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Abstract
The development of military/media relations in Venezuela has closely paralleled the political history of the country.  The Liberator, Simon Bolivar, was very aware of the need for close relations and personally penned statements for the infant press of the republic. However, the subsequent political chaos and military conflict during much of the l9th century severely limited the role of the media. It was not until the death of the last great caudillo, Juan Vicente Gomez in 1936, that the media acquired a moderate voice.  In the brief democracy that came with the 1945 revolution, civilian politicians—notably Romulo Betancourt—initiated a new policy of close media collaboration, but this was cut short with the military counter-revolution of 1948, lasting until 1958, when a joint civic-military movement unseated the last dictator, Perez Jiménez, and opened up a new period of military/press relations.  Major popular newspapers, however, were under strong communist influence and distrusted by the military for the nearly 35 years of functioning representative democracy, although younger officers themselves acquired liberal ideas as a result of the major emphasis given to education by the military authorities. Their group conducted several unsuccessful coups against a constitutional government which they and many Venezuelans regarded as increasingly corrupt, and unrepresentative. Their leader, Commandant Hugo Chavez, was jailed for several years but ran for the presidency in the election of l998 and won fairly.
 
A new chapter is now being written as the new government of the charismatic ex-military president provokes and allows unprecedented press criticism but violently attacks and threatens it rhetorically with growing frequency.  The president has unsuccessfully sought to mount his own media machine but has failed to obtained credibility, although he is personally highly popular with the lower income population.  The Venezuelan Press Bloc has just brought a formal complaint before the Inter-American Press Association, which has been scorned by the president, who can claim with certain veracity that he has allowed media freedom.  The emboldened media has undoubtedly acted to criticize and probably check government excesses.  But will this uneasy situation persist?
 
Military Relations with the Media in Times of Peace and War 
     I propose to discuss this important subject largely in terms of recent Venezuelan history—specifically since the death of the dictator Juan Vicente Gomez in 1936 and the revolution of 1945, which, although accomplished by a civic-military alliance, brought the first truly democratic regime into power in the nation’s history. Although its greatest military hero, Simon Bolivar, worked closely with the infant media at the time of Independence, subsequent political and military chaos in the rest of the 19th century precluded any mutual trust or collaboration.
We will trace the changing nature of military relations with the media up to the present in which the new Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela is ruled by an increasingly autocratic president who, after leading a failed military rebellion, was fairly chosen in a democratic election a few years later, promising complete freedom of press. However, he has just been denounced before the Inter-American Press Association by the Venezuelan Bloc of Newspaper Editors because of his continuous threats against the media, alleging that it speaks for forces seeking to overthrow his regime. However, except for his rhetorical intimidation, it must be said that freedom of press still exists to an unusual degree in the country—a freedom which was achieved along with political democracy during struggles of the 20th century.
From Gomez to Chavez, the relations of the military and the media have changed dramatically.  Once called the “barracks” of Latin America because of the predominant role of its armed forces from the time of Simon Bolivar, who marched his armies up and down the Andes bringing independence to half the South American continent, the military were replaced as the ruling caste by the members of a well-trained political middle and professional class, developed in response to the needs of its enormous oil industry which has made Venezuela one of the world’s leading energy producers.
Repeated civil strife led by a series of regional strongmen, or “caudillos” characterized the rest of the 19th century after independence was gained in 1821. Presidents either won power on the battlefield or were imposed by generals who did.  The last cycle of regional caudillos—this time from the western Andes—took over at the start of the 20th century. General Juan Vicente Gomez died in office in 1936. His minister of defense, General Eleazar Lopez Contreras followed him, then his minister of defense, General Isaías Medina Angarita—both elected by a rubber-stamp congress.  The oil industry, begun before World War I, was developed tremendously during World War II, bringing much new income and worldly sophistication to what had been a provincial, inward-looking nation.  Among the most important indicators of this change was the appearance of modern and much improved news media that fought for freedom of expression. At the same time, the military had gradually acquired a more open policy, although it has never acquired the degree of transparency required by true democracy.
 
In the 20th century, military-media relations in Venezuela can be described in five stages: 1) the Gomez military blackout prior to 1945, 2) the springtime of press freedom under the civic-military revolutionary regime, 3) the military repression of the counter-revolution, 1948-58, 4) growing press freedom under the democratic restoration, 1958-1999, and 5) the present freedom amid developing tension between the military and the media under the Chavez presidency. The current situation demonstrates how charismatic leaders, whether civilian or military, can put democratic institutions in danger even though they profess to operate within them.
Militarily speaking, Venezuela sat out both world wars. General Gomez, who had a predilection for German military might, invited a Berlin military mission, which taught his soldiers to wear spiked helmets and to goose-step. Despite the strong reaction of the public and the media against Nazi persecution of minorities in World War II, the country, although on the front line due to heavy U-boat attacks on oil tankers in the Caribbean coming from Lake Maracaibo, did not declare its belligerency until near the end of the war when it was able to seize a number of German merchant marine ships that had taken refuge in Venezuelan ports early in the war.  They became the basis for the new state merchant fleet. Venezuela signed the Rio Treaty of mutual hemispheric defense and also was a charter member of the United Nations.  It has never participated in any of the UN’s peacekeeping missions with men or material. 
Press relations had been somewhat liberalized after the death of Gomez but the government, still headed by a general, exercised extensive censorship and newsmen, who had been frequently expelled from the country earlier, were encouraged by the new political parties to write more freely.  But military affairs were sacrosanct.  A press office created by the last president of the Gomez succession, General Medina Angarita, headed by a prominent novelist, did nothing to establish public trust or media freedom.
 The civil-military revolution of the 40’s
 
Plainly confused, sweating and dusty senior officers from interior garrisons arrived late at night at the presidential Miraflores Palace in Caracas on October 19, 1945, to pledge their allegiance to the new military-civilian junta which had seized power from General Medina. Older men, most of them, they appeared unhappily before the young captains and their civilian political allies, hardly aware that their military careers—many of them were self-made generals—were over. The eager young officers—graduates of foreign military schools—who curtly received them had joined with the founders of Venezuela’s first truly political party, Accion Democratica, because of their contempt for the old-style military in which promotion was the result of personal loyalty to the president rather than professional merit.  They were also deeply resentful of the difference in pay. Many had also favored the social reforms of AD that Venezuela’s leaders calling for democratic elections and institutions, such as press freedom. The majority of the new government junta came from the recently formed social democratic party, Accion Democratica, led by Romulo Betancourt, its general secretary and founder, himself an active newspaper columnist very aware of the media’s influence. Young officers enthusiastically proclaimed the New Age of Democracy and freedom.  I recall how an enthusiastic lieutenant exhorted the populace over a loudspeaker to end the corruption and bring freedom to all as he drove through the chaotic streets of Caracas. When he identified me as a reporter, he took me in tow and later enabled me to interview the captured leaders of the fallen government so that I could “tell the world how well treated they were by the new political order in Venezuela”.
The new minister of Defense was Lt. Col Delgado Chalbaud, engineering graduate of French military training, aristocratic son of a Venezuelan who had tried to overthrow Gomez. He was joined by two other officers of lesser social status, Marcos Perez Jiménez and Llovera Paez, but both with training abroad in Latin America. Delgado opened up somewhat in interviews with the press, but his cohorts failed to take advantage of the public enthusiasm for reform.  Their relationship with each other and with AD was difficult from the start. Delgado was eager to professionalize the army; the others were more interested in perks and power. They became disenchanted quickly with their civilian allies, who pressed for radical social and economic reforms. After the country chose famed but politically inexperienced novelist Romulo Gallegos as president, things got worse when a radical education minister sought to control religious schools.  Reluctantly, Delgado was pushed into a coup by his comrades and then soon after was assassinated himself by old-timers from the Gomez era, bringing Perez Jiménez to the presidency of a military government which lasted for nine years by means of increasing repression. Unlike Delgado, Perez Jimenez shunned the press except for ribbon-cutting inaugurations of the extensive public works he promoted.
 Military government after 1948
The new junta at first sought to maintain the semblance of democracy and actually added a civilian who only lasted a short while as president.   Prominent conservative civilians were recruited for the cabinet, but the military was completely immune from scrutiny.  Its leading ideologue, Laureano Valenilla Lanz, argued that ceasarism was a necessity in Latin America. Government became increasingly repressive. The Communist Party was outlawed and first AD, then the two other democratic political parties that had been formed—the church-influenced Social Christian, or COPEI party (led by Rafael Caldera), and the Union Republicana Demócrata (led by Jovito Villalba), a left-of-center group with strong Marxist leadings—were forced underground and their leaders exiled. After long asylum in the Peruvian embassy, Betancourt finally was permitted to go into exile where he led a long campaign against the military government.
 
Perez Jiménez, an engineer, sought to construct a Venezuela Grande, building roads, schools, government buildings, and a chain of hotels which opened up the interior. Venezuela became famous for its architecture—the Ciudad Universitaria with its Aula Magna, the aerial tramway up Pico Bolivar in the Andes and up the Avila range overlooking the capital.  A highway was constructed linking Caracas in its mountain valley with the port of La Guaira.  The international airline, Aereopostal, flew to Europe and the U.S. and a state merchant marine plied the high seas. A government steelworks, shipyard, and petrochemical industry were established. For the first time, a Venezuelan tourist industry came into being with ample government support. A government oil company was established to compete with the foreigners, who nevertheless received favorable treatment in labor disputes, often politically inspired.
The government charged Betancourt and AD with communist ties and energetically pursued its leaders.  Military missions from the U.S. were invited to aid all branches of the armed forces. New garrisons, military centers, military hospitals, and other facilities were built to accommodate the swelling ranks of recruits. Many young officers went to the U.S. and elsewhere for training. The various services were showered with new arms—destroyers and even a submarine for the navy; tanks and heavy guns for the army; and a squadron of Mirage fighters for the air force.  But little was done to communicate with the populace, although token press relations officers were named.  A great military parade was held annually at the newly constructed Avenida de Los Proceres that went on for hours. Goose-stepping cadets paraded along with newly formed parachute regiments and women’s corps. It seems to have been assumed that the new wealth and power of the nation, inspired always by eulogies of the Liberator Bolivar, would win popular support. But when Perez Jiménez tried to win an election, the URD candidate Villalba was clearly ahead in the counting and it was abruptly stopped. A government by virtue of armed force was declared, and there was repression, torture, and unbridled military government power. The press, including two popular newspapers predominantly staffed by communists, was muzzled.  Newsmen were tortured, some killed, others went into exile.
 

Return to democracy, 1958

 


The military government eventually imploded. Perez Jiménez and his collaborators fled. A new civilian-military junta led by Rear Admiral Wolfgang Larrazabal took power after young air force officers had bombed Miraflores. Betancourt, Caldera and Villalba all returned from exile. A new presidential election was held, with Larrazabal as the candidate of URD and the far left, but Betancourt easily won. Although urged by extremist followers to contest the election, Larrazabal went on TV to urge the country to accept the result.  It was a fine beginning to the democratic era, with the military accepting a democratic verdict. Having observed the conduct of U.S. military missions in the country over some years, it is my belief that the example of U.S. officers rigorously abstaining from political intervention provided a new tone to the psychology of many Venezuelan officers, even though incomplete.  Many Venezuelans went to bases in the U.S, and Panama for training where they acquired a degree of democratic indoctrination.

 
The following years were filled with tension, domestic and international.  There were a number of uprisings, some from the right, some from the left.  Perhaps some of you may recall the award-winning photo of a dying Venezuelan trooper on his knees being comforted by a priest in the Puertonazo at Puerto Cabello.  Betancourt survived, as he said, by having “eyes in the back of my head,” but he did not openly confront the military, choosing rather to promote democratic-minded officers and weeding out non-conformists. The three major political parties collaborated to pass economic and social reforms. Foreign investors were re-assured and the country prospered.owHH

  However, political infighting soon began among the parties and within the parties themselves.  AD split and its radical elements formed another party.  The Communist party eventually split, and its more moderate socialist members went their own way.  Its influence in the press and academia was considerable, however, due to the leanings of many reporters and intellectuals. Press freedom was proclaimed and generally allowed, but criticism of the government was muted as the media cautiously tested its new freedom.
 
Abroad, Betancourt denounced the military dictatorships in the Dominican Republic and gave little support to Fidel Castro in Cuba, the idol of the Venezuelan left.  Trujillo, the Dominican strong man, tried to assassinate him by hiring thugs to set off a bomb at the military parade, but the bomb was traced back to its promoter and Trujillo was expelled from the OAS and diplomatic relations with him were broken by the hemispheric states, leading to his downfall.  Venezuelan communist guerrillas unsuccessfully tried to duplicate Castro’s feat in Cuba and when he tried to send them arms and advisors, they were discovered.  This led to the rupture of diplomatic relations by most American republics with Cuba but the URD foreign minister, father of the new Venezuelan ambassador to Washington, resigned in protest.
 
During subsequent presidencies, in which AD yielded the presidency three times to COPEI candidates, civil/military relations continued without major disruption.  Although the military did not vote, the political preferences of top officials were known and each party tended to give preference to its own sympathizers.  But, generally speaking, a balance was maintained and the outlook of the military regarding its role in politics changed considerably.  A good pay level was maintained, there were subsidies in housing and groceries for military families, and retirement came early so that there was constant opportunity to advance younger officials, while retired officers often enjoyed a second career.  Many younger officials were given scholarships for university study in Venezuela, which enlarged their world outlook but also exposed them to the Marxist ideology predominant in several leading schools. 
 
Military press officers were appointed to work with the media, but old habits die hard and military matters were not subjected to the same scrutiny as political parties or private entrepreneurs. Military participation in various coup attempts was fair game up to a point. The democratic governments tended to appease the military in their budget demands and Venezuelan armed forces were lavishly equipped, with little complaint from the media.  Top military officials occasionally granted press interviews, usually with a political intent, but generally speaking they were still considered a privileged “castrense” class.
The media, however, spoke forth with increasing boldness, especially when it deemed its own freedom was threatened by official actions.  Such was the case when the Congress passed a press law sponsored by the political left which provided for stiff sanctions of alleged inaccuracies or falsehoods emitted by the secular media.  Although president Rafael Caldera signed this measure, it was never implemented.  However, it was retained by the new government and it is considered a constant threat by media editors.
 
The civilian branches of the democratic government were much more active and an extensive international information program was established under the OCI (Central Information Office) which sought to present the views of the political party in power. Television news programs became very useful, but the military were slow to take advantage of them and its outreach to the public was clumsy and of little value. Generally speaking, a wide gap still separated the military from the media through the greater part of the democratic period, due partly to military reticence but also because of military mistrust of individual reporters who often were communist party activists.  Younger officers, however, were enabled to attend university classes and here they were exposed to the Marxist interpretations of history and the economy held by many of the state universities. As corruption and inefficiencies mounted in the late 80’s, these young officers chafed when they were ordered to repress popular uprisings such as occurred in l992 and military plotting, which many had considered to be out-of-date, began anew. When the media exploded with stories about corruption as the government underwent a series of shattering political changes, including the impeachment of one president and the bewildering succession of several others, previous military taboos were ignored and the military hierarchy came under intense media attack, especially from the left.
Venezuela never got involved in international wars.  The military made a good name for itself in cleaning out extensive guerrilla efforts during the seventies.  It also was involved in several border episodes with neighboring Guyana over the contested Essequibo territory. In the eighties, AD president Carlos Andres Perez authorized aid of various kinds to the anti-Marxist forces in Nicaragua and El Salvador but eventually promoted the return of the Panama Canal to the country across which it was built and the Contadora regional peace process that ended armed struggle in Central America in favor of democratic elections. A modicum of security was maintained along the southern border with Brazil until recent incursions by Brazilian gold-hunters led to more control.  The increasing amount of guerrilla activity in Colombia required extensive posting along the border, where numerous kidnappings of Venezuelan citizens for ransom continue to occur. Tension there has increased recently due to Colombian accusations of Venezuelan aid for the guerrillas active there. 
 
The U.S. interventions in the Dominican Republic, Grenada and Panama caused some tremors in Venezuela, although there was little sympathy for the leftist regime of Maurice Bishop or the corrupt Manuel Noriega in Panama.  Venezuelan navy forces participated in the yearly maritime exercises with the U.S, and other states in the Caribbean until last year when Chavez withdrew them.  Military contacts between the two nations have dwindled due to the withdrawal of the U.S missions and the closure of the U.S. military training center in Panama attended by many Venezuelan officers over the years.
Chavez and the bolivarian republic
       Let us finally examine both the current civil/military situation in Venezuela before discussing the lessons of the Venezuelan experience during the past half century. 
The democratic process begun with the elections of 1958 and the orderly succession of presidencies ended in 1998 with the election of Chavez. Hugo Chavez as president and his promotion of a new constitution for the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, together with a widespread program of institutional and social reform.  He has affirmed that his program of change is necessary to preserve democracy in the country and he has continued to obtain public support, via repeated plebiscites and election, to bolster his position on seven different occasions during his two years in power.  is H H  His populist methods have been highly controversial and the argument as to whether he is a democrat or dictator rages today.  It is not my intention to take any position on his regime but to point out how he has changed the trend of civil/military/media relationships in time of peace and developing democratic institutions before his time. The question as to how or what they will become in the future is left open.
Probably most of you are aware of recent developments in Venezuela so I will only highlight what appear to be the most significant changes:
1. The constitution has been changed to provide a single chamber of the congress, the National Assembly, instead of the two traditional lower and upper chambers.  The presidential term has been extended and re-election for another term authorized, which could extend the term in office of president Chavez until 2012. There is a novel provision that would permit the impeachment of the president by popular demand under certain conditions.
2. The national assembly has accorded the president sweeping economic power and to intervene in institutions such as the judiciary, which he alleged to be very corrupt.  In this, he has strong public support. Although Chavez vowed to stop corruption, businessmen report it worse than ever. 
3. Economic growth has become slightly positive after several years of negative results. Foreign investment continues slack but oil income has improved thanks in good part to the strong support given by Chavez to OPEC’s production cuts. Inflation continues at a lesser pace, but the bolivar has now descended to 700: $1.
4. Chavez’s principal political advisors come from the old leftist and corrupt URD party.  He has also cultivated very close relations with Fidel Castro and was the first foreign head of state to visit Iraq’s Saddam Hussein. There are those who accuse Chavez of seeking to follow in the footsteps of Castro and create a revolutionary Latin America with allies along North/South lines in the world at large. 
5. Freedom of the press has not been curtailed, but the president constantly attacks the media owners and individual newsmen in what the Venezuelan Press Bloc says is a systematic campaign of intimidation. Chavez has for the first time been publicly accused of threatening media freedom by the Inter-American Press Association (SIP).
6. Chavez cancelled Venezuelan participation in joint naval exercises with the U.S., rejected the offer of recovery aid requested by his own former defense minister, and prohibited hot pursuit of narcotrafficking planes by the U.S. in Venezuelan air space. Relations with U.S. military appear increasingly difficult. The Bush White House has yet to formulate its policy toward Chavez, but is not likely to upset the keep-the-lid-on policy of Clinton, given its concerns over Venezuelan oil supply. On the other hand, the Chavez government can expect a very strong negative reaction should it move to implement the threats against the media frequently voiced by the president.
7. Venezuela has become continually embroiled with the Colombian government regarding its alleged favors to the FARC and ELN.  Mexico has served as a mediator on several occasions. The situation is reportedly tense along the border and Chavez’s former ally, Arias Cardenas, who opposed him in last presidential election, has accused him of trying to incite war with Colombia. Presidents Chavez and Pastrana met last month in southern Venezuela and proclaimed the eternal friendship of the two states and an official visit by Chavez to Bogotá has been announced. However, the traditional suspicious relationship between the two countries has become pronounced in recent months and constitutes a source of great potential danger in the hemisphere.
8. There have been repeated reports of military plots in Venezuela.  Chavez recently took the unprecedented step of naming his foreign minister, Jose Vicente Rangel, formerly of URD, as defense minister.  However, he later announced that as the military commander-in-chief he would personally hold regular office in Tiuna Fort, the army headquarters. Rangel has just announced that a vast rightist plot exists to unseat the Chavez regime.
9. Military officers have been named to many key posts, including the presidency of the government oil company, PDVSA.  It is alleged that truly efficient and honorable professional or political talent is lacking for these posts so Chavez has called upon the only really disciplined force in the nation for help.  Some of his appointments are good ones, but there may not be enough to go around among aspiring officers, and this may cause problems. Retired army officers have bitterly criticized the president, but there have been no uprisings.  
10. Public opinion is bitterly divided.  Professionals and the middle and upper oppose the changes. Many have left the country.  The president’s popularity with the masses still continues high. He maintains little in the way of information or propaganda offices, but relies heavily on his personal contact with the people via a weekly radio-TV program. His efforts to publish a daily newspaper failed. Individual citizens dare, as never before, to criticize the government in the media, and the principal media proprietors continue to assert their independence by putting out news stories that would have been impossible under earlier military governments. While it may be true that Chavez has concentrated power in his own hands, he has not—as yet—cracked down on media, which have taken him at his word that freedom of the press shall not be curtailed.
 

   It is not at all clear where Venezuela under Chavez is heading. Certainly the president has halted the previous withdrawal of the military from political matters and has sought, with some success, to make of himself the symbol of a new and youthful military, intent upon restoring the nationalistic ideals of Bolivar, combining them with an uncertain mixture of revolutionary socialism. Similar other populist revolutions sparked by leftward leaning officers have occurred at least twice in the past, Peron’s in Argentina and in Peru in the seventies. Both movements led to counter-military reaction and were considered to have ended in failure, but they had a strong impact on both countries, fragmenting existing political parties.


Today, the chavista movement, cultivating the popular reverence for Bolivar and the widening social and economic gaps of recent years, has had strong support from the lower income population but its viability and longevity are questioned by many critics.

Lessons learned or not learned

It is clear that military/civil relations have changed dramatically during the past half century in Venezuela and the rest of Latin America. Generally speaking, the role of the military has been much reduced.  Inter-American armed conflicts have decreased in number and intensity as boundaries have been determined and ideological conflict contained. With limited exceptions—Brazil in World War II, Argentina in the Falklands, and Colombia in Korea—there has been little participation in international conflict. As democratic institutions have grown—all but one American nation, Cuba, now have them—the political role of the military has been reduced, but certainly not eliminated.  

 
Democracy means greater parliamentary scrutiny of military demands and expense, greater accountability by bolder and freer media, and popular demand for civilian control. The traditional role of the military as the “Fourth Estate” of Latin American regimes, ready and able to intervene at almost any time, has largely disappeared. The American republics are now on record as opposing any military overthrow of government and have been pledged to concerted action in opposition to such events.


A new sense of joint civilian-military responsibility for defense and security matters is present throughout the hemisphere and is demonstrated by your presence here today.

 
The role of the military is being redefined to confront changing circumstances. International drug traffic, crime, and nuclear terrorism constitute threats that did not exist before and which require armed and sophisticated resistance. The degree to which the military of each nation will participate in joint hemispheric security is yet to be defined.  In any case, important Latin American nations have taken the lead in affirming their intention to refrain from the use of nuclear weapons.  A concerted hemispheric drive against drug trafficking remains to be devised and its absence constitutes a serious irritant in hemispheric relations.

 

   Despite change, inter-hemispheric strife has not disappeared. In addition to territorial or boundary disputes, ideological crusades appeared in recent years and continue to have importance, as the Venezuelan case illustrates.  The threat of intervention by the Axis powers or by Soviet Russia has been followed by Marxist subversion or military intervention by the USA, often inter-related. While the OAS seeks to prohibit military subversion of any democratic government, it remains to be seen whether its mechanism would be effective in any future case in which a nation perceives its security to be at risk by some ideological movement in another. 

 
The recent history of military takeovers by force or by vote in Latin America has not tended to increase their popularity.  The three largest South American republics—Argentina, Brazil, and Chile—have all had controversial experiences under military rule and voters have chosen to return to constitutional democracy.  In Mexico and Colombia, the military have played a subordinate role for the most part, but it remains to be seen if the negotiating effort with guerrilla movements will be success.

 
The need for popular support, however, has been learned by the military and it is quite evident that the training of Venezuelan officers and probably in other Latin American states has not convinced them that their role in the governance of their countries should be completely subordinate to the civilian political sector.  At the same time, there has been a failure by the civilian politicians to realize the necessary compromises and moral public service, which is needed if democratic institutions are to flourish.  Proper performance is not impossible. It is learned in the school of experience. Progress in military-media relations during the past century in Venezuela demonstrates that current problems will be overcome in time.

 
The military’s relations with the media are poor today in Venezuela and will also be elsewhere in Latin America if the armed forces seek to exercise power by censorship or by manipulation of public opinion by subsidy, control of newsprint or electronic communication, or by the intimidation of independent sources of news.  Democracy will never function unless the system of checks and balances can be maintained, and governments, especially those military in nature, must be balanced by an independent media if they are to retain public confidence to any degree.


The Latin American military have had a heroic tradition in gaining independence from colonial powers and establishing the national identity of their countries. While excesses have been committed, the military at best have served as equilibrium and guarantee that national values would be preserved.  Military institutions have survived the ups and downs of history, and the Latin American military today, as in the past, constitute a disciplined force, which, hopefully, will serve to work peaceably and openly with the media and other civilian agencies on behalf of national defense and democratic stability. There is little public demand to do away with the military institutions today, to curtail their influence, or to replace them with civilian agencies.  On the contrary, the movement to achieve cooperation and mutual understanding between military and civil agencies will hopefully be more and more an expression of ongoing national progress in achieving social advance and stable democracy. 

