evident that for the state it is more important to preserve the economic system rather than having legitimacy for it. Nevertheless, the normal state is able to do so without much opposition because of the role of the normative system where the individuals are subordinated to the particular interest of the state (ibid; p.18). Beyond relying on legitimacy, the state relied on its own organization and on the importance of the normative system to maintain the status quo.

For some Marxists, legislation if created to help reproduce the economic system. It secures capital interest and its conditions for general social reproduction and against substantial bourgeois opposition (Jessop; 1982.p. 18). It serves a purpose for a class and even to reduce class conflicts and antagonisms to favor the ruling class. However, it is rather unfair and too shallow to put all Marxist thought in one bag. There are different trends inside Marxist thought but regarding state formation this paper will make reference to three main theories of the state. The first is often referred to as the instrumentalist one which sees the state merely as an instrument of class rule, i.e., an instrument over whose control political struggle is waged (Jessop; ibid p. 11). Because of this, the state is an instrument of coercion and administration; therefore the legality is part of this instrument of power. 

Ralph Miliband himself puts it this way: “I do believe that the state in these class societies is primarily and inevitably the guardian and protector of the economic interests which are dominant in them. Its real purpose and mission is to ensure their continued predominance not to prevent it” (Miliband; 1970 p. 259 reprinted by Blackburn ed.; 1972). This, for Miliband, goes hand by hand with the presence of a strong state élite who pushes for this predominance. When looking at the role of legislation, Miliband suggests that the ruling class has intervened in the State apparatus in the form of bureaucracy (reading made by Nicos Poulantzas in Poulantzas; 1969 p. 245 reprinted by Blackburn ed.; 1972). 

According to this perspective, the relationship between the ruling class and the state apparatus is one that comes from the exterior of the system to somehow manipulate it in its favor. In order words, it creates some type of clientelistic relations between the ruling class and the bureaucrats. Those who control the system in their favor are called managers that are motivated to have specific private profits from the decisions made inside the state apparatus. But the State apparatus for Miliband is not one as a whole; it is divided in branches such as the army, the police, the judiciary and civil administration (Poulantzas; ibid p. 248). These sectors would also have more relevance depending on the social closeness to the ruling class; therefore, it would not only be the same situation but the profit coming from the public sector to the private one would depend on the status of the branch in relation to the ruling class. To summarize, this perspective will see the State as a dependant variable with multiple branches that exists because of the ruling class and with the purpose of benefiting it through its decisions and policies that are incited by managers who represent this class from outside the bureaucracy but still, it has a large impact on this one because of its influence in the public agenda. 

Another side of the Marxists argues that the state cannot be essentialized and reduced to an instrumentalism view. It is the conditions and the multiple factors surrounding it that constitutes its importance and its role in safeguarding class struggles. The state engages a complex process of analysis and synthesis for this perspective (Jessop; 1982 p. 24). Nicos Poulantzas critiques several points raised in Miliband’s book “The State in the Capitalist Society”, in an article called The problem of the Capitalist state published in The New Left Review. Poulantzas begins by examining the pertinence of the debate around the so-called managerialism. He argues that the distinction between managers and the economic élite is unnecessary and that Miliband fails to identify different fractions of capital mentioned in the first place by Marx (Poulantzas; ibid p. 244). The understanding itself of the class was a main difference in this sense but it was not the only problem Poulantzas saw on Miliband’s work. According to Poulantzas, Miliband is mistaken by assuming that the relation of the State vis-à-vis the ruling class comes from the exterior. “(…) If the function of the State in a determinate social transformation and the interests of the dominant class in this transformation coincide, it is by reason of the system itself: the direct participation of members of the ruling class in the State apparatus is not the cause but the effect, and moreover a chance and contingent one, of this objective coincidence” (Poulantzas; ibid p. 245). 

Later Poulantzas returns to Marx and Lenin’s thought and reminds Miliband that the members of the bureaucracy for them are not a class but a social category in itself. “This means that, although the members of the State apparatus belong, by their class origin, to different classes, they function according to a specific unity” (Poulantzas; ibid p. 246). The point raised here is very important in understanding the differences between both branches of Marxism. For the approach represented by Miliband, bureaucrats are utilized by the ruling class to make private profit out of the public policy, yet bureaucrats do not have motives of their own, but they belong to a certain class and they are functional to this class inside the state; while for the structuralist approach, led by Poulantzas in this discussion, the bureaucrats have their own identity, that is to a certain extent related to the identity given by their own class, it is undeniable, but they do not depend on that class because they have a specific identity and constitute a specific class category. Their role inside the state apparatus is none other than its actualization; because of this, their interests as part of the state coincide with those of the ruling class rather than follow them. Then the state, for the structuralists, is no longer a dependant variable, but it counts on a relative autonomy. It is relative because there is still pressure, but it does not come from outside but it is a pressure from within, from the structure itself (Poulantzas; ibid p. 246). 

In State, Power, Socialism, Poulantzas summarizes the relationship of the bourgeoisie with the State by saying that “the bourgeoisie relationship to the nation varies according to the fraction concerned (national bourgeoisie, internationalized bourgeoisie, domestic bourgeoisie); it is itself established by the mediation of the State. Now, this State is not just any State: it has a class nature and, qua bourgeois, it constitutes the bourgeoisie as the dominant class (Poulantzas; 1978 p. 117). They are mutually constituted so, in this sense, the State is the reproduction of previous class struggles and now is the mediator between them. 

State and Coercion
It is rather evident, now, that the State has an important role in the class struggle, for both positions. But so far, both of them have been more emphatic on the use of its power to subjugate, in the first case, and mediate, in the second, in such a struggle and there has been no mention about the use of coercion for these purposes. As the capitalist State, according to Poulantzas, is not a stable one, it needs to use coercion to ensure its sustainability. Class struggles and class differences could be deterministic if the state referred is the normal one, i.e., a stable one (Jessop; ibid; p. 167). But there are some cases where the hegemony enters crisis and it becomes an exceptional state. This state makes use of repressive instruments to keep the dominance of the hegemony, such as suspending the electoral principle and eliminating the plural party system (Ibidem). The state has to increase its systems of repression in order to keep reproducing the interests of the bourgeoisie but these are already fragile because, according to Poulantzas there is a rupture in doing so (Poulantzas; ibid p. 168). For this purpose, the state will become authoritarian and will use as many bureaucratic instruments as possible to help the unilateral policies be executed. This authoritarian state, for Poulantzas, is the newest version of the capitalist state because of the contradictions it has inside (Poulantzas; ibid p. 170). 

   Poulantzas, then, argues that repression is used to help reproduce class interest because of the internal contradictions inside the capitalist state. Rokkan, on the other hand, will argue that repression is not an instrument of class, but an instrument of cohesion. He refers to repression as a form of creating identity and legitimacy in the state formation process in Europe (Rokkan; 1999.p. 164). In this case, repression helps to build an element of legitimacy of the regimes that help to constitute, as well, the nationalists feelings of the nation-state. But there are more elements to be considered in this materialist perspective on the use of coercion. 

The use of coercion itself comes from the process of the so-called primitive accumulation, concept used by Marx to explain the process of expropriation of the means of production from the laborers. “The capitalist system pre-supposes the complete separation of the laborers from all property in the means by which they can realize their labor. As soon as capitalist production is once on its own legs, it not only maintains this separation, but reproduces it on a continually extending scale.  The process, therefore, that clears the way for the capitalist system, can be none other than the process that transforms, on the one hand, the social means of subsistence and of production into capital, on the other, the immediate producers into wage-laborers. The so-called primitive accumulation, therefore, is nothing else than the historical process of divorcing the producer from the means of production. It appears as primitive, because it forms the pre-historic stage of capital and of the mode of production corresponding with it” (Marx; 1990 p. 947). This would not be possible without the use of coercion to go with it. In fact “Force is the midwife of every old society pregnant with a new one. It is itself an economic power” (Marx; ibid p. 916). Hence, the use of trickery, chicanery and piracy to expropriate before using force. 

Perry Anderson identifies this phenomenon clearly in the times of feudalism.  He describes this mode of production as one “defined by an organic unity of economy and polity, paradoxically distributed in a chain of parcellized sovereignties throughout the social formation. The institution of serfdom as a mechanism of surplus extraction fused economic exploitation and politico-legal coercion at the molecular level of the village. The lord in his turn typically owed liege-loyalty and knight-service to a seigniorial overload, who claimed the land as his ultimate domain. With the generalized commutation of dues into money rents, the cellular unity of political and economic oppression of the peasantry was gravely weakened, and threatened to become dissociated (the end of this road was ‘free labor’ and the ‘wage contract’). The class power of the feudal lords was thus directly at stake with the gradual disappearance of serfdom. The result was a displacement of politico-legal coercion upwards towards a centralized, militarized summit- The Absolutist State” (Anderson; 1979 p. 19). Coercion becomes nothing but the only choice to maintain the overall power of the absolutist state to continue a process of primitive accumulation that fits the needs of the lords in terms of labor policies. 

Contrary to Poulantzas’ perspective on the state as a mediator, for Anderson the Absolutist State was the “political carapace of a threatened nobility” (Anderson; ibid p. 18). The parcellized sovereignty mentioned by Anderson goes together with the concept of conditional property in juridical terms, meaning that the rights over land are rather limited or null for those who work on it. This is enforced by the creation of a very strong juridical power that is found in the public sphere, making it more difficult for the peasants to have access to land. In addition to this, as mentioned, “the nobility was a landowning class whose profession was war: its social vocation was not an external accretion but an intrinsic function of its own position” (Anderson; ibid p. 31). This could only create a ruling class with a military nature in it that made coercion inherent to its power. In this type of state it is feasible to observe that bureaucracy favored those who could have monetary access to the state apparatus by a system named by Anderson as “acquisition of offices’ (Anderson; ibid p. 33). The Absolutist State, then, is a state that relies on the extraction of capital as a form of primitive accumulation, using coercion to prevent the opposition of the oppressed class with the purpose of maintaining the high levels of surplus that are only found in a system of serfdom where peasants are expropriated from the means of production, leaving all revenues to the landed class. 

State and legitimacy
While the previous perspectives have been more focused on the importance of the modes of production of a particular system to understand the formation of the State and the need of the use of coercion to sustain a particular mode known as primitive accumulation, they disregard the role of legitimacy in building up the state. For some, as Jayasuriya, legitimacy occurs when the legislation is made in favor of the market helping the economic constitutionalism to rise (Jayasuriya; 2005 p. 2) using it to guide state-society relations in the form of norms and rules that privileges market. This economic constitutionalism still does not entirely bring together state and society; it does so to the extent of setting rules and norms that give legitimacy to the state but it lacks of a cultural element that would bring state and society closer.

Others, as Max Weber, do not see the origins of the state in wars or in the modes of production. Weber locates the origins in an organizational process linked to the setting of occupational groupings. As Guenther Roth mentions in his introduction to Weber’s book, “Weber looked more closely at the consequences of the seizure of power than did Marx in spite of the ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’; he saw that the revolutionary domination can survive only when an efficient administration suppresses the expropriated former holders of legitimate power” (Weber; 2002 p. XCVII). To Weber, organization precedes the revolution and, hence, the state formation. 

The occupational groups mentioned are ranked in the society according to their habits of consumption of goods in their lifestyle. “The occupational structure of a given social group may vary in the following ways: a) according to the degree in which well-marked and stable occupations have developed at all. The following circumstances are particularly important in this connection: the development of consumption standards, the development of techniques of production, and the development of large-scale budgetary units in the case of ‘unfree’ occupational organization, or of market systems in that free organization; b) according to the mode and degree of occupational specification or specialization of individual economic units. This will be decisively influenced by the market situation for the services or products of specialized units, which is in turn dependent on adequate purchasing power. It will also be influenced by the mode of distribution of control over capital goods; c) according to the extent and kind of continuity or change in occupational status. This, in turn, depends above all on two factors: on the one hand, on the amount of training required for the specialized functions, and on the other hand the degree of stability or instability of opportunities for earnings from them. The latter is, in turn, dependent on the type and stability of distribution of income and on the state of technology” (Weber; 2002 p. 141). Weber’s perspective clearly contrasts with that of the structuralists where determinism is present in the state formation process. In the case of the occupational groups studied by Weber, there are very different classifications and the state of consciousness of each class will change depending on the location of the organizational group. 

The previous consideration implies that the process of division of labor is not as rigid and strict as the one described by the former ones, and most importantly, it does not entirely depend on the modes of production. The division of labor is classified in three types: technically, socially and economically (Weber; ibid p. 114), with the occupational groups part of the second type. Furthermore, it implies that the organization of society in classes, is not entirely related to private property, it is also related to the status of the members, meaning that also the way society itself organizes specific communities of occupational groups depends on castes, ethnic and cultural beliefs and this organization is based on systems of honor and privilege that come from each community. (Weber; 1958 p. 188). Property is not enough of an element to constitute subjugation but it also depends on cultural features that give status to those in power. Legitimacy, then, is given to the ruling class by a system of beliefs that varies depending on each culture. 

Another difference between the coercive perspective and the legitimacy one is the relationship state vis-à-vis society. While the first one considers that the relation must be one of oppression, the latter believes in the role of cooperation to strengthen stateness. Cooperation from the state to the society takes a form of “embedded autonomy”, term used by Peter Evans to describe a situation where state power and class power advance together (Hobson; 1997 p. 234). Hobson argues that “state capacity is crucially founded on a high degree of social power” (Hobson; ibid p. 236) which highly contrasts with the positions that believe that coercion enforces state capacity. Those states that do not hold strong relations with society develop weak institutions and, of course, low legitimacy amongst society. 

State and configuration 

While these three perspectives are very useful to understand either the material conditions behind state formation or the organizational base that supports this process, they still have not created a link between the two. This is why it is important to consider yet another perspective that shall be used as a methodology to understand the kind of power consolidated by the paramilitary groups in Colombia. Barrington Moore observes that depending on the configuration of the social classes in the moment of the change from a particular mode of production to another, the results of the political will vary. He looks at the levels of interaction between classes beyond simply identifying them in the process. Moore does not stop at looking at the modes of production of a particular political organization; he looks at the interactions within them in the transition moment. Depending on the nature of these configurations, the process and the product of the state formation will take different routes. The capacity of the bourgeoisie to stabilize the excessive power of the nobility and the crown will define the route towards democracy; from this comes his famous premise “no bourgeoisie, no democracy” (Moore; 1966 p. 418). Moore’s perspective has been chosen in this paper because, through the case studies, it will be plausible to observe that the regions studied had particular paths regardless of the fact that both of them had the same mode of production and the levels of coercion varied depending on the interaction amongst the social classes. To understand Moore’s approach, it is relevant to look at the three roads to democracy identified by him in his book Social Origins of Dictatorship and Democracy.

Traditionally, Moore identifies three types of interaction. In the first one, there is a strong middle class, (i.e., bourgeoisie) that drives the revolution and helps to build on institutions that lead the route towards democracy. The role of the middle-class is key in this development and he illustrates the case of England for this purpose. “While absolutism was growing stronger in France, in a large section of Germany, and in Russia, it met its first major check on England soil, where to be sure the attempt to establish was much feebler. In very large measure this was true because the English landed aristocracy at an early date began to acquire commercial traits. Among the most decisive determinants influencing the course of subsequent political evolution are whether or not a landed aristocracy has turned to commercial agriculture and, if so, the form that this commercialization has taken” (Moore; 1966 p. 419). For England, this meant the evolution towards a class that had strong differences with the crown, setting limits to the attempts of the crown to have an absolutist state. “Likewise, the form commercial farming took in England, in contrast to eastern Germany, created a considerable community of interest with the towns. Both factors were important causes of the Civil War and the ultimate victory of the parliamentary cause.” (Moore; ibid p. 420). In this way, the new class helped to develop the institutions that led to the consolidation of a democratic system. 

The second one makes the capitalist transformation happen through a revolution from above. This road sees the existence of a landed upper class that seeks to maintain intact the peasant society and this can be done either by introducing “only enough changes to ensure that the peasants generate a sufficient surplus that it can appropriate and market at a profit (…) or may devise wholly new social arrangements along the lines of plantation slavery” (Moore; ibid p. 433). Both systems require strong political methods “to extract the surplus, keep the labor in its place and, in general, make the system work” (Moore; ibid p. 434). The political methods are supported by an alliance with the monarchy, leading at the same time to the preservation of a military ethic amongst the nobility. For this purpose, also, the landed class needs to count on an inherent superiority given by their own status in society which will give legitimacy to their position accompanied by the role of a strong loyalty given to the organization created out of this configuration of power. The alliance between the landed class and the monarchy also helps to retain a substantial “share in the political power by the landed élite, due to the absence of a revolutionary breakthrough by the peasants in combination with the urban strata” (Moore; ibid p. 438). Of course, the landed class cannot only ally itself to the monarchy, and then it finds in the merchants and the manufacturers a strategic partner to succeed in the revolution. While this partnership is very import in order to control a peasant rebellion, these rising industrial sectors are not strong enough to rule on its own and it is dependent on the landed class (Moore; ibid p. 437). 

With the consolidation of a political organization based on the relation of the landed class vis-à-vis the monarchy, the educational system also takes a new form around feelings that appeal to a national unity around the rulers and separating friends from enemies of the regime. Patriotic and conservative feelings are motivated through education to prevent the rising of the lower strata (Moore; ibid p. 441). Running these educational systems was possible with the reinforcement of the bureaucratic apparatus, especially the military and the police. At the same time the revolution towards modernization faces the problem of industrializing without changing the economic structure, and it is done with the help of the military. “The only way out of this dilemma was militarism, which united the upper classes. Militarism intensified a climate of international conflict, which in turn made industrial advance all more imperative” (Moore; ibid p. 442). 

The third type is a form of revolution that comes from the peasants. This rising in arms from the peasants is possible when the landed class is not able to create strong enough alliances with the merchants and industrialists (Moore; ibid p. 460). The landed class does not know how to deal with commercial agriculture putting more pressure on the peasants to extract more surplus intensifying, as well, labor services. Of course, the peasants at some point start to have grievances over the exploitation process to what they have been put to, so they begin to have demands to the landed class that is not willing to listen because it would imply reducing the surplus from peasants’ labor, this way the peasants start to radicalize against the landed class (Moore; ibid p.p. 462-467). In addition to this, a strong relationship with the overlord helps to run the revolution as well but under certain conditions: “there should not be severe competition for land or other resources between the peasants and the overlord and (…) political stability requires the inclusion of the overlord and/or the priest as members of the village community who perform services necessary for the agricultural cycle and the social  cohesion of the village for which they receive roughly commensurate privileges and material rewards” (Moore; ibid p. 470). There is not just one ally that the peasants can have to succeed in the revolution; the alliances will depend also in the economic development of the country. 

Of course, the three roads are different and it is not always plausible to apply them to every country in the world, but it is not the intention to apply these roads to the paramilitary model. It is the use of the methodology that helps to understand the nature of the alliances between social classes that gives sense to a particular political organization. 

The Colombian State Formation Process 

Colombia is a country that has struggled significantly to consolidate a state. Geography was the first obstacle that did not allow for real unification.  The lack of transportation and communication within the territory allowed the development of local elites that started to dominate their territory free from the control of the central power (Corredor; 1992 p.p. 71-72). From the beginning it was evident that some of the population were being excluded from the national order because of the interests of the Spanish colonizers who decided not to pay attention to particular geographic and social areas where they could not receive revenues. These sectors found a shelter in wastelands that the Spanish crown had left untouched. 

The development of institutions was rather weak as the colonization process made it possible to count on an indirect type of government that came from the Spanish crown to the country in the shape of representatives from the crown to local and regional structures. This heritage from the Spanish crown made it possible for the Colombian state to not know how to intervene in social and economic issues (Pecaut; 2001 p. 34). The lack of determination from the Colombian state to intervene in economic and social issues made it possible for other forces to make those decisions. 

In the economy, the agricultural class, for instance, was not affected by the crisis of coffee in the mid 30s because it turned, without consulting the state, to Brazil for help. The exporters of coffee were not organized under the umbrella of the state; furthermore, the state was almost invisible in their formation, making it possible for them to perform directly in the global market without state intervention. With this, a special form of economic liberalism took place in Colombia where economic sectors draw their lines against state intervention (Corredor; ibid p. 70-72). The lack of response of the state to the particular interests of the agricultural class also made it difficult to have a sense of accountability amongst society, not only in economic issues, but in social issues as well. Because of this, society and state are not co-related; in this sense, society did not rely on the state, not even for defense purposes (Corredor; ibid p. 75). 

The army, at the same time, was not an active actor in the state formation process. Soon enough, it had to intervene in the regional civil wars of the 19th century (Vargas; 2002 p. 96) taking sides with economic, regional or political sectors. This, at the same time, created a resentment feeling amongst the regional elites who were threatened by the military intervention in those regional conflicts. At the beginning of the 20th century, the army was no longer part of the state apparatus but was an instrument of the political parties depending on which party was governing (Vargas; ibid p. 102). 

Political parties in Colombia have had a highly important role in the development of the current state. They have always been triggers of violence, institutionalizing the means of coercion for them and not for the state. Bipartidism, as it is known, has taken the liberal vs. conservatives’ struggles beyond the political stages and put it in every sector of the Colombian society. They emerged as mediators between the state and civil society, creating a dichotomy in the national identity that was also taken by the elites in the regions (López-Álvez; 2000 p. 151). 

Typifying the Colombian state is not easy, but there are some elements that are helpful to understand some of its features in accordance to the theoretical perspectives given previously. Colombia did not develop citizen’s rights rapidly or strongly, leaving civil society behind in the state formation process. On the other hand, the rural poor, as a consequence of the discredit of the civil society, tried to mobilize several times against the social order, but they did not find strong enough allies that allowed this rebellion to happen, giving more and more power to the regional elites on who they depended to survive (López-Álvez; ibid p. 105). 

In this configuration of the state formation of Colombia it is plausible to observe that there was a landed class that comes from the regional elites that settled in different areas that were forgotten by the Spanish crown, given the type of government they had from abroad. The bourgeoisie, the merchants and exporters, were strong enough to run their own businesses inside the global market in a free economy without consulting the central state. Political parties were the source of a dichotomic national feeling that divided society into the violent groups that exist today. The military did not join the state in creating a national identity, but supported the political parties in their struggles, dividing the society even more. As the political issues were in the core of the debate, the rural poor were left behind, being exploited by the landed class with very few options of rebellion besides using the political struggles for rebellion purposes, as indeed happened with the emergence of the guerrilla groups who put together the social struggles along with the political struggles. As a response to those guerrilla struggles, the elites also found a way, outside the state, to prevent the rural changes to happen. This was through outsourcing security in the form paramilitary groups that later on aimed at having their own political control over the territories.
Chapter 3  
The Paramilitary groups

The paramilitary groups, as they are known in general in spite of their own discontent with this label, are a very complex and polemic actor, in which different individuals and dynamics converge and that, along the last decades, it has expanded and consolidated, being a very relevant actor in the Colombian national scenario and catching the attention of the international community. 

This chapter is focused on the characterization of the paramilitary groups as a central actor in the case studies. Here, some aspects will be presented as essential to understand the paramilitary phenomenon. In this sense, it is important to go through some of the most important events that gave birth to the problem that is being studied, i.e. the paramilitaries as a military actor or/and as a political actor. Also, the main qualities of their performance will be observed, as well as the elements that make them different from the previous form of paramilitarism, making it an “alternative political order”. To understand this organization, the paper will look at three different perspectives on the genesis and nature of the paramilitary. One related to their connection to the narcotraffickers; the other related to the National Security Doctrine, and finally the one that understands them as a product of the alliances with the regional elites. These perspectives will help to understand, in relation to the previous theories introduced earlier and to the specific case studies, the type of power that ultimately the paramilitary groups had. 

Narcoparamilitarism
Francisco Gutierrez looks at the origins of paramilitarism and critiques their own version of their genesis in which they started off as a ‘clean’ group that got corrupted afterwards (Gutierrez; 2005 p. 5). He argues that from the beginning paramilitarism was strongly correlated to narcotraffic because of the creation of the death squat called Muerte a Secuestradores (MAS) which was a group financed by the narcotraffic
, and then evolved into the Puerto Boyacá Model of paramilitarism. The union between narcotraffic and the private armies financed by them is called Narcoparamilitarism. Their relationship did not stop at hunting for guerrilla members or at providing security for the drug capos. The narcotraffickers saw in the peace process with the paramilitaries a escape from extradition to the United States for drug trafficking charges, then they needed a “political” project to join and they found in the paramilitary groups this project. The self-defense groups, at the same time, became narco-traffickers to constitute themselves as an economic élite (Medina; 2008 p. 111).  Furthermore “The narcotraffickers provided to the coalition –the paramilitary coalition- not only their military know-how and their boldness, but also a national and global network of suppliers, political supporters and aliens, which the cattle ranchers, with their proverbial localism and isolation, lacked” (Gutierrez; op cit p. 5). 

There are at least three main characteristics in common between the paramilitary groups and the narcotraffic cartels (Medina; 2008 p.p. 114-116): a type of economy that mixed legal with illegal methods; the use of violence and terrorism as subjugation strategies; and meddling in the political power as well as infiltration in the state institutions from which they actively participate in legislative processes that would benefit them. The use of coercion, for this type of analysis is the only resource the groups have to keep the narcotraffic order in force. Romero argues that this is how they became entrepreneurs of coercion, as he calls them.
 But the existence of the narcoparamilitarism phenomenon does not mean that their actions were limited to the provision of security to the drugs business and to the permanence, in time, of this activity; that would discredit multiple facts and actors that are also very relevant in understanding the paramilitary groups. They had also ideological reasons prior the privatization of security on behalf of the narcotraffickers. This was nurtured by the National Security Doctrine.

The National Security Doctrine
The National Security Doctrine was developed under the framework of the Cold War to hold back threats from communism to all the countries that supported the US (Vargas; 2006 p. 5). It is “a military macrotheory of the State and of the functioning of society that explains the importance of the ‘occupation’ of the state institutions on behalf of the Army” (Leal; 2002 p. 1). One of the most important elements of the Doctrine is found in the conception of war as a confrontation between democracy and communism. In this way, the Army is involved in a role that does not only concern the use of violence, but it has more of a political role as a stabilizing factor towards democracy, yet having a permanent military role (Medina; 1990 p. 167). The Doctrine, as well, comes with the definition of the “internal enemy”, represented by the existence of guerrilla groups
 aiming at any political or civilian target that could destabilize the democratic regime.

It is under this context that the government releases the Legal Decree 3398 of 1965
 that afterwards became the Law 48 of 1968. This Decree gave legal support to the formation of self-defense groups sponsored and controlled by the Army itself. The Law authorized the military commanders to give the arms of exclusive use of the military forces to the civilians (Art. 33) and gave power to the local governments to call for a raise in arms against hazards (Art. 25). Later on, these articles were declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court in 1989, after 24 years of existence (CINEP; 2004 p. 17). This legislation was complemented with the manuals on counter-insurgence war (CINEP; Ibidem), that recommend the conformation of paramilitary groups in order to fight the subversive organizations. 

The concept of civilians and their role in the war presented in the Manuals of counter-insurgence is defined from two points of view, the first is that civilians must be engaged in warfare through the conformation of the paramilitary groups; the second is that it must be the target of the counter-insurgent war. Civilians are consistently core to the discussion of the dynamics of war and especially in the counter-insurgent war because they are key to both sides. Román Ortíz characterizes this dynamic in the Colombian case study arguing that the objective of every insurgent group is to destroy the adversary State and to construct that state authority parallel to its service. As part of the strategy to reach this goal, it is necessary to delegitimize the authorities by making it evident that they are not capable of providing protection to the civilians, and to push the public opinion into forcing the government to give in to some of the requests of the rebels and reify the control over the largest side of the population to be able to create a social base for the new insurgent power. This would not be possible without targeting civilians (Ortíz; 2003 p. 14). In order to do this, the state needed to repress all other possibilities of subversion by “taking the water away from the fish” or fighting the social base that could be part of the enemy. This type of confrontation is defined as “the violent, illegal and parainstitutional repression of the popular movements and of the diverse forms of political opposition and social protests, through the use of threats, disappearances, torture, selective murders and massacres” (Uprimny and Vargas; 1991 p. 109). This kind of warfare does not only affect the military potential of the guerrillas, but its relations with the support bases, reducing, thus, the capacity of the insurgents to have political echo. The right to hold back the enemy was transferred to civilians, creating the first attempts of paramilitary groups; the civilians are trained and specialized in counter subversion activities making them aware of their role against rebels. Thus it was not narcotraffic (entirely) that created them, it was also a national security policy that gave them the ideological base to defend themselves against communism. However defending from a communist enemy is different from defending from the central government and from actually creating self-governing structures in the regions.

Entering peace with FARC
The peace negotiations with FARC in 1984 show the real actors behind the paramilitary reality. Not only was the army disappointed about the negotiations but also the local and regional elites. They considered that the cease fire agreements signed in 1984 had left a void that was taken by the guerrillas and their allies to do as they pleased (García-Peña; 2005 p. 60).  Finally, the narcotraffickers that became landlords promoted the creation of vigilante groups that targeted civilians who might be allies of the guerrilla or might threaten the land properties (Romero; 2003 p. 18). For the purpose of looking further into the case studies, this paper will look at the narco-paramilitary-elite relations at the particular period of decentralization and democratization.

Mauricio Romero analyzes this dynamic in different political mechanisms: “polarization between the regional elites and the heads of the central state, and between the elites themselves and the organized local groups that supported the peace negotiations; competition between the emergent power associated with narcotraffic and the social and political movements, and fragmentation inside the organization of the state. The separation between the leadership of the central state and the discontent of the Army in the negotiations helped the subnational convergence of all of those who opposed the negotiations” (Romero; ibid p. 19). This was happening during a moment of multiple reforms in the political and economic systems. Colombia was introducing new instruments of decentralization and opening to new economic policies because of the rise of neo-liberalism at the end of the 80s (Avilés; 2006 p. 380). This will enforce the process of the consolidation of the paramilitary groups, given the discontent in the subnational arena. 

The rising autonomy of the regional elites in helping to consolidate the paramilitary groups was possible because of a phenomenon called subnational authoritarianism. Therefore  a state was focused on developing its core, leaving the periphery behind. The elites that settle in the periphery develop control mechanisms on the periphery because of the lack of control from the core. When the central government claims back the control of the state over the periphery, the elites resist to it to the point of resorting to violence in order to maintain their position in the periphery (Gibson; 2004 p.10). They resemble so much to the landed aristocracy Moore talked about in terms of trying to keep the system the way it is with the purpose of having the same profits from it. 

Carlos Medina sees this process as one of “reconstruction of the elite and of the establishment of a particular model of division of labor in the exercise of power that can only be conceived from understanding of the internal dynamic of the narco-paramilitary-élite phenomenon and its changing relations with the economic and political power: In the first phase the narco-traffic phenomenon, as a consequence of the paramilitary phenomenon, led the political struggle focused particularly in the problem of extradition, while the paramilitarism, tied to the military institutions, focused its activities in the military and social struggle against subversion under the framework of a process of territorial strengthening (Pablo Escobar-Fidel Castaño). During the second phase, paramilitarism assumed the political struggle and narco-traffic went back to the business logic of illegal economy in a society that will be shaped by the new elite and opening its path towards legalization and legitimacy. In the third stage, articulated with the traditional élites, a coalition of élites is built, and thus making strategic decisions in relation to the mutual satisfaction of interests. The three stages are part of Colombian history of the last 25 years” (Medina; 2008 p. 109)

Precisely because of the narco-paramilitary-elite relationship, it is not possible to talk about one paramilitary group, but several who also had disputes amongst them for territorial power. Fernando Cubides sees the importance in the change from struggles over lands to struggles over territories, this is how the paramilitaries have more autonomy with respect to the instrumental character that they had at the beginning; they went from defending the property of the narco-traffickers, landlords and cattle ranchers to assume an offensive logic (Cubides; 1998 p. 78). In the territories of paramilitary dominance, terror was the only way (or at least was considered to be the only way) to maintain order. There is a mixture of the logics of protection, where the civilians do not suffer because of attacks on behalf the guerrillas or the Army, but terror reduces all the possibilities of civic resistance along the population. Security is provided, but the rest of the rights are reduced to their minimum. It is possible to say, somehow, that this is compensated with “more possibilities of obtaining more governmental subsidies for infrastructure and, once the territorial domain has been consolidated and the guerrillas have been expulsed of the region, security is increased for there is a tacit warrantee that violence would not come from the Army either” (Cubides; Ibidem). 

The paramilitaries then began developing projects of social investment for some of the peasants and giving stimulus for the reactivation of the regional production (Romero; 2007 p. 162). This helped them to compensate, to some extent, the high levels of security in comparison to the levels of delivery of services, thus gaining certain levels of legitimacy amongst the population. Even though the elites and the paramilitary had already expropriated the peasants from the means of production leaving no option to them; they needed to maintain the social base rather satisfied to keep them working in their properties. It was a sort of cooperation between the paramilitary establishment and the society in a neo-Weberian way. The best way to illustrate this development of the paramilitary groups is by looking at their two most successful models of domination. The Puerto Boyacá model of the Magdalena Medio Region and the ACCU model of Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño.
Chapter 4 
Magdalena Medio Region 

At the entrance of Puerto Boyacá a large billboard welcomed the visitors with this message: “Welcome to Puerto Boyacá, land of peace and progress, Colombia’s counterinsurgent capital”. Indeed, this small town that once was a cradle to the guerrilla groups became a model to future paramilitary projects in Colombia. For its geographic conditions, Magdalena Medio is considered to be a strategic point (see Map 1): it is located by the Magdalena River, the most important river for trade and transportation. It also holds the most important oil harbor in Colombia. Because of this, it has been the setting for multiple social dynamics such as conflict. The region saw the emergence of the ELN and the settlement of FARC’s presence in the region as well as the paramilitaries afterwards. 

Barrancabermeja, its capital, has been the core to politics or activism around the vindication of the workers’ rights in the oil companies; therefore, Barrancabermeja is the cradle of the legal left movements in Colombia as well as the Union Sindical Obrera, Colombia’s biggest Union, and multiple social and political organizations, both legal and illegal, being the latter, the core of some urban militias of the guerrilla. Because of the importance of the oil harbor and the Magdalena River, the members of these groups, whether legal or illegal, became the target of the paramilitary groups. It was an attempt to maintain a specific exploitation mode of production inside the region during a moment where decentralization is a threat to the companies and the landlords of the region because they become more visible to the local government. 

The narco-traffic cartels also noticed the multiple advantages of the closeness to the Magdalena River and of the soil for the illegal crops. In addition to this, the region also had the emerald exploitation issues that concerned multiple emerald mafias fighting for control. “As evident, more than a timeline, what it is found here is a set of intersections, product of alliances and ruptures between agents that generate violence, the polity and civilians that end up in an explosive mix between private and collective interests” (Rangel; 2005 p. 611).  These actors alone were a problem, but it is important to mention that international actors were also actively involved. From the early 20th century, oil exploitation has been the main economic activity in the region. With the oil exploitation activities, came the international companies that began the exploitation process; such is the case of the Texas Petroleum Company that settled in the region in 1929. From that moment until the 80s, the Texas Petroleum Company boosted a process of colonization around oil exploitation with a strong use of land concentration on behalf of small cattle ranchers and expropriation of it from the peasants for oil exploitation purposes (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 155). The colonizers started accumulating land with the help of the Armed Forces under the government of General Rojas Pinilla who legalized this colonization process. This new class started to consolidate itself as the most influential one in the region in terms of economic power. As they amassed their fortune, the rising illegal actors saw in them a lucrative source of income. In order to respond to those who were threatening their business, they decided to fund counter subversive groups as private armies: the paramilitary groups.

The Genesis
Multiple reasons and circumstances drove to the consolidation between 1982 and 1989 of a powerful paramilitary model. The main one was the increasing operations from the guerrilla groups against civilians. As the 9th front of FARC came to the region, the economic demands to the cattle ranchers increased, as well as the kidnappings (Medina; 1990 p. 142). But at the beginning of 1975 the cattle sector was substantially reduced and several ranchers decided to move reducing FARC’s income and having no other choice but to extend their extortions to small and medium enterprisers.  

Because of this, the Colombian Army starts intensive military operations to recover the region from the guerrilla hands. The 14th Brigade is created and located in Cimitarra and then in Puerto Berrío (1982-1983) as well as the Bárbula Battalion in Puerto Boyacá in 1983. With this, there is a rising pressure from the Army over the population.  Identification processes, constant control over transportation of merchandise, arbitrary detentions and harassing from the Army, divide the population in two: Guerrilla-Army (Medina; ibid p. 146). The civilians sided with the Army and, with their cooperation, politicians, cattle ranchers and merchants came together to create the first self-defense groups. In the next stage, the paramilitary groups articulated themselves with the traditional local élites, creating thus a coalition of elites that makes the strategic decisions with the purpose of mutual satisfaction of interests. (Medina; 2008 p.p. 109-110). But it was a slow process.

After the publication of the General Attorney’s alert on MAS
, in 1983 the Peasant Association of Landlords and Cattle Ranchers of Magdalena Medio (Asociación Campesina de Agricultores y Ganaderos del Magdalena Medio) is created; it was the transition from a military project to a political project with legitimate activities that helped to obtain the support from the peasants, such as civic campaigns, establishment of schools, delivery of medical services and the creation of communitarian stores. (Melo; 1990 p.p. 494-495). 

At the same time, the paramilitary were succeeding militarily by reducing the presence of the guerrilla groups in the south of the region, extending their influence towards the middle and the north, especially San Vicente de Chucurí, and el Carmen. Besides Santander, the paramilitaries also took control over the Department of Cesar where the conflict was intensified because of the presence of actors involved in emerald trading (Rangel; 2005 p. 60). It is here where it is possible to identify the strategies around different alliances with the multiple actors involved in the conflict. 

The Alliances
To begin with and perhaps the most obvious is the alliance with the state itself, i.e. the alliance Army vis-à-vis paramilitary groups. The Army in Puerto Boyacá had its strongest presence in the Bárbula Battalion, as mentioned before. This Battalion was located by the premises of the Texas Petroleum Company near an old military base. The activation of the Battalion in 1979 coincided with the rise on the number of victims of paramilitary crimes. During that time, the town had a military mayor, Oscar de Jesús Echandía who with the help of the Battalion “provided civilians with arms, uniforms and money to fight the insurgents” (Liang-Fenton; 2004 p. 334). 

From 1983 to 1985, the 14th Brigade was commanded by the General Farouk Yanine Díaz who gathered the peasants in the Bomboná Battalion to teach them how to fight subversion and he gave the necessary licenses to be able to use guns (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 148). Without these first attempts of training the peasants, it would not have been possible to consolidate the model that was followed by the next Generals. In 1988, another important part of the paramilitary history took place. A veteran of the Israeli Army trained the new members of the paramilitary groups. His trainings where financed with money from the Army, which reified the strong relationship between the legal and illegal groups (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 150). Still, the Army was not the only one who financed the groups, the regional elites also contributed. 

The formation of ACDEGAM (Asociación Campesina de Ganaderos y Agricultores de Magdalena Medio) helped to legalize and channel resources to illegal operations run buy the paramilitaries under the label of education, health and infrastructure projects for the region who later on helped with the full domination of the region (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 153). The Texas Petroleum Company was part of the ACDEGAM and supported its work with resources who were later publicly admitted by the mayor of that time, Alfredo Rubio who extolled the company’s investment in initiatives that helped to develop the municipality to make Puerto Boyacá more of a nice and welcoming city (Medina; 1990 p. 231). 

In October 1984, a meeting took place in Puerto Boyacá with the mayor Carlos Orlando Meza, the manager of the Risaralda Cattle Fond, agriculture leaders, merchants, Police members and other important members of the ACDEGAM to discuss the public order situation (Tarazona; 2008 p. 98). In that meeting, the members showed their concern for the failed peace process between the national government and FARC and the need to expand their influence and resources, considering the possibility to create alliances with the narco lords. This association started, when members of ACDEGAM began to negotiate with ‘Pacho Yuca’, a regional drug lord. This lead to further conversations with Pablo Escobar to “clean” the western side of the region, while Rodriguez Gacha, another well known drug capo, took care of the south (Tarazona; ibid p. 99). 

By 1989 ACDEGAM had accumulated more power and resources than imagined. They owned a drugstore, a clinic, a store for agriculture supplies, offices, a printing press, the local newspaper “Puerto Rojo”, communitarian cooperatives, 42 schools, an armory, stocks of ammunition, computers, a storage place for stolen cars, advanced systems of communication and a network for logistic support for fake identifications (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 155). Only by looking at their possessions it is possible to observe that the paramilitary groups were not only interested on the economic resources. They were already providing a minimum of communitarian services such as health care and education. This is because they were seeking for some level of internal legitimacy at the same time that they had control over the region.  

The political agreements were also core to the development of the Puerto Boyacá model. The paramilitaries of the region had national representation from Pablo Emilio Guarin, a Deputy from Santander who was one of the ideological leaders of the group. Guarín was none other the author of the billboard that welcomed people into the counter-insurgent capital of Colombia. Pablo Guarín strengthened the linkage between the paramilitary groups and the political paramilitary project with a statement: “no more communism.” During his time in the paramilitary groups, Guarín made alliances with the church to convince the pilgrims that the guerrillas were friends with the devil subjugating the peasants even further. Also, since the ACDEGAM built 42 schools, he made sure that the schools taught the importance of the national anthem and the national symbols as a way to build a counter-subversive thought in the youngest (Ernesto Baez in Aranguren Molina; 2001 p.p. 96-98). Pablo Emilio Guarín was killed in 1987 before even considering entering a process of peace negotiations with the government. This invalidates the supposition that the paramilitary groups created political alliances to be suitable for peace negotiations as stated by Valencia (Valencia in Romero; 2007.p. 14). As they were seeking for stronger consolidation, they were not looking for benefits, but for power which came in the form of alliances and support from different sectors. 

After the death of Guarín, the paramilitaries needed to reinvent their ideological base. For this, Iván Roberto Duque Escobar created the National Renovation Movement (MORENA) (Aranguren Molina; 2001 p. 100). Also, they found support in the Colombian Society for the Defense of tradition, Family and Property (TFP) that saw in the paramilitaries a legitimate defensive project of the private property (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 163). This group was created by people from different sectors especially, the judiciary which helped to build the legitimate framework from the core of the most important institutions such as the Supreme Court, the General Attorney’s Office and some universities. 

The absolution of the most important members of the military who were involved in several crimes shows that the legal system found justification, to some extent, of the existence of the paramilitary project. The biggest proof of this softness towards the paramilitary groups and its supporters is reflected in the way the judiciary processes have been given to the Criminal Military Court, which has been protective of the institution and has not condemned anyone by the paramilitary crimes such as the disappearance of the 19 merchants or the massacre of the judiciary mission (Colombia Nunca Mas; 2000 p. 160). The support of the judiciary system backs up Poulantzas’ argument in which the state apparatus and bureaucracy are not used by the ruling class with a purpose, but they are a class themselves. These members of the judiciary that conformed the TFP and, later on, allowed the impunity of the crimes were not obeying to a class direction, they were obeying to their beliefs as a class category 

There is one example that is helpful to understand the way the alliances worked in the region. The Bellacruz hacienda was owned by the Marulanda family, a traditional regional elite family dedicated to cattle ranches and agriculture in the north of the region. In this vast territory of 12.000 hectares, 500 families set foot to start producing over waste land. After two years, they started to be harassed by the paramilitary groups. The peasants reported the hassle to the public authorities and requested to have legal rights over the properties they had been working on. The owners of the property wanted to prevent the situation and decided to sell that part of the property to the state, but the process was hindered because of price differences. In 1994 a resolution from the National Institute of Land (Incora) acknowledged that some parts of the property were private, but the parts where the peasants were working belonged to the state and the rights over it were given to the peasants. In 1995 the Marulanda family appealed the decision but the Incora in 1996 ratified the first resolution which gave the peasants the rights to the property. But the resolution was pointless at that time because a couple of months before, the peasants were violently thrown away of the properties by the paramilitaries who claimed the properties on behalf of the Marulanda family.

The Bellacruz case is just one of the many cases where the alliance between the elites and the paramilitary forces has led to a process of expropriation from the landed class to the peasants with the use of coercion to build their own regime. This happened because the alliances were crucial and happened in different aspects beyond the state itself that had a very strong presence in the region. It is necessary to note here the similarities with the feudal system described by Perry Anderson. There was a process of primitive accumulation that began with the territorial expansion of the lords, in this case, the Marulanda family. When the peasants tried to have some ownership over the properties, there was a need to expropriate the peasants of the means of production, and since the legal means were not effective, the use of coercion was basically the only choice left for the lords. It seemed necessary to maintain these levels of accumulation up to its highest regardless of the means to do it. To make that happen, they needed to ally with the paramilitary groups that were a combination of a political regime with the military, setting both the political and coercive constrains that would prevent the peasants from rising, even if that meant a belay in the capitalism process.

Chapter 5 
Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño Region

Although much has been said about the Magdalena Medio region, it is important to understand that the Puerto Boyacá Model was just the beginning of a rising force. This model was an inspiration for the Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño region (See Map 2) to exterminate guerrillas and to remain intact an economic system that had been working for decades; they named this new project Autodefensas Campesinas de Cordoba and Urabá, ACCU. But the actors are different and so is the consolidation that led to the further formation of the United Self-defense groups of Colombia. 

Unlike the Magdalena Medio region, Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño region does not have oil exploitation processes; it has banana plantations and its main economic activity has always been related to that and to cattle ranching. During the 60s and 70s, labor rights in the banana plantations were practically unknown (García; 2004 p. 289). Workers were highly exploited with very low remuneration. During that time, the guerrilla groups were spreading across the region, but in this region they went beyond forcing the elites to pay rents or kidnapping them. In this case, they were the ones who informed the workers on labor rights and the rights to unite (García; ibid p. 249). At the beginning of the 80s, the plantation workers were already aware of their labor rights and the guerrilla of the Ejército Popular de Liberación (EPL) became their spokesperson. This was the result of a failed land reform process that intended to take place in the late 60s (Romero; 2003 p. 127; Duncan; 2006 p. 251). For the state, the failure of this reform was highly expensive in political terms. On one hand, they tried to make a land reform without consulting the regional elites, creating a feeling of distrust amongst them towards the state. On the other hand, the reformers were unsatisfied with the results, also mistrusting the state. What remained of the reform was a deep fracture between the landowners and the workers of those lands, creating resentments from the latter to the first ones. 

Because of the extremely centralized system of Colombia, it was possible for the elites to consolidate their own power; that was why they felt rather invaded by the national government when the attempt of the reform took place. Only until 1988 people were allowed to vote for governors and mayors in Colombia, prior that year, the president selected them; basically putting in power the same traditional political caciques, as they are usually called, and their families for years. When the peace negotiations with FARC started in 1984, this power was threatened because it opened the floor to different positions on how to deal with the land situation (Romero; ibid 129). Prior to that moment and the reform attempt, this topic was not questioned, or at least not institutionally. The landowners were disappointed on the government for that decision because, since the peace process began, not only their properties were threatened but also their lives jeopardized given the fact that the kidnappings were increasing too (Duncan; 2006 p. 259). 
Transformations

The rise of the guerrilla actions in the region coincided with the increase in the number of unions such as ADEMACOR (Association of Teachers of the Córdoba Department), and FESTRACOR (Federation of workers of Córdoba), SINTRAGRO (National Union of Workers of the Agricultural Industry), cultural groups as well as local newspapers that supported the transformation in the region (Romero; 2003 p. 135). The strike of Sintragro in 1984 was especially hard for the landowners because 1500 workers of 18 farms in Urabá went on a strike (Romero; 2003 p. 171; García; 2004 p. 263). Also, the negotiations opened the door to the creation of left-wing political parties with the former members of the guerrilla groups; that was the case of the Unión Patriótica (UP) and the Frente Popular (FP).  In order to repress these formations, the landowners decided to fund private armies and paramilitary groups who would protect them from the guerrillas and labor unions (Gutierrez; 2005 p. 22).
At the same time, the region was going through yet another political change. Some of the most important banana companies that worked in Colombia in the mid 80s felt threatened with the rise of violent attacks to their premises and the increase in union movements that also changed the politics of production (Arias; 2007 p. 1). This led to a crisis in the banana sector, leaving no option to the landowners and cattle ranchers but to sell some of their properties to a rising elite.  Immigrants from the Middle East that settled in the region at the beginning of the century had accumulated enough economic power to buy those lands; later on, they decided to transfer it also into political power
. When the first elections came, these new elites tainted the political order by investing a significant amount of money into manipulating the voters, increasing the levels of corruption in the region (Romero; 2003 p. 136). This meant the division of the elites in two; a traditional one that still owned several properties for agro-industry and, the rising one that settle more in the cattle ranch business, than in the agro-industrial one, yet, they participated in both processes. 

During the negotiation process, unions got stronger and managed to boost a process of improving labor rights. The most significant one was allowing the workers to live outside the plantations which led to a process of relocation of the workers. Around 1200 families of workers found shelter in wastelands of the region that belonged to some landlords in Apartadó, Chigorodó and Turbo, municipalities of Urabá (Sandoval; 1997 p. 149). As they had created their own working class neighborhoods, they were also claiming for other rights such as public services, education and proper roads for the new built neighborhoods (Romero; 2003 p. 174). For these invasions the elites felt even more threatened. 

The resentments around the negotiation process created the perfect environment for new relations with the narcotraffickers. Fidel Castaño, leader of the paramilitaries in the region, was approached by the Medellín Cartel of Pablo Escobar in 1984 to join forces against the guerrilla (Aranguren; 2001 p. 128); yet the guerrilla was not the only interest of the narcotraffickers, they also wanted to avoid extradition to the United States and to consolidate themselves as a regional elite (Medina; 2008 p. 111). The Puerto Boyacá model that was successful with the help of the 14th Brigade of the Army was replicated in Córdoba and Urabá with the opening in 1987 of the 11th Brigade located near Tierralta, and with the alliance with the narcotraffickers (Romero; 2003 p. 140). The landowners and cattle ranchers changed the usual vacuna
 to security contributions. The security contributions were visible when numerous leaders of the unions and left wing political parties were killed. The threat of the growth of the subversive groups and of the new political parties got bigger in 1988 when the first elections took place. The negotiation process gave a platform to the new parties to participate in democratic processes. The UP and FP won in several municipalities of Bajo Sinú, an important sub-region (Bello; 2006 p. 251). There was only one exception in Urabá where Sintragro was included in the pacts and agreements between the paramilitary groups and the elites (Romero; 2003 p. 163). 
The rise of an Alternative Power
Because of the victory of the left-wing parties in the region, between 1988 and 1990 there were around 200 political assassinations and thousands of civil deaths related to political supports to the new parties (Bello; 2006 p. 296). None of the two types of elites were willing to give up their political power and orchestrated with the paramilitary groups, the elimination of their enemies. Any attempt to challenge the status quo was considered subversive and therefore, needed to be eliminated. “The discourse and the counter-subversive practice of the Cold War, together with the fear of the elites, built a representation of the supporters of the left associated with one of an internal enemy” (Romero; 2003 p. 145). This is how violence against members of the new parties was perpetuated through discourses. 

In 1990 the Army increased its military operations against the guerrilla in Alto Sinú, Alto San Jorge and Montelíbano with the support of the Federation of Cereal Growers, the Architecture Society and other sectors that kept the army informed (Romero; ibid p. 144). Because of this, the guerrillas of M-19 and EPL in 1991 decided to leave their arms and became legal under the name of Esperanza, Paz y Libertad (Hope, Peace and Freedom) (Palacios; 2002 p. 667). The renewed EPL assumed a new position and tried to serve as a mediator between the laborers and the landowners in an attempt to solve the banana crisis that started because of the security problems (Palacios; Ibidem). As a conclusion from the many meetings between the actors, the EPL decided to quit pursuing a land reform and instead aimed at improving labor rights even further. The paramilitaries saw with positive eyes this gesture and also considered to enter into negotiations, but the FARC insisted on a land reform and to prove that they were still working from the subversion towards that goal, they executed a massacre in 1992 in La Chinita, one of the farms invaded by the workers and transformed into a working class neighborhood where former members of M-19, UP and EPL had strong support (Duncan; 2006 p. 306). At the same time, land that had been left behind by the EPL were taken by FARC, ruling out the possibility for the paramilitary of leaving the arms. Some members of the EPL found in the paramilitary project a way to fight FARC and joined them (Valencia in Romero; 2007 p. 164; Cubides; 2006 p.p. 74-75). That was one of the main characteristics of the paramilitary groups; their project condensed varied interests that sounded appealing to different sectors, attracting people from diverse political and economic identities. An example of this is the election of governor in Córdoba in 1992 for which the paramilitary groups decided to join forces with former members of M-19, Esperanza, Paz y Libertad, and the director of the Association of Cattle Ranchers of Córdoba, Rodrigo García (Gutiérrez et al; 2006 p. 279). The alliance failed because of the strong remaining traditional political elites of the region that even though they supported the paramilitaries in defeating the guerrilla; they were not willing to give their power to the rising elite. 

Although their political alliances were following a new path, their economic ones remained solid. With their economic support, they manage to create a communication network for 950 farms (Romero; 2003 p. 151). The support from the cattle ranchers was widely known. Even when the government went after Carlos Castaño, brother of Fidel Castaño and one of the main leaders of the paramilitary groups in the region, 75 cattle ranchers supported him with a letter letting the government know that it was Castaño and his army the ones who made it possible for them to work in the regions, and not the state (Romero; 2003 p. 152). But the economic support from the Medellín Cartel  deteriorated since 1989 when Carlos Castaño started to give information about Pablo Escobar to the Administrative Department of Security. In 1991 Pablo Escobar turned himself in to the authorities, but he was still in charge of the narcotraffic business and he orchestrated aggressions to the paramilitary leaders that had betrayed him from prison (Duncan; 2006 p. 224). In 1992 Escobar escaped and the aggressions against the paramilitary increased. This rupture was very meaningful for the paramilitaries. According to Carlos Castaño, they did not find any political similarities with the narcotraffic; therefore, they needed to fight them (Aranguren; 2001 p.142), but Gutierrez sees this disentanglement as a new stage in the paramilitary consolidation (Gutierrez et al; 2006 p. 293). The paramilitary groups were aiming at the consolidation of a national paramilitary structure, and they were aware that the project would not be supported everywhere because they had already been targeted as narcotraffickers and not as political actors. They had also evolved enough to handle their own narcotraffic network without being related to the Medellin Cartel. Their strategy to fight the Medellín Cartel stigma was to create a group called Perseguidos por Pablo Escobar (chased by Pablo Escobar, PEPES); this group allied with the police to kill Pablo Escobar in 1993 (Aranguren; 2001 p. 153), giving them the victory over the narco- cartel.  

The successful rupture between the Medellín Cartel and the paramilitaries set the stage for the next phase of the paramilitary groups, the unification. In 1994 the ACCU became the United Self-defense groups of Colombia (AUC), committed to the “defense of the private property and free enterprise” (Romero; 2003 p. 152). With this slogan they became the national guardians of private property against the guerrillas because of the void left by the state in providing security to the landowners and investors. They actually aimed at replacing both the state and the guerrillas in regulating labor relations and politics in the region; that is why the Castaño brothers led the rural reform during the 90s in the region (Duncan; 2006 p. 65). At the time of the unification of the AUC, foreign investors and companies returned to the regions as a reflection of a stable situation for them in terms of security and reliable conditions for working such as new roads and services provided by the paramilitary leaders such as Don Berna in the north of the region (Duncan; ibid. 68).  

The Replacement of The State
Filling the void left by the state and providing security meant going further than fighting the guerrillas; it also meant reinforcing repression against the supporters. The levels of displacement increased significantly in Córdoba, achieving levels of almost 10% of the population in the Department (Romero; 2003 p. 152). The state was unable to control this situation; therefore, the main paramilitary regions were unreachable for the central government. Evidently, the state was far to centralized to put an end to this situation in the region, but it was more than the overcentralization what made this possible. The army played a significant role in this. Rito Alejo del Río, a very controversial General of the Army, arrived to the region at the end of 1995 to command the 17th Brigade of the army, located in Urabá (Romero; ibid; p. 180). His main objective for that period was to protect the former EPL members that were being attacked by FARC for their nexus with the paramilitary groups. The strategy to achieve this goal was by strengthening the relations with the informants inside the community. The disputes between the army in alliance with the elites, and both legal and illegal reformers increased the rate of homicides in 1995 to 387% (Romero; 2003 p. 195). In addition, the governor of Antioquia, Álvaro Uribe Vélez, legalized the organization of civilians in ‘cooperatives of security’. The Convivir cooperatives, as they were called, became a “system of rural vigilance that the Army pretended to expand all along the country as a way to include the tasks of political and social control to the landowners and the civilians, as a modality of the ‘total war’ against subversion” (Romero; 2003 p. 151). The cooperatives became highly controversial because it served as a legal arm of the paramilitary groups in their purpose of eliminating the rebels and their supporters (Valencia in Romero; 2007 p, 23; Avilés; 2006 p. 397). In 1996 the region was considered a “special zone of public order”
 where the army fought FARC along with the AUC in order to control the public order situation, but this implied the harassment to members of political parties, union members and possible supporters of the “enemy” as well, increasing the rates of homicide every year. 
In 1998 the unified structure of paramilitarism entered a process of negotiation with the government of Andrés Pastrana. The 26th of July of 1998, the AUC signed the Nudo de Paramillo Agreement with the government. Amongst many commitments signed by both sides, it draws the attention of demands made by the group. Thepara military groups asked the state for setting of an agenda for negotiation that must include the issues of: “democracy and political reform; a model of economic development; social, economic and judiciary reforms; public force and welfare state; territorial planning and decentralization; environment and sustainable development and; hydrocarbon and oil policy.”
 It was too late for the state; the paramilitary groups were already in a position to make such demands and to put the conditions on the discussion around them. They had succeeded in imposing their model across the regions by making the strategic alliances in specific contexts and by intervening on issues where the state had not intervened before. 
Chapter 6 
Conclusions

By looking at both case studies it is possible to observe the similarities between the two models of paramilitarism, but still, it is quite evident that both structures are very different, regardless of the elements that they both share. If this analysis was made based on the capitalist state theories, the results of the research would point at the failures in the capitalist state and it would conclude that the state needed to be have a repressive authority entity to reproduce the particular mode of production of the regions –oil exploitation, cattle ranching, banana exportation- either by using the state as an instrument of those who own the means of production or by having the state as a mediator of the interests. Even though the second is more asserted than the first one in terms that the paramilitary groups indeed were the effect and not the cause of the intervention of the ruling class or landowners in their consolidation process; this assumption would leave behind other variables that have been present along the research and that would lead to having a unified conclusion for both regions, which would not be very pertinent, because it will only be related to the mode of production based on land exploitation whether legal (oil, agriculture, cattle, so on) or illegal (narcotraffic). 

Also, the models resemble so much to the approaches on coercion to maintain in time a process of primitive accumulation. Of course, both in Magdalena Medio and in Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño there were strong processes of expropriation of the means of production that explain the lack of information of labor rights in Urabá and Córdoba and the access of the landowners to the bureaucracy as in the case of the judiciary in Magdalena Medio but this approach also discredits the importance of the organization that leads to the legitimacy of the elites given by their status in the regions. Given the fact that the Colombian state was too centralized made these elites legitimate in their regions, not only because of their resources, but also because of the inhered superiority that came from the times of the Spanish crown, as mentioned in the first chapter, and because said superiority made them capable to organize an apparatus independently from the center. At the same time, the consolidation of the paramilitary groups in the region was strongly related to the National Security Doctrine discourse and both approaches would not see the importance of this discourse for cohesive purposes both from outside to justify the elimination of the enemy, as from inside, to create an identity amongst the population against the ghost of communism. Yet the whole research has shown that the Doctrine was just a part of many variables that gave live to the paramilitary project; this is why in this case Barrington Moore’s Social origins of dictatorship and democracy served as a methodology to understand the configuration of the models and its subsequent results, because even though in both cases there were lords and peasants, they developed differently and created different structures inside the region. For both regions the change in a mode of production has been understood as a change in the regime as well; it went from much of a localized process of redistribution of wealth and power to a democratic one because of a route towards decentralization. 

In the case of Magdalena Medio, in the Puerto Boyacá model we saw the rise of a landed class that had its origins in the oil exploitation processes through the expropriation of lands for cattle ranching purposes. This class was weakened with the 1975 crisis, while a subversive actor was rising with the purpose of getting back the lands or revenues from it. To solve their weaknesses the landed class and the traditional elites allied privatized security with the purpose of holding back the subversives, and it coincided with the security armies created by the narcotraffickers. The groups funded by the elites found an ally in the military forces to legalize the trainings to civilians in order to provide security to the landowners. As it needed resources and a legal façade the landed class gathered under the name of ACDEGAM to attract capital to fund the project. For this purpose they also found in the narcotraffickers an investor who would give them capital and training; this capital helped them to consolidate a certain stateness through building schools, clinics, communitarian cooperatives and so on to provide care to their supporters and to make the project long-term by gaining legitimacy amongst their followers and making their project autonomous of the central state. The peasants were subjugated and repressed by the landed class that made such strong alliances, not only economically and coercively speaking, but also politically since the spaces of representation in the region were filled by paramilitary ideals and legitimized by the role of an educated bourgeoisie that was located in the main universities and courts of the country.

The model of Puerto Boyacá is evidently coercive where the peasants and the subversives were minimized to a point where they had no alliances whatsoever to claim back their rights. This was possible mostly because of the strong alliance (almost fusion) of the paramilitary groups and the army who was in charge of training members of the civil society for their purpose, as well as annihilating those who meant a threat to the system or a social base from where the subversives could extract new members from. In this sense, the region of Magdalena Medio completed a process of a certain stateness based on high repression against the peasants. This region cannot be conceived as an area with exclusive military control, but it cannot be conceived as a fully developed state either because it had elements from both, but mostly from the military one, in the sense that it repressed and held back any possible enemy of the regime. This was rather different from the Córdoba and Urabá Antioqueño Model.

The ACCU were consolidated around a process of labor rights. The expropriation took place by discrediting the rights of the workers making them even unknown to the population. In this situation, unlike the first one, the guerrilla groups –especially EPL- fully represented the peasants in attempting to vindicate their labor rights. When the information was released to the peasants and when they found support on the subversives to further consolidate their unions and political parties, the strong regionally consolidated elites felt threatened and saw the paramilitaries in Magdalena Medio as a model to defend themselves and started their own paramilitary groups. To build the model, they needed to overcome the differences with rising elites to fuse into one with more resources and with the political power given traditionally to the old elites. Still, the peasants got stronger with their unions and by the fact that the industrial allies that the paramilitary had at the beginning (the foreign investors) decided to leave because the price was too high to keep working in those areas. The elites got weaker because of the crisis but they were not the only ones that were affected by the crisis; with no banana exports, there would be no jobs for the peasants, then both sides were forced to negotiate a formula that would work for them, but only with one faction of the subversives, the ones that were ready to negotiate with the central government. The paramilitaries became the mediators of these negotiations and brought the Medellín Cartel to increase the resources for the project but only to the point of having more capital, but not for the consolidation process where they disembedded themselves from the narco cartel by defeating it with the institutional alliance to the police to make the project an autonomous one. Once they attracted capital again with investment in roads and proper conditions for the companies, they needed to reinforce repression against the workers and specially, against those who threatened their power with political alternatives. Because of the Doctrine, the paramiltiaries managed to create an image of united workers as a communist threat. This image was encouraged in the institutional spheres with the creation of Convivir, putting another legal counterforce to the workers and their political parties. With this, they had enough institutional and traditional support to interfere and regulate labor relations that, together with the protection to private property and a particular rural reform run by them, became a regulation of the social relations of production within the region. At the end of the decade the alliance between the paramilitary groups, the armed forces, the elites and the industrials was stronger than the one made between the workers and the rising political parties. 

The configuration of forces during that time of democratization tells us that the paramilitary groups indeed managed to fully develop a state in Urabá and Córdoba, but not just any state; it is a state that is constantly struggling against a central state that is attempting to get back its territory. Even though there was a moment where the peasants manage to consolidate a strong enough force to tackle the paramilitary power; the export crisis made both parties equally weak, forcing them to negotiate, and the mediation of the paramilitary groups set the victory for the elites and the defeat for the workers. There was in fact a strong bourgeoisie but it was not strong enough to serve as a counterweight to the power of the landed class, making it impossible for the national democratic changes to penetrate the region; instead, the bourgeoisie helped to perpetuate said power by being a mediator between the paramilitary groups and the central government on behalf of the paramilitary groups.

The paramilitary power consolidated, in a form of a Region State based on repression against the evolution towards plurality and democracy. They demonstrated to be more than coercive actors that pretended to have military control over the region. The alliance with the landed elites was the most important one to consolidate their power in terms of sharing mutual interests of preserving the exploitative mode of production in the region to prevent the redistribution of land and the rising in arms of subversives in the region. The type of domination they had went beyond the use of coercion to protect this mode of production; they managed to mediate the social relations of production by interfering in social aspects of life directly and indirectly related to the mode of production, such as the intervention in the educational and health systems, besides the obvious intervention in security and labor issues. In this sense, they are region states because of the parallelism with the nation state, with who they are in constant conflict, as mentioned before, and because of their consolidation around regional structures of power independent from the national ones. 

In this sense, both Region States are very different but they shall not be seen as opposites; the ACCU is an evolution of the Puerto Boyacá model; while the ACCU managed to disentangle in time from the Medellín Cartel, the Puerto Boyacá model could not do it so easily, making it a mafio repressive state in the region and blocking further possibilities of a stronger consolidation. The creation of ACDEGAM intended to reduce the focus on the narcotraffic and military relations by putting attention on community issues, yet this strategy failed because the relation with the first ones was stronger than the attempts to penetrate society. The ACCU not only managed to cut successfully the relationship with the narcotraffic cartel, but also earned a social role by regulating labor policies in the region, strengthening the position of the landed class as well as subjugating the peasants even further with the help of the anti-subversive thought. The ACCU model triggered the further national consolidation of the paramilitary group, but not of the region state model. The ACCU model was successful but only because the regional alliances were done cleverly in a specific context, but when it was replicated in the national arena, the juncture was different and the alliances were not strong enough to compete with the nation state. 

Notes
Conceptualizing the construction and consolidation of the Paramilitary groups in specific regions in Colombia during the 80s and 90s; exclusive military control over the regions or Region States? 


Study of the paramilitary power in the regions of Magdalena Medio and Córdoba-Urabá Antioqueño.








� Leader of Elmer Cárdenas Block in Urabá Antioqueño in an interview given to Teleantioquia about the lands in Bajirá-Antioquia. http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=m6D26cQwGLM


� The MAS started after a meeting that took place on the 3rd of December of 1981 in Cali which gathered together 223 leaders of the drug Mafia who were considered “kidnapable”. These leaders decided to create and support a squadron of ten times their size (2.230 men), that would be in charge of executing any person related to kidnapping (Cinep; 2004 p. 69).


� There are “individuals specialized in administration, spreading and use of organized violence, which is offered as merchandise in exchange of revenues” (Romero; 2003 p. 17).


� “the Doctrine assures that communism has filtrated itself through unions and working class organizations and, therefore, this organizations along with the left wing political groups must be the main target of the attacks, because they are indeed the real enemies” (Medina; 1990 p. 167).


� A Legal Decree is a legal instrument with the same power of a Law but not discussed by the Congress, instead, it is approved directly from the executive power. 


� “Informe de la Procuraduría General de La Nación Sobre el “MAS”: Lista de Integrantes y la Conexión “MAS”- Militares. February 20 1983.” In this report the General Attorney’s Office acknowledge the existence of MAS and its linkages with the Army. It reveals that there are 59 members of the Army under investigation because of their activities related to MAS.  From Batallón Bárbula in Puerto Boyacá, 5 people were involved in the process; one Captain, three Tenants and one soldier. Report published in �HYPERLINK "http://www.verdadabierta.com/web3/articulo-1-periodo-1"�http://www.verdadabierta.com/web3/articulo-1-periodo-1�


� Case published by Semana Magazine the 20th of August 2001. �HYPERLINK "http://www.semana.com/noticias-nacion/caso-marulanda/13849.aspx"�http://www.semana.com/noticias-nacion/caso-marulanda/13849.aspx� 


� See article published by El Heraldo “Paramilitarismo en la Costa: ¿Una contrarreforma política?”. October 7th 2007


� The Vacuna was  a type of tax charged by the guerrilla to the landowners to let them work.


� The Special Zone of Public Order is a limited area where the Ministry of Defense authorizes the use of every member of the public forces and security institutions of the state in the zone under the control of the longest serving Commander in the area without substantial supervision (Cepeda; 1998 p. 191). 


� Art. 5. Nudo de Paramillo Agreement signed the 26th of July of 1998; published in � HYPERLINK "http://www.ciponline.org/colombia/nudoagre.htm" �http://www.ciponline.org/colombia/nudoagre.htm�
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