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[bookmark: _Toc73268829]Introduction

This research work is aimed at studying and identifying the causes of American 
interventions in Latin America and their differences in the period of the 1960s-80s and 1990-2010s.

The importance of analyzing US interventions in Latin American countries lies in the fact that despite the transition to more liberal political thinking, by the beginning of the 21st century, a realistic approach to aid to other states remains in US policy. The USA still has a great influence on the countries of Latin America, so it is important to study their political relations. The character of interactions differs in different periods, since foreign policy tends to change coordinately depending on the course of the current government and the president. Thus, it is important to assess the impact of the current presidential and government administrations in order to understand the reasons for the change in political thinking and the change in foreign policy and to compare the nature of interventions in various countries of Latin America. Accordingly, this study’s purpose is to identify the reasons for the transition from political thinking in the spirit of realism to thinking in the spirit of the need to protect human rights on a global scale. The research goal of this work is to study the factors that influence the change in US foreign policy aimed at intervention in Latin America. The research question is what factors influence the change and the nature of external aggression, which is aimed at the countries of South and Central America. Why at one period the United States acts as an aggressor and organizes civil wars in neighboring countries, and closer to the beginning of the 21st century changes its course towards liberalization and democratization of interventions in Latin countries? Thus, the main question of the study will be what factors influence the change in political thinking (public declaration) in the field of foreign policy, namely, in the intervention in the politics of other countries.

In order to achieve the purpose, the following tasks need to be solved:
· to describe the historical context of the US interventions in the 1960s-80s.
· to characterize the historical context of the interventions in the 1990s-2010s
· to assess how the interventions by the Latin states were evaluated in both proposed periods
· to evaluate the changes in both periods from the point of view of political thinking
· to classify the factors that influenced the change in the nature of the interventions
· to identify media sources in Latin regions for better understanding the differences in political mood in the regions, as well as complements the "northern" vision of the situation 

After demonstrating a certain US influence on the development of Latin America, this research paper will prove the hypothesis that there is a transition of American foreign policy in the field of intervention from political realism, as well as the struggle with competing ideologies to politics in the style of liberalism and democratization, which includes the need to protect human rights universally. It is expected that the fundamentally changing foreign policy of the United States creates a security problem for Latin countries, and also leads to a weak state of the Latin countries in the world political arena.

The choice of theories is substantiated by the political background of both periods under study. During the 1960s and 1980s, the direction of foreign policy was defined more in terms of realism, especially neorealism, since the interventions were associated with conflicting ideologies that were considered a threat to the world community and the maintenance of peace. For the period 1990-2010, the theory of liberalism is more accepted, since the interventions began to be aimed at protecting human rights in specific states, as well as maintaining the world democratization of society.

This paper is based on the use of certain methods of qualitative research. Qualitative research will help to identify key trends in changing American-Latin relations and also help to understand the nature of changing political thought in the area of US intervention. Critical analysis method helps to understand the roots of US intervention and its intensions, and also help to evaluate the dynamic of relationships between states. Critical analysis includes content analysis, which means the studying of primary sources (official documents, speeches of Presidents) and analysis of media reports. Media sources help to understand the situation from different point of view. Official documents and speeches will support the evaluation of the problem from the view of the main participants of the external policy from both regions. Thus, qualitative methods are the basis for conducting research on US and Latin American foreign policy in interventions that will reveal the reasons for the change in foreign policy course.

This paper will be organized as follows. In the first chapter, there is an analysis of the historical context of US interventions in Latin America in the 1960s-80s. Chapter two identify an overview of hysterical actions in the context of the US interventions of the 1990s-2010s in Central America. In the third chapter, there is an overview of Latin American sources written in Spanish as well as a slight part of the analysis of media resources that were published during the interventions in both periods on the territory of Latin American countries. The conclusion shows specific findings of the studied factors that influenced the development and change in the nature of US interventions in Latin America in both periods. 
[bookmark: _Toc73268830]Chapter 1. US interventions in Latin America in 1960-1980s
[bookmark: _Toc73268831]Historical background, case studies

This chapter will examine the cases of American intervention in Latin America during the 1960s and 1980s, during the Cold War. Specific cases of interventions in Latin countries will be considered and their characteristics will be analyzed for further research. In the second part of this chapter, the studied cases will be considered from the side of political thought and the theory of international relations.

The intervention of the United States in political and territorial disputes in Latin America has been going on for a very long time, since the 19th century. One of the first serious interventions is considered to be the case in Argentina, in 1890, related to the economic instability of Argentina and the desire of the United States to provide humanitarian assistance and defend its interests, according to Blum (1995). However, intensive intervention occurs during the Cold War (1946-1980). In this section, we will look at a narrower period, 1960-1980, when the United States most strongly influenced the political structure of the countries of South and Central America.

It can be argued that one of the most widespread reason for the US to intervene in Latin states is that the historical situation was that the majority of low-income countries of South and Central America in the 1960s believed that communism was the best and reasonable solution to their economic problems and instability. 
Therefore, the US government created and promoted some projects, which main goal was to spread the democratic values and to prevent the spread of soviet socialist ideology. Also, the US supported dictatorships in many Latin states because they were anti-communist.

[bookmark: _Toc73268832]Case of Cuba

The first case is the US military intervention in Cuba in 1962, during the Cold War, when the situation between the US and the USSR was heating up. In the late 1950s, the Soviet Union began to develop diplomatic ties with Cuba and began to place missiles and other military installations on its territory, preparing a military base. At that time, the United States and the USSR tried to expand their zones of political influence on the countries of the world, promoting their political ideologies: The United States - democratic principles, while the USSR - socialist foundations.

The military crisis was heating up, so the US government decided to respond to Cuba's military cooperation with the USSR. Cuba is also an important territorial factor, as it has a water border with the US state of Florida, about 300 kilometers between the countries. Tulchin (1988) argued that despite the fact that the US stated its policy that if the state does not require assistance, the US does not interfere, in 1962 this principle did not work, as the US government was completely absorbed in the struggle with the Soviet Union in the wake of the bipolar world and Cold War. Thus, the historical background was completely militarized, and the United States did not have the ability to respond humanely to military crises near its borders. After the military invasion of the 1960s, the U.S. government and the CIA began to create new plans to destroy Soviet influence in Cuba and to destabilize the Cuban economy and government. Schoultz (2009) highlighted that the US government has developed a project called the "Cuban Project", the methods of which were the means of explosions on the territory of Cuba, the corruption of political power, military interventions, undermining the trust of the government from the population with the help of psychological pressure. All these facts suggest that the US political intervention was completely militarized, aimed at the physical destruction of the leaders of the social bloc of Cuba and aimed at discrediting the military government in order to promote its own ideology.

[bookmark: _Toc73268833]Bolivia crisis case

Morales (1987) claimed that in the 1980s, Bolivia entered a catastrophic economic crisis situation, while inflation was about 15 percent per year, which was one of the lowest rates among Latin countries. According to Olivera (1967) the fact of inflation may identify the fact that the government can be overthrown at any time by a military coup, it is in a very weak position. Besides, in the 1980s, a drug trafficking crisis began in Bolivia. The problem had an enormous scope, as there were a giant number of drug criminal groups, a massive traffic in drugs in the United States, corrupt government at all levels, starting with local governments. Amendt (1989) argued that the United States for some time refused to help Bolivia with military forces, but when the intensified fight against drug trafficking began, the United States presented some military measures to eliminate the problem. According to Burke (1991), American army helped Bolivian government with raid on the drug fields, where most of the cocaine was produced. It was advantageous for America to participate in the provision of military assistance to Bolivia in the fight against drug trafficking, since a massive flow of these drugs (up to 90 percent, according to the World Drug Report 2010) was sent to the United States. In that case, the United States could not help but take part in the military intervention, as it concerned the protection of its own borders from the enormous flow of drugs. During the unstable economic situation in Bolivia, which occurred against the background and because of the growing drug business and drug empire, the United States invaded the borders of Bolivia to help destroy the common enemy, drug leaders and their accomplices, as well as the destruction of the ways of creating these drugs of their capital.
What is more, Blakeley (2009) argued that before the economic crisis of 1980s, the US already had influenced on politics in Bolivia. Author stated that in 1971 the America government assisted coup lead in Bolivia, which was created under the leadership of Banzer, Bolivian dictator. His ideology was leftist, while the government of the US promoted right-wing politics. Nevertheless, as it was highlighted by Russell (2009) during Bazner's military coup, the US provided powerful military assistance to the dictator. There is a contradiction between what ideology the US side adhered to, and what real political and military actions the country took. However, despite this fact, the United States still entered the territory of independent Bolivia. The intervention, the purpose of which was stated to spread democratic principles, in fact turned out to be the support of a military dictator, and the intervention failed with the help of military force, not diplomacy and social support.

[bookmark: _Toc73268834]Case of Nicaragua 

According to Gabriel and Satish (1990), most economies of low-income states in Latin America were controlled by the US government, and the Nicaragua was also under the influence of Washington. Trade was connected with exports to the US and it was about 25 per cent of all exports of Nicaragua. Gabriel (1990) claimed that Nicaragua’s economic sector was closely associated with the American market. 

After the Nicaraguan Revolution (1960-1970s) the relationships between Nicaragua and the US became extremely unstable and the US government decided to intervene in Nicaragua. Mostly, the intervention and military actions were made by the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA). Later, in the 1980s CIA under the authorization of President Reagan started the project of supporting right-wing ideologues, opposition to the ruling power. 
As in the previous studied cases, the US government acted in a strict military form. The government of Nicaragua was preparing for US intervention and tried to strengthen its army, but it did not help. Throughout the eighties, the United States intervened in the political structure of Nicaragua using the CIA and its specialists. Thanks to a massive intervention in the country's economy, the United States has created economic instability in the country and undermined the sovereignty of Nicaragua. The United States also dealt an undermining of the reputation of the current government, the legitimacy of which has become a serious question for the citizens of the country. What is more, according to Gabriel (1990), thanks to the US intervention, Nicaragua lost most of its exports to the US, thus causing a crisis in the country's economy. Nevertheless, the government of Nicaragua found other states to trade with and improved their unstable situation on the global market. 

All these facts indicate that the United States conducted an extremely harsh policy towards the government of Nicaragua, using military forces, the CIA and interference in the economy. The intervention had the character of declaring its interests on the territory of a Latin country, promotion of its democratic values among dictator regime. This was due to the desire to have a powerful impact on the economy of another country, in order to also declare the power and leadership of the United States on the world stage.









[bookmark: _Toc73268835]Political realism and Neorealism in the case of intervention 1960-1980

Speaking about the cases of the US intervention in Latin America, it is necessary to analyze their actions from the point of view of the theory of international relations. The issue of the transition of thinking from realism to the democratization of foreign policy is key in this research work. The relationship between the United States and Latin countries most often resembles the US plays the role of a hegemon that tries to help developing countries using an aggressive policy of intervention. In this issue of the transition to democratization, attention is paid to the influence of intervention and changes in political regimes in Latin countries under the supervision of the United States (Karl, 1990).

First of all, the USA, according to Mirza (2018) during the Cold War, including in the period of the 1960s-1980s, adhered to the policy of realism. It should be stated that realism in international relations means that states are essential actors, however other actors such as individuals and organization can exists, but their significance is limited. Moreover, neo-realism changes the concept of the balance of power, offering the balance of attack and defense, according to Konyshev (2020). This concept implies that the states can choose the tactics of attack, or defense, or deterrence. From this point of view, the United States chose the strategies of attack, as it was more profitable to achieve the goal. In researched cases in Latin America, American government did not use the help of other states or international organizations to protect their self, rather they acted as a state, which is the most crucial actor of politics. 

Secondly, according to Donnelly (2008), states are rational, and they pursue self-interest. What is more, states desire to have as much as possible resources and power. From this point, studying the cases of the Latin intervention under the leadership of the United States, we can conclude that this is how the US government acted. In both cases studied, the United States counted only on its own forces, not asking for help, pursuing only its own interests and benefits. For example, in the case of Cuba, the US fought for its dominance in a bipolar world with the USSR, without relying on others. Since the struggle for leadership at the world level was conducted between the two states, the United States pursued only its own interest in gaining influence on the territory of the Latin American country. Speaking about the case in Bolivia, the United States also pursued only its own interest, the desire to have power over the resources of Bolivia, through the destruction of drug trafficking and its origins in the territory of Bolivia.

Further, talking about neorealism, it is stated by the Waltz (1979) that states are seeking power. This means that states will want to gain power in any cases, political or military. From the point of interventions, it can be argued that the US were seeking power in the form of military invasions and political interference in the governments of other countries. For instance, in case of Cuba, the US wanted and pursued the power as a military factor. This means that the US did their actions accordingly so that other countries can also see that they are the most powerful state. In case of Bolivia, it can be claimed that by using military force in the form of an army that helped fight drug trafficking in the fields in Bolivia, the United States also achieved political strength, showing that it can solve the problems of other countries.

Similarly, in the case of Nicaragua also the connection between the realistic structures of the theory of international relations is traced. According to Waltz (1979), realism is about survival and self-interest. It can be seen that in case of Nicaragua intervention, the government of the US followed their own interest of promotion democratic values, supporting the opposition and oppressing the current government. The US used violence and military modes of spreading their ideas and showed their strength on the world stage. Also, it was in the interests of the United States to show its influence in the economic market, which was achieved through direct intervention in the economy of Nicaragua, which resulted in an economic crisis for this country. However, according to the theory of realism, the countries act only in their own interests, and in the interests of the United States there was no point about how to somehow prevent this crisis. The unstable position of the Nicaraguan economy was a positive factor for the establishment of US dominance at the global level.

The desire to gain as much power and power as possible at the global level was identified in the United States as the main goal, which can be achieved using the resources of other countries, as well as using the unstable situation of Latin American countries, through interference in their politics and in their territory.
Realistic approach describes the brutality of the US intervention in many Latin countries, motivated by economic and political gain such as global ideological struggle, the exploitation of resources of Latin countries, political reforms (McPherson, 2019).

All in all, to conclude, it can be argued that political thoughts of the US in the period of 1960-1980s were mainly dictated by the realism and neo-realism of the theories of international relations. Also, one of the main political goals of the interventions in this period was the desire to spread as much as possible to the countries of Latin America their ideology by any possible means.





[bookmark: _Toc73268836]Chapter 2. US interventions in Latin America in 1990-2010s

In this chapter the historical context of the US interventions in Latin countries in the period after the end of the Cold World War, 1990-2010, will be analysed. Furthermore, the analysis of specific cases will help to better study and understand the reasons for the change in the nature of US intervention. In the second part of this chapter there is an analysis of studied cases from the point of political though and theories of international relations. 

[bookmark: _Toc73268837]Historical background and cases 

According to Hallenberg (2002) the character of US interventions changed after the end of Cold War and it has adopted a more liberal character, based on humanitarization. Humanitarianism is a belief that human life is the most valuable and important factor that should be protected by the state or international organizations. Falk (2003) stated that the period of 1990s was a golden age of diplomacy, aimed at humanitarization. This means that the historical agenda of realism has been replaced by a democratic and liberal one in many cases of the actions of the world community. After the end of the Cold War, people had a desire to forget about the terrors of military tension and had hope for the peaceful cohabitation of nations. 

Also, the collapse of the Soviet Union, which led to the end of the bipolar world, followed by the unipolar domination of the United States, led to the fact that politics was no longer aimed at a race of power between the two states (the United States and the USSR), but was aimed at maintaining this power in the hands of the United States. It was no longer possible to prove this power by military action alone, which is why the course was changed to the liberalization of foreign policy in order to achieve universal peace.
Nevertheless, the need for interventions was still in power, and, according to Bercovitch and Regan (2004), the intervention was still marked as an effective mean to protect human rights and eliminate conflicts between states. 

[bookmark: _Toc73268838]Haiti case

In 1994 the US 23 000 troops were directed to the Haiti, as it was emphasized by Girard (2004). The purpose of this intervention, President Bill Clinton indicated "restoration of democracy", and this was the name of the operation itself. The US government also sought to maintain the democratic regime in Haiti and help develop the economic stability of the state. It should be noted that this intervention was under the direction and supervision of the United Nations.

Initially, this US intervention was planned as a military invasion of the territory of Haiti, the purpose of which was to capture the capital with the help of the US army. Nevertheless, at the time before the sending of the troops, the Haitian government entered into a non-aggression agreement and it was decided not to use military force. In response, the US government also decided not to use military force, so the intervention took on a humanitarian character.

It is also worth taking into account the fact that the intervention was humanitarian, despite the fact that the United States still did present a little number of soldiers on the territory of Haiti. Hallenberg (2002) claimed that despite the constant ability of the US army to use military force for its own purposes or to protect the people of Haiti, they fully trusted the military security of the regional Haitian army, which in turn coped quite successfully. In most cases, the rules of war from the point of view of international law were not violated, citizens were almost always safe, under the protection of the local army. This means that friendly environment of Haitian government and military organization had a positive effect, and the United States accepted these conditions for conducting policy on the island of Haiti, which was expressed in full confidence. 

Warren (2008) stated that president Clinton officially stated that this intervention is aimed only at democratizing Haitian society, without the use of unjustified military force. However, some scholars argued that it was not the only one reason for intervention in Haiti. Aristide (1993) argued before the beginning of the invasion that for Clinton it was not only promotion of democracy values, but also it was a fortunate chance to build trust among the international community and show the strength of the United States to the whole world. 

Kretchik, Baumann, and Fishel (1994) argued that the impossibility of using military force in this operation was also determined by the culture shock for American soldiers. This means that because of the new situation, for which most of the military was not prepared, the military grip was lost. The authors also claim that the soldiers were afraid that the Haitian army would spread HIV infections. This was due to the fact that the soldiers were poorly informed about the ways of the real spread of this infection and were in constant shock and stress. 

Lawrence (2001) similarly added one more reason for humanitarian intervention. Author argued that the US Army was not sufficiently prepared for the weather conditions on the island of Haiti. The soldiers had to wear very heavy equipment, and the clothes were quite uncomfortable. There were also enormously strict instructions that the soldiers were not allowed to depart from, plus the US government tried to comply as much as possible with the rules of intervention of international law. 

To conclude, this case of Haiti was a vivid illustration of the change in the character of US intervention. Because of reasons that are studied previously, it was not possible to conduct a military takeover or interfere with the economy or the economy, as it was during the Cold War. In Haiti, the policy of US intervention was strictly humanitarian in nature, the purpose of which was to maintain and strengthen democratic principles, despite the fact that some scholars believe that the presidential administration could pursue personal goals of the state.

[bookmark: _Toc73268839]Honduras case 

The United States of America intervened on the territory of Honduras since the end of the 19th century, after the countries of Latin America began to gain independence from the Spanish Crown. Fundamentally, the interventions of the 19th and 20th centuries in Honduras were of a military nature, the purpose of which was most often considered protections of americans who lived in this territory from the wars that were waged in Honduras. However, with the change in the general nature of intervention after the Cold War, the nature of intervention in Honduras also shifted towards liberalization and humanitarization. 

Mendoza-Rodríguez (2012) claimed that the intervention in Honduras was aimed at humanitarian assistance in the struggle against the growing HIV epidemic at that time. The epidemic started in 1991 and still going on in some rural regions of Honduras. Since 1994 the US government sent assistance to Honduras, which was expressed in the military army, supplements and economic support.

In 2012 Honduras received about 50 million dollars help from the US. This money was sent by the United States for such purposes as maintaining the democratic structure of the country, assistance in the development of the social sphere and transport, as well as for the purchase of medical services, the development of healthcare and the fight against the AIDS/HIV epidemic. As it was highlighted by Danovaro-Holliday (2012) this intervention was mostly of a humanitarian nature, despite the presence of the US military. This was due to the fact that the United States changed the nature of its foreign policy and tried to achieve profitable and sustainable relations with the Republic of Honduras. 

Nevertheless, some scholars still believe that under these humanitarian reasons there were some violence. Fernandez (2009) argued that during the 2009 political upheaval in Honduras, the United States failed to remain neutral and influenced the creation of chaos in the country and increased the level of political and economic instability. The American side supported violent military actions, thereby creating unrest in the territory of Honduras.

However, despite the criticism of the actions of the state government, their actions in 2009 were not as grandiose as the interventions during the Cold War. There was no serious cruelty to the local population, as there was no desire to show all the strength and primacy of the United States, because the main goal of this intervention was real humanitarian assistance to the population and the country as a whole.

Thus, in conclusion, it can be concluded that despite the presence of military actions that occurred due to a political coup, and not at the request of the United States, the intervention retained a non-violent character, humanitarian and liberal for a longer time.

[bookmark: _Toc73268840]Case of Colombia

Relations between the United States and Colombia have been lasted since the 19th century, at times they were tense, due to political differences, but Beittel (2002) argued that most often the relations between the countries were bypassed by diplomatic assistance, reducing all kinds of military clashes.

Stokes (2005) claimed that after the end of the Cold War, the economic dominance of drug gangs grew in Colombia. The drug business began to bring a tangible amount of money to the black market. The Government of Colombia tried to wage a war against drug businessmen using its own army and police, but this was not enough, they constantly lost due to the fact that their number was much smaller than the force that the drug business had. Thanks to widespread corruption, from local government to civil servants, it was easy for drug traffickers to have access to a huge number of weapons, which were many times higher in quantity and quality than what the state army had. Also, a massive flow of drug exports from Colombia was sent to the United States, which was the main one (about 80 percent of exports). That is the reason why the US government was particularly interested in entering Colombia in order to protect its country from the enormous export of illegal drugs. The operation involved military intervention and the use of force, but this was achieved only with the agreement of the Colombian authorities, who also tried to resist in the war on drugs, as it was stated by Stokes (2005). Additionally, the US government came out with a Plan Colombia, which was aimed to protect citizens of Colombia from drug abuse (especially cocaine). Also, the US military trained the Colombian army in order to be more prepared in the next actions of war on drugs with highly armed narco-businessmen. 

Furthermore, beyond helping with the war on drugs, after the terrorist attack in the US of 2001, the US government was confounded by the problem of the spread of terrorism within the country, as well as with neighboring countries and Latin America. That is why the intervention continued on the part of the United States. The CIA and the US government have decided to take on the responsibility of eliminating and finding terrorist attacks. Strokes (2005) also argued that the American side developed a plan, the essence of which was to identify terrorist groups at the international level, which allowed to analyse the terrorist threats in Colombia. Despite the fact that the troops were introduced as an intervention in Colombia, it can still be assumed that this intervention remained humanitarian in nature, as it was aimed at protecting the population of Colombia.

Also, after active military assistance and a small crisis in 1997-1998 in relations between Colombia and the United States, the two countries agreed to continue to conduct partnership relations using diplomatic means. Quintero (2011) maintained that the US military intervention in Colombia helped the country to develop an economy that has become one of the leaders in Latin America. In addition, the United States and Colombia have signed deals that they both will continue to cooperate on an equal basis in the economic sphere. The United States also pledged to help Colombia by all means to fight for stability and calm in the politics and economy of Colombia.







[bookmark: _Toc73268841]Liberalism in interventions of 1990-2010s


After the vivid analysis of humanitarian interventions in 1990-2010s in Latin states, it is needed to evaluate them from the international relation theory.

Sabet (2011) argued that after the Cold War the US international policy has dramatically changed. During the Cold War, the United States adhered to realism and its principles, which project the direction of the state's actions as self-defense and the pursuit of only its own interests. However, after the Cold War there was a peak of historical democratic change and most of the countries accepted humanitarian views and liberal politics became on the stake as the most appropriate. People did not want to suffer anymore from the wars, and they wanted to chare common wealthiness and respect for every national and states. Coatsworth (2006) stated that after the battle of the two powers (the United States and the USSR) in the race in the bipolar world, which came to an end, the ideology of equality and the value of human life was replaced.

For instance, Shiraev (2014) argued that liberal ideas are about the spreading of democracies. In case of Haiti intervention, it was precisely about it. The goal of this intervention was the spread of democratic values and the protection of developed democratic political environment. 

However, some scholar developed the idea that in this Haiti case the protection of democratic stability was not the only goals of the US government. Authors argue that the US wanted also to pursue their interest of showing their power to international community. It is not a part of liberal theory, but rather it is a realistic approach of dealing with interventions. Thus, it can be argued that the US did become more liberal in the terms of invasion of foreign states, but the realistic character was still in action. Pitruzzello (2002) claimed that it was because the Cold War just ended and America politicians still needed to protect the US and to confirm other states in their strength and their ability to use their power in any possible situation, when the international law is violated. But the US still started to change their course and vision of intervention as a help to other states in critical situation. In particular, Obama (2009) in the Nobel speech considered the questions of war and peace. Obama indicated that the best policy of war is to kill as few civilians as possible, pointing out that wars should be just and be an example for other countries in the conduct of war. Thus, in the 2010s, a general focus on peacekeeping and maintaining peace on a global scale was outlined.

What is more, other factor of liberal theory is international cooperation between states. It means that states tend to cooperate in order to achieve mutual outcomes from it. Also, the common goal is needed to reach it. For example, in case of Honduras, there was a shared purpose of US and the local government to fight the pandemic of HIV. It means that in order to protect citizens, the government did sign the permission for a US humanitarian invasion of Honduras. Thus, it can be argued that the US policy toward the intervention changed in the liberal way, which means that humanitarian values were at stake, such as the importance of human life. This goal was achieved using the common concept of the countries ' action plan, which implies international cooperation to achieve a common goal. Lebow (1994) stressed that the general global mood and the desire for mutual cooperation influenced the change in the nature of US interventions. It means that the whole realistic vision of the world and its actors was totally changed by the rise of liberalistic approach of viewing the global politics. 

Additionally, liberalism is also about the trade. Free trade between states promote the stability of countries and states tend to respect sovereignty of others more. In the example of Colombia, it is seen that trade between states played a significant role in changing the character of the interventions. 
Both states decided to agree on the mutual trade relations, which will benefit for both actors of the free trade.
Kavanagh (2017) pointed out that the fact that there are strong economic relations between the two countries increases the effectiveness and significance of humanitarian intervention, since both countries are interested in providing assistance rather than attacking.

Also, according to Molineu (1986), it was established that the US policy has shifted from regionalism to globalism, which means that the US foreign policy has softened in relation to intervention in Latin America and directs its forces to help protect humanity. 

Solaún (2002) also points to a specific case of US intervention in Colombia, revealing factors such as the economic strategy, the peace process, the strengthening of the state. It means that in the case of Colombian intervention there was a concrete strategy, that influenced the progress of efficiency of humanitarian intervention. Solaun (2002) also stated that this was because liberalism began to take dominant role on the stage of international political community. He also argued that liberal free trade system supported the idea of humanitarian intervention as a well-organized way to develop democratic stability among states.

To conclude, studied cases provided vivid patterns of liberal ideas and the change in character of intervention. Factors such as the free trade system, international cooperation and the ideas of the spread of democratic ethics influenced the transformation of thinking about intervention and they added new way of implementing humanitarian actions of the US in Latin region. It can be also concluded that there was the transition of thinking from realism to the democratization of foreign policy of the US and the acceptance of this idea was not so smooth because of the old patterns that left from the bipolar world (realism). 

[bookmark: _Toc73268842]Chapter 3. Latin states responses and media analysis.

This chapter will analyze Spanish-language articles written in Latin countries of studied cases to help uncover the state of politics in those countries and their attitudes towards US intervention.

An analysis of media sources in regions of Central and South America is needed because it will help for better understanding of differences in political mood in the regions through different periods that are studied in this paper, as well as the "northern" vision of the situation. Media sources help to understand the situation from different point of view.

What is more, the relationship between media and politics is necessary as media represents the view of citizens on a certain problem, which is a basic need of a democratic system, according to Baum and Potter (2008). This means that in democracies there is a great opportunity to see what citizens of a state really think about an issue and analysis of it may open new facts about the reality, which was not presented in official documents. 





[bookmark: _Toc73268843]1960-1980s

[bookmark: _Toc73268844]Cuba in the 1960s

González (2008) argued that Cuba was skeptical of the US army invasion, as the larger population supported the communist regime, or so they said. Morgenfeld (2015) also added that during the rule of Osvaldo Torrado, mass media was subject to censorship, as the government adhered to the ideas of socialism.

Chóliz (2005) made a significant impact on analysis of the media from the psychological point from the period of 1960s, when there a gigantic intervention of the United States in Cuba. Also, it should be stated that in that time there was a struggle between USSR and the US, as the Cold War was in the middle of its actions. 

As it was highlighted by Chóliz (2005), the political mood was quite positive, given the fact that newspapers and other press sources were under strict state control, so most often they only received positive reviews. However, author concludes that the citizens were in constant political stress, as they did not understand what was happening. The psychological pressure only increased, as the United States introduced a huge number of troops and rocket launchers into the territory of Cuba. The intervention for the citizens of Cuba looked like an illegal and brutal, violent invasion, which resulted in a constant psychological fear of the threat of attack, which affected the overall state of the country.

Thus, it can be concluded that despite the lack of real or authentic Cuban media of this period, thanks to psychological analysis, it can be understood that the country was in a difficult situation, since citizens had to rely either on the power of the United States or on forced communism.
[bookmark: _Toc73268845]Bolivia case, 1980s

Villarreal wrote in Revista (translation: journal) CIDOB d'afers Internacionals about the concrete reaction of citizens about intervention of the US in the 1980s. Author claimed that most often, the media did not reflect the real situation. This was due to the fact that since the beginning of the cold War, the United States has actively helped Bolivia, providing the army and material assistance. Television also broadcast the ideology of the government, and citizens had no right to influence the media and express their own opinions.

This happened because the Bolivian Government needed the continued support of the US Government. Factors such as drug trafficking made the situation worse. The government could not fight this problem alone, so it was necessary to fulfil all the conditions of the American side, as it was highlighted by Romano (2018). Thus, there was censorship of television and other media, as it was necessary to maintain relations with the United States, which in turn helped to improve the state of Bolivia through intervention.

To conclude, it can be argued that in the period of 1960-1980s interventions of the US in Latin states there were poor access to the media among the people, which was due to the low level of democracy, as well as the strong influence of the United States, which introduced its own rules. Therefore, many governments in the Latin region had to impose censorship on the media, thereby hiding the real level of tension due to the interventions.

[bookmark: _Toc73268846]1990s-2010s

The period of 1990-2010s is characterized by the fact that after the end of the Cold War, many countries began to adopt democratic political regimes, so citizens' access to the media began to grow. This means that during this period, people were able to express their opinions about the situation more openly than before. Also, during this period, Latin governments are beginning to give access to scientific authors more freedom to analyze interventions.

[bookmark: _Toc73268847]Haiti case, 1994

Álvarez (2003) stated that in 1994 in Haiti there was a government crisis, so they needed the help of a third party when making a further decision about the political regime. It was then that the United States entered the territory of Haiti, with the aim of spreading and strengthening democracy.

According to Álvarez (2003), the majority of the population (54%) supported the idea of helping a third independent party to solve the problem of politics. The author points out that the population was almost ready to fully accept democracy, which was supported by the US side. The 1994 intervention looked exactly the same from Haiti as it did from the United States - it was humanitarian in nature. Citizens were not afraid of the introduction of the US armed force, as they were almost sure that it was necessary for the spread of democracy and liberalism. Citizens were tired of constant crises, and therefore supported this intervention in a positive way.

Nevertheless, Cardoso (2004) analyzed medias in his book about the debate about humanitarian aid, and also examined the opinion of people who were against the introduction of US troops. The author claims that just over 45 percent of the respondents were skeptical of the new democratic regime and the US intervention, as they saw that other Latin countries were experiencing economic crises again and again. Some citizens were sure that the United States is looking for benefits only for itself in this problem and does not want to fully help Haiti. It can be concluded that this intervention, for some citizens, was insufficient, in terms of people believed that there was not enough justification to believe that the United States would be fully responsible for its activities in Haiti.

All in all, the majority of the population still had a positive attitude to this intervention and believed that the US would help them, although there were also skeptics who saw the situation in other Latin regions and did not trust the US government with the fate of their country.

[bookmark: _Toc73268848]Colombia case, 2002

Rojas (2012) points out that the United States had reasonable reasons to enter the territory of Colombia (drug crisis, economic crisis, and others). The author believes that this may have been sufficient for a third party to assume responsibility in helping to resolve the crises.

The author also analyzed surveys in which the population took part in 2005, about the legitimacy and the need for US participation in solving local problems of the country. Results showed that more than 80 percent of respondents supported the US humanitarian intervention, as they understood that their own government could not cope with the solution of drug trafficking and the economic crisis. Citizens wanted their country to be on the path of economic growth.

Nevertheless, some media wrote about negative affection of the intervention. “El tiempo” magazine wrote about violence and brutality in Colombia by the United States, which reached about a third of the issues in 2002. The magazine described cases when the inviolability of citizens who observed order and were not a threat to stability was violated. According to the magazine, this was due to the fact that the US army did not always clearly and correctly act and did not always comply with the orders that were given, thereby making mistakes, the victims of which were ordinary citizens. Thus, we can conclude that thanks to the democratization of the Colombian society, the media could calmly express and tell people about the violation of the law by the third party, the United States.

To conclude, the period of 1990-2010s was in fact more liberal and democratic and this influenced the media abilities to illustrate the real situation. Analysis of Spanish sources and media shows that the US intervention began to be treated much more positively than in the period of the 1960s-1980s, when there was tension due to the Cold War and the constant fear of threats. This was facilitated by factors such as the confidence of citizens in the assistance provided by the United States, as well as the reliability of democracy, which was supported by freedom of speech in the media.


















[bookmark: _Toc73268849]Conclusion

This paper has analysed about 40 sources written by US authors and Latin scholars, as well as a small number of Spanish-language media. 

The first chapter presents an analysis of the historical background of US interventions in Cuba (1962), Bolivia (1980) and Nicaragua (1980). The studied cases showed that the nature of the interventions was influenced by such factors as the tension of the Cold War, the bipolarity of the world, the lack of widespread democracy, and the desire of the United States to promote its own interests to maintain power. Besides, during this period, the United States was greatly influenced by the ideas of the school of realism, which say that countries fight only for their own benefit to survive.

The second chapter demonstrates the analysis of the historical side in the period of liberalization of the 1990-2010, indicating that such factors as the liberalization of society, the growth of the spread of democracy, the improvement of the quality of democratic institutions and the end of the cold War influenced the change in the nature of US interventions, which became more liberal and democratic, which can safely be called humanitarian. They became humanitarian, because their goal was to help others, for the sake of universal benefit, as stated in the liberal theory of international relations.

In the last chapter there is presented the analysis of Latin response to the intervention of US in both periods. The first period showed that the media did not affect the authenticity of the intervention, as there was severe censorship and the government supported the United States, so that nothing negative would happen. However, in the second period, during the rise of liberalism, the media, as an indicator of democracy, began to write more about the opinion of citizens, showing that the interventions began to have a softer character, and indeed in reality had an auxiliary character, helping citizens.

Thus, what is at stake here is that the US intervention in the countries of the Latin region certainly changed its character to a humanitarian one, the purpose of which was mutual benefit and assistance, and not just benefit as it was during the Cold War.

Analysis of the Spanish literature and media also confirms the fact that the nature of interventions has changed in the opposite direction, and instead of a negative impact, it began to benefit the society of Latin countries, improving economic indicators, as well as increasing the legitimacy of interventions on the part of the population. Despite the negative criticism of some media outlets, most of the population recognized the positive nature of the US intervention.
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Cardoso, Oscar Raúl: “Misión de paz a Haití: un debate mal barajado”, El Clarín, 12 de junio, 2004.

Chóliz, M. (2005). Psicología de la emoción: el proceso emocional. Valencia: Departamento de Psicología Básica. Universidad de Valencia.

Clinton, Continuation of National Emergency with Respect to Haiti: Communication from the President of the US, House Document 103-109, 12 July 1993; Anthony Lake, telephone interview with the author (18 May 2001), Lake, "Tying Power to Democracy," New York Times, 23 September 1994, p. A35.

Coatsworth, J. H. (2006). Liberalism and Big Sticks: The Politics of US Interventions in Latin America, 1898-2004.
Correa, J. S. (2014). Colombia Y La Doctrina Monroe: El Caso Del Ferrocarril De Panamá Y Las Intervenciones Estadounidenses En El Istmo (Colombia and the Monroe Doctrine: The Case of the Panama Railroad and US Interventions in the Isthmus). Memorias, Revista Digital de Historia y Arqueología Desde el Caribe, 2(22), 107-132.

Donnelly, "The Ethics of Realism", in Christian Reus-Smit, Duncan Snidal (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of International Relations, Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 150.
Elbio Ríos-El Diario (14 de julio de 2017). «Historia de la TV en Bolivia».

Gabriel, S., & Satish, V. (1990). US INTERVENTION IN NICARAGUA: A SUCCESS OR FAILURE? The Indian Journal of Political Science, 51(4), 565-579.
Girard, P. R. (2004). Peacekeeping, Politics, and the 1994 US Intervention in Haiti. Journal of Conflict Studies, 24(1).

Gómez, M. (1974). The United States-Latin American Relationship since 1960. The World Today, 30(12), 513-522. Retrieved May 23, 2021

González, L. B. (2008). La exclusión de Cuba de la Organización de Estados Americanos: los desacuerdos diplomáticos entre México y Estados Unidos en 1962. Istor: revista de historia internacional, 9(33), 58-76.

Hallenberg, J (2002) The Worldwide struggle for democracy. In: Ősterdahl, I (ed.) Is Intervention Humanitarian? Protecting Human Rights and Democracy Abroad.

Holub, C. K., Elder, J. P., Arredondo, E. M., Barquera, S., Eisenberg, C. M., Romero, L. M. S., ... & Simoes, E. J. (2013). Obesity control in Latin American and US Latinos: a systematic review. American journal of preventive medicine, 44(5), 529-537.
Hurrell, A. (1992). Latin America in the New World Order: a regional bloc of the Americas? International Affairs, 68(1), 121-139.

Karl, T. L. (1990). Dilemmas of democratization in Latin America. Comparative politics, 23(1), 1-21.

Kilty, K. M., & Segal, E. A. (2004). Poverty and Inequality in the Latin American-US Borderlands: Implications of US Interventions (Vol. 8). Psychology Press.

Konyshev, V. N. (2020). Neoclassical Realism in the Theory of International Relations. Polis. Political Studies, 4(4), 94-111.

Kretchik, Baumann, and Fishel, Invasion, Intervention, 'Intervasion,' p. 154

Lawrence P. Rockwood, telephone interview with the author (26 February 2001); "LTC Frank B. Bragg interview," in Hayden, JTF-190 Oral History Interviews, pp. 79-87; US vs. Lawrence P.

Lebow, Richard N. “The Long Peace, the End of the Cold War, and the Failure of Realism”International Organization 48, no. 2, (1994), 249-277.

Livingstone, G. (2013). America's backyard: the United States and Latin America from the Monroe Doctrine to the War on Terror. Zed Boos Ltd.

McPherson, A. (2019). US Interventions and Occupations in Latin America. In Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Latin American History.

Mirza. Enduring Legacy of Realism and the US Foreign Policy: Dynamics of Prudence, National Interest, and Balance of Power. Orient Research Journal of Social Sciences, Department of Political Science, GC Women University Sialkot, 2018, 3 (2), pp.163-176
Molina-Aguilera, I. B., Mendoza-Rodríguez, L. O., Palma-Ríos, M. A., & Danovaro-Holliday, M. C. (2012). Integrating health promotion and disease prevention interventions with vaccination in Honduras. Journal of Infectious Diseases, S77-S81.

Morales, Juan Antonio. 1987. Inflation stabilization in Bolivia. Working Paper no. 01/87. La Paz: Universidad Catolica boliviana (IISEC).

Morgenfeld, L. A. (2015). Estados Unidos-Cuba: un giro histórico que impacta sobre América Latina y el Caribe.

Obama, B. (2010). Nobel Peace Prize speech. Oslo, Norway.

Pitruzzello, S. (2004). Trade globalization, economic performance, and social protection: Nineteenth-century British Laissez-Faire and post-world war II US-embedded liberalism. International Organization, 705-744.

Quintero, C. (2011). Trading in Birds: Imperial Power, National Pride, and the Place of Nature in US–Colombia Relations. Isis, 102(3), 421-445.

Rojas, D. M. (2012). Análisis de la intervención de Estados Unidos en Colombia (1998-2008). Construyendo lo global, 375.

Romano, S. M. (2018). ¿Ayuda fallida de Estados Unidos hacia América Latina? El caso de Bolivia/Failed US assistance to Latin America? The case of Bolivia. Revista CIDOB d’Afers Internacionals, (120), 95-118.

Russell, R., & Calle, F. (2009). La ‘periferia turbulenta’como factor de la expansión de los intereses de seguridad de Estados Unidos en América Latina. Crisis del Estado e intervención internacional.

Sabatini, C. (2013). Will Latin America Miss US Hegemony? Journal of International Affairs, 1-14.

Shiraev, Eric B. (2014). International Relations. New York: Oxford University Presses. p. 78.

Stokes, Doug (2005). America's Other War: Terrorizing Colombia. Zed Books
Tulchin, J. (1988). The United States and Latin America in the 1960s. Journal of Interamerican Studies and World Affairs, 30(1), 1-36. doi:10.2307/165788
Uppsala: Department of Peace and Conflict Research, Uppsala University, pp. 50–74.

Villarreal, G. Z. (2009). " Intervenir en la realidad": usos políticos del video indígena en Bolivia. Revista Colombiana de Antropología, 45(2), 259-285.

Warren, In the Stream of History: Shaping Foreign Policy for a New Era (Stanford, CA: University of California Press, 1998), p. 184.








1

image1.jpeg
HIGHER SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS
NATIONAL RESEARCH UNIVERSITY




