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PA3BOJ HAPKO-TEPOPU3MA KPO3 IIPU3MY
MOP®OT'EHETCKE TEOPHUJE —
CTYANJA CJIYHAJA PAPK-A

Casxcemax: IlpenMet pasa je pa3Boj HAPKO-TEPOpHU3Ma Mpe U HAaKOH XJIaIHOT
para. Haume, youeHo je nmoBehame yuemha TepoOpHCTHUKUX Ipyna y OpraHu30BaHOM
KPUMHUHAIUTETY, & HAPOYUTO Y TPTrOBUHU IporoM oj 90-uX TofrHa MpOIJIOT BeKa,
Mmehy kojuma je m komym6Omjcka rpyma ®APK. Xunoresa xojy hemo mokymratu na
JOKaXeMO Y pafy je na ce ydemhe TEpOPUCTUUKHX Tpyla y OpraHu30BaHOM KPUMHU-
HanmuTeTy noBehaBa Kako ce cMamyje HheHa HACOJIONIKa MOTIIopa, ajll W J1a je TO
parmoHATHA M300p y IHJBY caMor olicTaHka rpymne. OaroBop hemo mokymartu ma
Iamo yrpaBo aHaigm3oM pasBoja ®APK-a, u to xopucrehn ce mopdoreHerckom
TeoprjoM. MopdoreHeTcka Teopuja MoynMBa Ha OCHOBaMa KPUTHYKOT peaju3Ma, Te
MOJIjeTHAKy YJIOTy TpHW3HAje W MPYIITBEHO] CTPYKTYPH U NIEIOBaBY aKTepa, aau U
omoryhasa npalieme BUXOBOT OZIHOCA KpO3 BpeMe. YTpaBo 300T Tora cMarpamo Ja
j€ OHa HajIOTo/HMWja 32 aHaJIH3y KOMIUICKCHUX M TUHAMHUYHHUX I10jaBa Kao ILTO je
HapKo-TepopusaM. Ha modeTky paja Hajipe MpaBUMO MpETIIe]] IUTepaType y Kojoj
ce majy pasnmumrta ofpehema HapKo-Tepopr3Ma, HAaKOH Yera carjieZlaBamMo TJIaBHE
MPETHOCTaBKe W MpeaHocTH MopgoreHercke teopuje. Ha kpajy paga ayropka he
MOHYAWTH CBOjy aHanm3y pazBoja ®APK-a kpo3 npusmy MopdoreHeTcke Teopwuje,
Te carjiefiaBa Koju cy (hakTopu JOBETH O HETOBOI MHTCH3WBHU]ET YUCCTBOBAbA Y
TProBUHH JApOoroM of 90-ux, Kao MmMTO cy ryOWMTaK HACOJIOMIKE OIITPUIIC YHYTap
rpyIne u Ha Mel)yHapoaHOM IUTaHy, aJli U cama 60p0a 3a OIcTaHak rpyne y Hempuja-
TEJHCKOM OKPYKely KiacHOr paTta y KomymoOuju.

Kuwyune peuu: napxo-tepopusaM, mopdoreHercka teopuja, PAPK, Tpan-
chopMmaryja, UAEOIOTHja, PALIMOHATHI 300D

YBog

Haxon nana Bepnunckor 3una 1989. roanHe 1 cMambembeM OMACHOCTH OJ1 BOj-
HOI' CyKo0a, CBET ce CyouHo ca 0e30€ZHOCHOM IMpETHOM Apyrauuje HIpUpoje—
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HPETHOM 071 Hapko-Tepopu3Ma. C 003UpOM Ja HHje jeHOCTaBaH 3ajaTak aeduHu-
caTd HU TEPOpH3aM HU OPraHW30BaHH KPUMHHAIMTET, jOII TekKe je NepHHUcATH
nojaMm Hapko-Tepopu3Ma. Llub oBor paza je Hajmpe Ia TOjacCHM MoOjaM HapKo-
Tepopu3Ma, alli ¥ Jia TIOHYAU OJIrOBOpP Ha HAIlle HCTPAKMBAYKO MUTAHhe—3aIlTo je
Jomuro 10 nmosehama capagme Tepopru3Ma M OpraHH30BaHOT KpUMUHaInTeTa o1 90-
UX TOJMHA.

Omno mTo HajIpe MpeacTaBiba NpodiieM y TpoydaBamby HApKO-TEpOpU3Ma jec-
T€ TO LITO je OH CacTaBJbEH M3 JIBE M0jaBe U3PA3UTO Pa3IMIUTUX MOTHBanuja. Mako
Ce TepopH3aM M OpPraHW30BaHM KPHUMUHAJIHUTET PA3IMYUTO ACPUHUIIY, MOXKEMO
BUJICTH JIa CE MOjMOBHA ojpeljema ciaxy y Buljemy 1a je TepopusaM BpcTa IOJH-
TUYKOT HAaCHJba MOTHBHCAHA PEITUTHjCKUM, MOJUTHYKUM WU UACOJIOUIKHM LHJbE-
BUMa, JIOK je€ OPraHM30BaHM KPUMHHAIUTET MOTHUBHCAH OCTBapHBameM mHpodura.
Tako TepopusaM, C jeqHe CTpaHe, NPEICTaBiba ,,CI0KEHH OOJIMK OPraHM30BaHOT
rpynHor...noautnykor Hacuiba” (CumeynoBuh 2009, 80), ca mubeM H3a3uBarba
OyOWHCKHX JpymTBeHHX npoMena. C npyre cTpaHe, OpraHM30BaHU KPUMUHAIHTET
j€ BpcTa ,,AMOBHHCKOT KPpUMHHAIHUTETA KOjH ,,KapaKTCPHUIIIE MTOCTOjalhe KPUMUHAI-
He opranuzanmje” (Mrmartosuh u Hlkymuh 2010, 26), Te 3a nuib nMa npubaBsbame
MaTepHjajHe KOPUCTH 32 MPHIIAJHUKE Te KpHMUHAIIHE OpTraHu3allrje.

Taxohe He TIOCTOjU HU jeAMHCTBEHA NeUHUIN]a HAPKO-TEpPOpU3Ma, ILITO JI0-
JIaTHO KOMIUIHKYje mpoOieM. Hawmme, Hapko-Tepopu3aM ce O MoYeTKa yrnorpede
Tor TepMuHa onapehuBao Ha Opojue HaumHe. OH je HAjIIpe O03HAUYaBaO ymoTpedy Te-
POPHUCTHYKUX METOJa O]l CTpaHe U 3a IUJbeBE OPraHM30BAHMX KPUMHHAIHUX TpyIa
(UPI Archieves 1982), 3atum je cmatpad ,,CBETCKOM 3aBEpOM” C IMJbEM MOAPHUBAHA
3amagHe JEMOKpaTHje IMyTeM IpelUiaBJbiBama aMmeprukux yiuma aporom (Ehrenfeld
1987), nok ra amepuuka Ympasa 3a 60pOy nporuB Hapkotuka—/IEA (Drug Enfor-
cement Administration) Buau kao nonspcry tepopusma (Hutchinson 2002). Mu ce
CIIQ)KEMO Ca CTAaHOBHUINTEM JIa je HaApKO-TepOpH3aM MOJABPCTA TEPOpU3Ma M Ja Mpe-
CTaBJba YUYECTBOBAHEC TEPOPUCTHUKUX Ipyla Yy TPrOBUHH JAPOTOM U CMATpaMo Ja ce
KpUMHUHAIN3a1Hja MOOYyHEHNYKIX U TEPOPUCTHYKUX Ipyna noBehaBa cMamuBameM
HCHE HCOJIOIIKE M TOJUTHYKE MOTIOpEe, alnu Takohe MpeicraBba M OJrOBOpP Ha
M3a30BE CaMOM OIICTaHKY opraHm3aryje. OBy XUITOTe3y heMo TeCTHpaTH Ha OCHOBY
aHan3e HajayroBeuHuje mooymennuke rpyne GAPK (Fuerzas Armadas Revolucio-
narias de Colombia—PeBonyunonapHe opyxkaHe cHare Komymbuje) kopucrehn
MOP(HOTEHETCKY TEOPH]Y.

Aytopka he Hajmpe y paay W3HETH TpETJien pa3IuduTHX onpehema Hapko-
tepopusMma. Hakon Tora hemo cariienati OCHOBHE eJleMEHTE W IpeAHOCTH Mopdo-
TeHETCKe TeopHje. AyTopka cmarpa Aa MOP(OTreHeTCKH MPHUCTYI KOjU je pa3Buiia
Apuep (Archer 1982) npyka BenWKH TOTEHIMjal 32 00Jbe pa3yMeBame CIioja Tepo-
pHU3Ma M OpPraHM30BaHOT KPUMHHAINTETA U BHEroBy TpaHcdopmanujy ox 90-ux ro-
muHa. OBaj TEOPHjCKM MPUCTYI MpOHaja3H pelieme u3Mel)y BeuuTor ayanurera
m3mehy crpykrype u aktepa. Hamme, Mu cmarpamo jaa OWiio KOju mpaBail Koju He
y3UMa y 003HUp yJIOTy, KaKO MCTOPH]CKOT M IOJUTHYKOT KOHTEKCTA, TAKO M YJIOTY
MojeIMHAlA U Tpyla Kao PallMOHAIHUX aKTepa, He MOXe Jia MPYKU alleKBaTHO 00-
jalImemke CIoXKEeHe MMojaBe Kao MITo je HapKo-Tepopu3aM. Ha kpajy paga xopucrehn
ce MOP(OreHEeTCKOM TEeOpHjoM, MoKymaheMo na o0jacHUMO TpaHChOpMaIHjy Ko-
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nymbujcke opranuzanmje PAPK u3 jgeBuyapcku OpHjeHTHCaHE Tepuje y HapKo-
TEPOPUCTUYKY I'PYIy HakoH 90-UX TofnHa MPOIUIOT BEKa.

Konnenryaausaumja Hapko-Tepopusma

TepMuH HapKo-TepoOpH3aM, Kao U cama I0jaBa, Be3yjy ce 3a noapy4je JyxHe
Awmepuke, Tae cy u Hactand. OBaj perHoH je TOKOM MepHoja XJaJHOT paTa Ouo
MOIPUIITE WHTEH3WBHUX KOH(IINKATa ¥ paToBa U3Mel)y Kiaca yHyTap caMux Jpxa-
Ba, M U mmpe 6opOe 3a umeosonmky npesnacTt udmely ase cynepcmie—CA/ll-a u
CCCP-a. 3ato Huje cly4yajHO IITO Cy OBJE HacTale OpOjHE JIeBUYapCKe repuiie, Kao
mro cy @APK, Ocnobommnauka HanmoHaHa apmuja—EJIH (Ejército de Liberacion
Nacional—ELN), Hapoxna ocnobomuinauka Bojcka—EILL (Ejército Popular de
Liberacion—EPL) y Komym0uju, nokpert 26. jyn (Movimento 26 de Julio) na Kyou
u Cenpepo Jlymunoco (Sendero Luminoso—Cjajuu niyt) y [lepyy.

TepMUH HapKO-TEpOpHU3aM MPBH MYT je yHNOTpeOsbeH yrpaBo y Be3u ca CeH-
nepoMm JIlyMHUHOCOM, M TO O] CTpaHe nepyaHckor npeacennnka Oepuanga benaynne
Tepuja (Fernando Belaunde Terry) 1983. romuue, Koju je TepMUH ynotpeOuo aa
O3HA4YM HalaJe Ha MOJIMLHjY 3a Cy30ujame HapKOTHKa O] CTpaHe Te repuie. HakoH
TOTra, TEPMUH HAPKO-TEPOPHU3aM CE HANIMPOKO KOPHCTHO Ja O3HAYUH JICTIOBAhE repu-
na y Konymouju u [lepyy. Uak je y jeJHOM HOBHHCKOM HacJIOBY M3 HOBeMOpa 1984,
TOJMHE, TEPMHUH HapKO-Tepopu3Ma KopuiiheH ga Ou ce ocyano 31mo4nH youctsa 19
JbYJI KOjH CY AN Ha UCKOPEHUBAKY KOKE, a Koje je HaBoaHo mounHno CeHpe-
po Jlymunaoco (Lupsha 1989, 62). Mehytum, ucroctaBmiio ce na repwia Huje Omia
OJITOBOpHA 3a oBa yOucTBa, Beh mepyaHcKa BojcKa, Koja je paauia mo Hapehemuma
TproBana aporom. C 003upoM Ha OBO, MOXKEMO Ja IMPUMETUMO Ja je O Camor
MmoveTKa TePMUH HapKO-Tepopu3aM OHO 000jeH MOJUTHYKHAM 3HAYCHEM, dhja je
cBpxa OWJIa HajIpe Ja ce CHAXKHO OCYIIU U OCliabu JIeNIOBame JICBHYAPKCUX TepuIa.
MelhyTum, eTUKeTHpamke HUje HHUIITA HOBO Y TMOJMUTHIH, jep, Kako ucrnie Cumey-
Hosuh (2009, 94) ,.camoecTeTn3zanuja je OYUTO AYOOKO y MPHPOIU MOIUTHKE”, TE
BJIACT yBEK, MOPEI TOTa ITO KOPUCTH eyeMHu3Me 3a CBOje JeloBame, Takohe mo-
KyIllaBa ! Jia JIeJIeTUTUMH3Y]je TIPOTUBHHKA.

Hapko-tepopuzam ce o cTpaHe HEKHX ayTopa ojpelyje Kpo3 XJiaJHOpaTOB-
cKy peropuky, Te Ha npumep Ependenn (Ehrenfeld 1987) cmatpa na je To mojasa
KOja mpejcTaBiba 3aBepy Pycuje ma ce moapuje amepudka aqemMokparuja. OBo je cTaB
u Kanrpena (Cantrell 1992, 4) koju HaBoIu J1a y HapKO-TEPOPHU3aM MOTY OUTH YK-
JbyUYeHH ,,TIOOYH-CHHULIM, 00aBEeIITajHE CITyKOe HIIH Ip>KaBHHU 3BAHUYHUIIM KOjH JKele
Jla ¥3BE3y PEBOIYIH]Y U TPTOBIHM IPOTroM”, TIPH YeMy Cy TH IpKaBHH 3BAaHWYHUIIN
HCKJbYYHBO NPEACTABHUIN KOMYHUCTHUYKHUX 3eMasba. C pyre CTpaHe HACOIOIIKOT
CHeKTpa, Mel)yTuM, clie 0AroBop Koju ynupe npetoM y capanmy CA/l-a ca ,,Kon-
tpama” (Contras) u3 Hukaparse, koje cy Ouiie yKJbydeHe Yy TPrOBHHY JAPOTOM, Kao U
yuectBoBatbe L{WA-e (Central Intelligence Agency—CIA) y TProBUHH APOTOM Y
JYTOHCTOYHO] a3ujCcKOj peruju ,,3narHu Tpoyrao” (Jlaoc, Mjanmap u bypma), mosna-
TOj Mo mpou3BoAmH xepouHa. Tako Ckor m Mapman (Scott and Marshall 1998)
cMatpajy na je T3B. ,,paT npoTuB apore” kojy ¢y CA/Jl mosene 80-ux romnuHa, 3ampa-
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BO CaMO OIpaBlamke 3a BUXOBY 00pOy MpOTHUB NOOYHkeHNKA y JlaTnHCKO] AMepuIH,
Te na cy crnonzopucameM Kontpu, came CAJ] ydecTBoBaje y HapKO-TEPOPU3MY.
OBakBo neduHKCaAkE, KOje J0JIa3u ca 00e cTpaHe HISOJIOMIKOT CIIEKTPa, MOXE ce
CBPCTaTH y KaTErOpHjy MOJMUTHYKUX M MPOIAraHAHUX 3aKjbydaka, A€ HUje jacHO
noABy4YeHa npTa u3Mel)y nonutuke M Hayke. YIpaBo M3 TOr pasjiora Bapmioy
(Wardlow 1988) ynozopaBa Ha omacHOCT Ol yroTpede TepMHUHa KOjU cy HaOWjeHU
eMoljaMa U MOJIUTHYKUM U WACOJOUIKUM MMIUIMKAlKjaMa U Koja cTora 3amaribyje
IpaBy CIMKY W HPUPOAY APYIITBEHHX II0jaBa, a Ja TEPMUH HApKO-TEpOpHU3aM y
MTOTIIYHOCTH Tpeba m30eraBaTH.

Haxon 3aBpmierka XnanHor pata, MehyTum, youeHo je mosehame pana Ha To-
Me Ja ce HapKOo-TepopHu3aM 00jacHH Ha HEIITO CHCTeMaTHYHUju HauuH. CaMm Tep-
MHH, Ka0 H I10jaBa HAPKO-TEPOPHU3Ma, CACTABJbEHHU Cy O JABE PEYM M JBE MOjaBe—
Tepopu3Ma U WIETaIHe TPrOBUHE HAPKOTUIMMA (KOja IIpeAcTaBba BPCTY OPraHu3o-
BaHOT KPHMUHAIUTETA). YIIPaBO U3 TOT Pasjiora, HEKU ayTOpH Ta o0jallimaBajy Ha-
rnanraBajyhu jeany o ose nBe mojase. Tako Jlymmma (Lupsha) ipaBu cBOjy KilacH-
¢dbuKanyjy W cTaBjhba aKIleHAT HAa OPraHW30BaHU KPUMHHAIATET T€ cCMarpa 1a je
,»TIPaBU”’ HAPKO-TEPOPU3aM HACHJbE KOj€ YMHE TPrOBUU JIPOTOM y IUJbY 3acCTpAallH-
Bama JIp’KaBe M BEHUX NpEeACTaBHUKA, TE j€ 3a Iera oBo ,, Tum 17 Hapko-TepopusMa
(Lupsha 1989, 63-65).

MelhyTum, HEKH ayTOpH y IIpoydaBamy 10jMa HapKO-TEpOpU3Ma aKIeHaT CTa-
BJbAjy Ha APYTH €0 OBE PEYH, T€ ra BUAE Kao MoABPCTY TepopusMa. Tako Cumey-
HoBuh (2009) HapKo-Tepopr3aM CMeLITa y KiIacu(pHUKalnnjy Tepopru3Ma npemMa MeTo-
JaMa Koje ce mpeTexkHo kopucre. OH cMmaTpa Aa je HapKo-Tepopu3aM IOCeIula
moTpede TEPOPUCTHYKUX Tpyma da ce obe3demu crajgaH W3BOp MpHUXoa, Koje ce
CTOTa YNyUITajy Yy AETaTHOCTH OPTraHM30BaHOT KPUMHHAIHNTETA, a Hajuemhe Tpro-
BuHy Hapkotunmma (CumeynoBuh 2009, 84). Amepuuka [IEA takohe nedunuiie
HapKO-TEpOpHU3aM Kao MOABPCTY TEPOpHU3MA ,,y KOjeM TEPOPHCTHYKE TpyIe WIH
MOBE3aHU MHIVBHIYAIIN YYECTBY]Y AUPEKTHO WM WHAUPEKTHO y y3rajamy, IPOu3-
BOJbH, TPAHCIOPTY WJIM TUCTPHOYLHjU KOHTPOJIUCAHUX CYNCTaHLIM U HOBLA MpH-
0aBJbEHNX M3 OBUX aKTMBHOCTH , aJlu U Y ,,0lI0pe3uBamy, odez0ehuBamy, win y
JpyTUM aKTHBHOCTHMA IIOBE3aHMM Ca TPTOBHHOM JAPOIrOM Yy IIMJby yHanpehusama
win (uHaHCUpama TepopucTHdkux aktuBHOCTH (Hutchinson 2002). MehyTum,
MunuctapctBo oxbpane CA/l-a onpelyje Hapko-Tepopu3aM Kao ,,Tepopu3aM Ko-
purnheH 3apaj oCTBapHBama IMIJbEBA TProBama JPOroM”, IMITO je Y CYIPOTHOCTH ca
nedbuauIjoM Kojy npyxa JJIEA (Hartelius 2008, 1).

Hexu ayropu Hapko-TepopHu3aM BUJIE Ka0 KOHTHHYYM TI0 KojeM ce kpehe of-
HOC TepopU3Ma M OpPraHU30BaHOI KpUMHUHaiIHTeTa. Tako Makapenko (Makarenko)
rocMatpa HapKo-TepopH3aM U3 IBa yrila—Kao KopuIlheme OpraHn30BaHOT KPUMH-
HaJIUTETa y CBPXY HHAaHCHpama TEPOPUCTUUKUX aKTUBHOCTH U Ka0 CTBAPAmE CaBe-
3a m3Mel)y TepOpUCTHUKNX M KPUMHUHAIHUX rpyna. OHa cMaTpa Ja ce Tepopusam U
OpPraHN30BaHU KPUMHHAINUTET Kpehy Mo KOHTHHYyMy Kpo3 pasnuuute Qasze capan-
e, IOK Ce He croje Ha cpeanan. Ha korTHHYyMy Toctoje 4 Moryhe dase y muxo-
BoM MehycoOHOM ojHOCy: 1) caBesu, 2) omepaTHBHE MOTHBaIHje, 3) crajame U 4)
»IpHa pymna”, Kajga JpkaBa IOCTaje 3aTOYCHUK OBAKBHX XHOPHIHUX OpTraHU3aldja
(Makarenko 2004, 131-138). lllenn u [Iuuapenu (Shelley and Picarelli) cy Takohe
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Pa3BWIN CBOj JIMHEapaH KOHTHHYYM, TJIe Ce yo4aBa IeT pa3InuuTuX (aza oBOT Of-
Hoca. Haume, oHM cMmatpajy Aa TEepOpHCTUYKE IpyIe Ha MOYETKY KOPUCTE KPUMH-
HaJlHE METO/e, Kao WTOo Cy (ancuduKkoBame JOKyMeHaTa Wid U3HYe, ajlk Aa HHje
Jyradyak ImyT Off yCBajarmba METo/ia JI0 capalibe TepOpH3Ma M OPraHM30BaHOT KPUMH-
HaimurteTra. HakoH ycBajama MeTozma, OBE TpyIle YeCTO IOUYMIbY Ja KyIyjy yciayre
jeIHa oJ Apyre, Te HANOCJIETKY W Aa denthe capal)yjy u gemne 3ajeJHHYKE [UJbEBE,
mro Hlenun u [unapenn HazuBajy cumbuoTckoM BezoM (Shelley and Picarelli 2005,
53).

Bjopuexen (Bjornehed) HarmamiaBa JBOCTPYKO 3Ha4eme IMOjMa HAPKO-
TEpOpHU3aM U CMaTpa Jia BberoBo AeuHUCcamke 3aBHCH O Jejia Peyr KOjH je Haria-
mreH. C 003upoM Ha BUILE3HAYHOCT TEPMHUHA U HEMOCTOjabe jacHe AeuHuLIMje, OH
03HaYaBa HE CaMo CII0j TPTOBHHE JIPOTOM M TEPOPU3MA Y jeTHOj OpraHU3aIuju, Beh
U c1oj u3Mel)y pa3ImauTHX TEPOPUCTHIKUX M KPUMUHATHIX OpTaHHW3aIfja, ddje Cy
Be3¢ YIJaBHOM MHTEpHAIMOHAHE npupone. bjopHexen Takohe uctuue na je, y 1m-
Jby OOJBET pasyMeBama HapKO-TEPOpU3Ma, BAKHO Pa3yMETH CIMYHOCTH M Pa3jIHKe
n3Mely TepOPUCTHYKHX U KPUMUHATHUX OpraHu3alnuja, Te IpaBu KOPUCTAH Mperie]
uctux. Kao Heke CIMYHOCTH jaBbajy ce KpHMUHAIIHA TPUPOJIa OBHX OpraHU3aIuja,
NPUKPUBEHOCT JENI0Bamha, CTPYKTYpa, Kao U MoTpeda 3a pa3MeHOM pecypca, 0K Cy
pasiiuke ounTe y nnjbeBrMMa 1 MotuBanujama (Bjornehed 2004, 308-312).

Xaprenuyc (Hartelius) cmaTpa na je AeQUHHIMja HAPKO-TEPOpHU3Ma BUIIE
HOJUTHYIKH KOHCTPYKT, HETO IITO MMa MPEIU3HO oapelheme y KpUMUHATIHUCTHIH, TE
Jla Ha Kpajy OHaj KOju MMa MOh HaJ je3MKoM JofeJbyje 3HaueHmhe CBUM TCPMHHUMA,
na u oBoM. OBO je BHIJBHBO Y WJICOJIOIIKO] YIIOTPEOH OBOT TEPMHUHA O] CTPaHE He-
KHX ayTopa KOju Ta MOoBe3yjy ca KOMYHH3MOM, ajld HE U ca aMEePUYKUM aKIfjaMa y
jyroucrounoj Asuju 1960-ux u 1970-ux. OH, melhyTuMm, onpelyje HapKo-TepopH3aM
Kao ,,J1e0 WJIETATHOT KOMIUIEKCa pore, HaCHUJba U MOhH, T1e Cy mierajHa TproBuHa
JPOTOM M WIIETAlIHA yIoTpeda MohH mocTasie 3ApyKeHe Ha TaKaB HaYMH Ja yrpoxKa-
Bajy JEMOKpAaTHjy U BiaxaBuHy npasa” (Hartelius 2008, 2-3).

T'omuc (Gomis 2015) je, MmehyTum, U3pa3uTo KpUTHYAH NIpeMa TEPMHUHY Hap-
KO-TE€pOopU3aM M cMmaTpa J1a He Ou Tpebaso MeIIaTH TEepopu3aM M OpraHW30BaHU
KPUMHHAII, jep ce TaKo CaMo IOKYyIIaBa I10jeJHOCTABHTH H3Y3€THO CIOXEH IpO0-
nmeMm. Cruvan craB 3actynajy u Munep u Jlamack (Miller and Damask 1996), koju
cMarpajy Aa je TepMUH HapKO-TepOopu3aM MHUCTU(PHKOBAH U Ja je Kao KOHIIETIT Hac-
Tao MPBEHCTBEHO pajy OCTBapUBama HHTEpEeCca aMepHUKUX aAMUHUCTpauuja Perana
(Reagan) n byma (Bush). Hamme, Ha OCHOBY TOT KOHIIETITA OHHU CY TOOMITH TTOPIII-
Ky 3a MHTEH3WBaH ,,paT MPOTUB Apore”, Koju je Ouo obesnexxeH nHBazujoM Ha [lana-
My 1989. ronune noj usropopom xammiewma Manyena Hopujere (Manuel Noriega),
KOju je Ouo ymeniaH y TproBuHy aporom. CrenaHosa (Stepanova) Takohe carnenasa
KOHIIETIT HapKO-TEPOPH3Ma M3 KPUTHYKOT yIJa, T€ cMaTpa Jia je Tepopu3aM caMo
jenHa o MOoryhux TakTHKa KOjy KOpPHCTE OpyKaHe Ipyle Y HacTojamy Ja OCTBape
CBOje MOJIMTHYKE, PEIUTHjCKE WIN HACOJOIIKE IUJbEBE, JAOK je TPrOBHHA JPOTOM
caMo jemaH on Mmoryhmx HaumHa (puHAHCHpama HUXOBE aKTHBHOCTH (Stepanova
2011, 122).
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Mopdorenercka Teopuja

MopdoreneTcka Teopurja ce 6azupa Ha KPUTHIKO-PEATHCTHIKO] TEOPHjH, KOja
MPETHOCTaBJba Jia CBET [IOCTOjH HE3aBUCHO O] HAIlle CIIO3HAje, alll U 1a ce HE MOrY
CBU OJHOCH TUPEKTHO MOCMATPaTH, T€ Jia MOCTOje AYOOKe CTPYKTYpe y APYIITBY
Koje ce He Aajy younTdu. MehyTum, mako mocroje HeKH mporecu U (HeHOMEHH Koje
HE MOYEMO TUPEKTHO IMOCMAaTPaTH, MOKEMO YOUUTH FH-HXOBE MOCIEANIIE, TOK MMOC-
TOjalke CTPYKTypa HajOoJbe oljallmaBa IpYIITBEHO JAeloBame (BuAaeTh Mapim u
Oyprnonr 2005). YopaBo u3 pasiora IMITO 3a peallucTe MOCTOjU pa3nuka m3melhy
,,CTBAPHOCTU H ,,lI0JaBHOCTH”, OHU HE BEPYjy HYXHO Jia Cy T0jaBe U MPOIIECH OHa-
KBH KaKBUM C€ HCII0JbaBa]y, HUTH JIa j€ OHO IITO aKTepH Kaxy 3aucta Tako (30).

Tako m MopdoreHesa y APYIITBEHOM CMHCIY MMa Pa3IHYUTO 3HAUCHE OJ
OHOT KOje UMa y TIPUPOIH, C 003UPOM JIa je Y IPUPOJHOM OKPYIKEEHY TO HECBECTaH
poriec, IOK je y APYIITBEHO] CTBAPHOCTH TO MPOIIEC KOjU 3aBUCH OJ JbYJICKE aKTH-
BHOCTH. JoIlI mpenu3Huje, Apuep HCTHYE Ja OMII0 KOjU MpoIlec KOjU U3a3uBa JApyII-
TBEHE TPOMEHE MOpa Jia calpKu: 1) CTpyKTypucaHe JbyACKe 0IHOCE (3aBHCHOCT OJ1
KOHTEKCTa), 2) JbYACKE aKTUBHOCTH (3aBHCHOCT OJ] aKTUBHOCTH) | 3) JbYJICKE HIIE]e
(3aBHCHOCT OJ KOHIIENara). YIpaBo OBaj AMjaIEKTHYKH MPUCTYN MOP(HOTeHETCKE
TEOpHje—OJHOCHO yBa)KaBame Kako IPYIITBEHE CTPYKTYpE, TaKO M JbYICKOT JIeNO-
Bama—HYIM MOT'YhHOCT 32 00Jbe pa3yMeBame CIOKECHHUX MHUTamka Kao IITO je Hap-
KO-TepOopH3aM, W TPEeBa3WiIa3d jEIHOCTPAHE W II0jeTHOCTABJHCHE TMPUCTYIE KOjU
NPEIHOCT 1ajy WIH CTPYKTYpH win AenoBamy (Archer 2020, 138).

VY cpeanmity MOp(hOreHeTCKOT PUCTYTIA je YIIPaBO OJHOC CTPYKTYpE U JIEN0-
Bamka y BpEMEHY, ca IMOJIA3UITHOM HIEjOM Ja CTPYKTypa MPETXOAH NEN0BamkbY, JOK
HaKOH JIeJIOBama JI0JIa3u 10 IpoMeHe y Toj cTpykrypu (Mekanyma 2005, 279). ¥V
Odurypu 1 je mpukaszana mema Mop(HOTeHETCKOT ITUKITyca.

durypa 1. Mopghozeneza cmpyxkmype (Archer 1995, 193).

Structural conditioning
TI.

Social interaction
T? T?
Structural elaboration
Tl‘-i

CTpyKTypHO yCIIOBJbaBame Koje je Ha @urypu 1 obenexxeno oznakom T1 03-
HavaBa NpBY a3y MOPQOreHEeTCKOT IUKITyca, KOja Ce OJIHOCH Ha KOHTEKCT Y KOjeM
ce JielaBa JeoBambe akTepa. Taj KOHTEKCT je MOCIeIulla paHujer NeIOBamba U HH-
Tepaknuje u3Mel)y akTepa W TpeAcTaBjba MOYETHE W TpenoapelheHe yclioBe KoOjH
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yTHYY Ha UHTEpece ¥ MOT'YRHOCTH JbY/H, Kao0 IITO Cy 0Opa30BHE U MOCIOBHE MOTY-
hHoctu. OBO yCIOBJbaBalke¢ KOHTEKCTA Hajuelnne ce eliaBa Kpo3 MOJASIy IOIyia-
[Mje Ha COLMjallHe TPyIe KOje TeKe WU OApXKamky CTPYKTYpE WM MIPOMEHH HCTE, C
003upoM Ha TO Aa moctojehia CTpyKTypa HAUCTPHOyHpa pa3IUuuTe WHTEpece pas-
mrauTEM Tpynama y Tadku T2 (Archer 1995, 77). Tek y okBupy tor Beh mocrojeher
ckyna ycioBa moryha je apyra ¢asza 1ukiyca—coldjalHa WHTEpaKiyja, Koja ce
nemasa y nepuony usmely Tadaka T2 u T3. OBa nunTepakuuja ce OOMYHO JemaBa y
BHIIy CYKOOJhaBama WM MPEroBapama ¢ IpyruM akrepuma. OHa je Takohe CHaKHO
YCIIOBJbEHA CTPYKTYpHHM (pakTopuMa, aiu je OJUTHKYje U MOh akTepa Jia He3aBHCHO
ytuay Ha norahaje (Mekanyna 2005, 280). ¥V oBoj (ha3u ce mojeIuHIM U TpyIe Ha-
na3e y Mel)ycoOHOj MHTEpaKIiji y OKBUPY KOje OHU TeXKe Jla OCTBape CBOje WHTepe-
ce kopuctehn cBoje CITOCOOHOCTH, 3HamE€ M MOTYNHOCTH, CTPYKTYypPalTHO IPEIO0.-
pehene un nmare y tauku T2. Kaja roBopumo o APYLITBEHHUM Tpynama, y MEpHOIY
m3mely T2 u T3, oHe ce cykoOspaBajy MeljycOOHO y IIHIbY OOMKOBama HEKE JAPYII-
TBeHE (popMe, OpraHU3aIHje WU IIpaKce, ITO MOXKE 3HAYajHO BapHUpaTH OIl MecTa
JIO MECTa Y 3aBHCHOCTH O/ JIOKaTHUX okojHOCcTH (Archer 2020, 141-142).

Tpeha daza mukinyca je CTpyKTypHa enadopaiimja, Koja ce JellaBa y TauyKu
T4. OBa ¢a3za je nocneauna AeI0Bamka U UHTEPAKLHUjE KOJH Cy € OJUTPaBald y Te-
puony T1-T2 u y ®oj ce y oapeheHoj Mepu Memajy CTpyKTypHHU ycioBu. OBe mpo-
MEHE CYy MCXOJ Cyko0a M kommnpomuca usMmely nojenuHaia u rpymna y npeTxojHoj
¢a3u, 1 OHe MOTY OJrOBapaTH HEKUM aKTepUMa, OK 110 HEKe MOTY OMTH HETOBOJb-
He. CTora, MOXeMO BHJIETH Jla CE CTPYKTypa He cTBapa MOHOBO, Beh 01a3u 10 mhe-
HOT TIpeoOpakaja, Tj. Mopdorenese. Takohe Tpeba mcrahm ma T4 wmcToBpeMeHO
npecTaBJba 3aBpIIHY TAYKy jeJHOT IMKIYyCa M MOYETHY TadKy HApEIHOT, Y KOjeM
Cy aKTepH MoJ yTUIlajeM NPOMEHEHUX CTPYKTYpHHX ycioBa. Mehytum, y Tauku T4
MOXXKe Johm, He IO CTPYKTypHE emabopanwuje, Beh M0 CTpYKTypHE pEenmpomayKIldje,
KaJia CTPYKTYPHHU YCJIOBH OCTajy Mame—BHIIEC HepoMeweHH. OBO ce MOXKe JIOTOJIH-
TH ycje[ Heyclexa mojeJuHalna 1 rpyna ia cuposeny oapelene mpomeHe, i 300T
ycrexa oapeljeHux akrepa y onpKkaBamy craryca kBo (Mekanyna 2005, 280).

Omno mTO je jako BaxxHO uctahu jecte na y mpouecy mopdorenese y Tauku T4
JI0JIa3u 710 MPOMEHe, He caMo y CTPYKTypH, Beh W y akrepuma M TO je OHO INTO
Apuep HazuBa ayruioMm mopdorene3om. To je mporec Kaja akTepH IOBOJE 10 CTPY-
KTypHE U KyJITypHE enadopainuje, alli Takohe JA01a3u 1 A0 enadbopainyje caMux ak-
tepa (Archer 1995, 247). Takohe, aktepu Cy, Kako Kaxe Apuep, HOCHOIM Heuera, Te
Cy Tako OHU aKTEpU COLMO-KYJITYPHOT CHCTEMa y KOjeM Cy poljeHH, ajuu Cy HCTO
TaKO HOCHOIIM CUCTEMCKHX OOeJieXkja Koja OHM caMu TpaHchopmuiry. Y mopdore-
HETCKOj TEOPHjH, KaJia Ce TOBOPH O aKTepHMa T'OBOPH CE O KOJICKTHBUTETHMA U TPY-
mama Koju jaene oxpehene 3ajemaudke , kuBoTHE Mmance”. C 003upoM 1ma Mopdore-
HETCKa TeOpHja MOYKMBa Ha KPUTHUKOM pealn3My, Te IMa MHOTe 3ajeJHHYKE TEOPH]-
CKe TIPETHOCTAaBKE ca MapKCU3MOM, TaKO M MOP(HOTreHeTCKa TeOpHja Moja3H O CTa-
HOBUIITA 12 Te KUBOTHE IIAHCE TTOYMBAjy Ha PACIIONeNN CPeJCcTaBa, KOja 3aBUCH O]
onmHOoca m3Mel)y OHUX KOjU MMajy CpeAcTBa M MMOBHHY M OHUX KOjU HEMajy, OHUX
KOjH Tocenyjy MOh M OHHX KOjH je He MOCeAYjy, OHUX KOjU JUCKPUMHHUILY M OHHX
KOoju cy muckpumuHucanu. OBe penanmje cy CBe OJHOCH m3Mel)y KOJEKTHBHTETA
(257).
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[TpuMKOM BETMKHX €KOHOMCKUX ITPOMEHA J0J1a3d U JI0 TIOHOBHE MOJeIe Mo-
nyJanyje Ha OHe KOjuMa je y MHTEPeCy OdyBame TPEHYTHOT €KOHOMCKOT CHCTEMa U
OHE KOjUMa je y MHTepecy NMpPOMEHa, a Y 3aBHCHOCTH O] CHTyaluje y K0joj Cy ce
cajia HaILIU, U TO yTIaBHOM 0e3 muxoBe Hamepe (Archer 2020, 144). OBo 3actyna u
TeopHja MOJUTHIKE EKOHOMH]E, KOja je Takole yTeMesbeHa y KPUTHIKOM Peallu3My,
1 3acTyna MapKcoBO cxBaTame Ja JbyIU ylia3e y penalmje Koje cy 3aBHCHE U Hesa-
BUCHE O] JbYJCKE BOJbE, Tj. HAKO Cy TE peJiallje COLWjaHOT KapaKkTepa, OHE Cy Ha
Haku HauwH o0jekTuBHE (Porpora 2011, 46). OgHOC CTpYKTYype M penanuja u3mehy
aKTepa y TeOpHUjHU MOJIMTHYKE SKOHOMHU]E, alld U Y MOP(OreHETCKO] TEOPHjH CAKETO
ce Moxe 00jacHUTH peunMa Mapkca Aa JbyAu CTBapajy CBOjy UCTOPH]Y ald HE MOJ
yCIIOBHMa KOje cy caMi CTBOpHIIH (48).

Mopgorenesa Hapko-tepopusma—cJiydaj PAPK-a

Haxo je cmoj Tepopus3Ma M OpPraHU30BAaHOI KPUMUHAIUTETA 3alI0Y€0 TOKOM
XagHOT paTa, OH Ce HHTEeH3MBHPAO yNPaBO HAKOH HErOBOT 3aBpiieTka. Takohe He
MOxeMo pehm 51a je Taj Croj jeTHOJUMEH3HOHANIAH, HUTH JIa j& 0CTa0 UCTU TOKOM
BpemeHa. Ha nmpumep, komrymoujcka rpymna @APK je 3amouena cBoje meioBame Kao
JIEeBHYAPCKU OpHjEHTHCaHa OOYHCHUYKA TPYyTIa, Koja je 3a KJb uMalia Jia ce y Typ-
OynentHuM BpemennMma y KomymOuju, kana je 3emipa Ouiia pa3opeHa KIacHUM pa-
TOM, IPEBPAaTUMa U NOJUTUYKUM yOHUCTBHMa, OOPH 3a MpaBa ceJbaka, KOjH Cy JKUBE-
T y PYPaTHUM JIeJIOBMMA 3€MJbE M KOjU Cy AeIeHHjamMa O rmoTiradeHd. OBa yHy-
Tpallkba HECTAOMIHOCT OHIIa je JOJATHO TMOTrOpIIaHa TeOMOJIMTHYKOM U WAEOJIONI-
koM O6opOom m3mel)y 3amana u Mcroka, Te cy 3emsbe Tpeher cBeTa Onie nsnoxxeHe u
CHOJFHUM IPUTHCLUMA U CIYXKHJIE Kao IaxOBCKa Ta0Jia 3a UTPYy BEIUKUX CHIIA.

Hanme, ®APK je mactao y jeky rpahanckor para y Komymouju nsmehy koH-
3epBaTHBAlla ¥ JIMOepana, mo3HaTor noj HasuBoMm La Violencia (Hacuiwe), xoju je
Tpajao 1948-1958. OH je HacTao Ka0 MapKCHUCTUYKO-JICHLHHUCTHYKA Tepuiia, Koja je
3a IUJb UMaja Ja MpeKuHe ca TPAJAUIMOHATHOM OJHWTapXHjCKOM Biamihy MoToMaka
KOHKBHCTAJIOPa, &I M Ca MOJUTHYKAM MPHUTHUCIMMA W MPETHaMa YCMEPEeHUM Ha
KOJIyMOHjCKH CyBepeHUTeT Koju cy noiasuiu of CAJl-a jomr on mouetka 20. Beka.
YnpaBo cy yHyTpallmka IpeBrpama U KpBaBU Ipal)aHCKU par ¢ jelHe CTpaHe, U Teo-
nmoymmtruka 6opba mmehy CA/Jl-a m CCCP-a 3a yrumaj y Jy>kHO] AMEpHITH ¢ IpyTe,
MpeJICTaBJballd KOHTEKCT Yy KojeM je Hactao MAPK 1966. OBaj 1enoKynHH KOH-
TEKCT, KOji 00yXBaTa M YHYTpalllby U CIOJbHY HOJIUTHYKY U IPYIITBEHY CUTYalLlHjy
y Bpeme Hacrtanka ®APK-a 1966. rogune, mpeacTaBiba HaM MOIa3Hy Ta4Ky MOPQo-
reHeTckor uukiyca—T 1.

OAPK, mehytumM, HEje OO jemuHa Tpymna Koja je crpoBommia oapehene ak-
TUBHOCTH PaJiil OCTBapuBama cBOjux uHTepeca y KomymoOuju. Kao rimaBum naeomno-
KU TIPOTUBHUIIM JIEBO OPHjEHTUCAHO] TepUiIM Owiie Cy MapaBojHE MWIHIHM]E, I10-
npkane ox crpane Biuane, CAJl-a u 3emiponocenunka. Hanme, roguae 1968. ycBo-
jeH je 3akoH 48 KOjUM je T03BOJHCHO BOJCIIM JIa OPTaHU3yje U HaOpy»KaBa LIUBUIIHE
,»,CaMo-o10pambene” jenunune. Tako je BojcKka 3amouena ca OpraHU30BamEM Mapa-
MUJIUTApPHUX CTPYKTYpa, Koje cy Omie puHaHCHpaHe M OJ] CTpaHe HapKO-TProBara,
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3eMJBOTIOCETHIKA U Belnkux kommanuja (Leech 2011, 29). lakie, Mo)XeMO BHACTH
na cy y KomymOuju mocrojane MHOre rpyrne ca CBOjUM paszIHYMTUM WHTEpecHuMa,
KOjH cy OWJIM YCIIOBJbEHH HHXOBUM JAPYILITBEHHM MoiioxkajeM. Haume, Ty je Ouio
HEKOJIMKO MamUX JieBUUapckux repuina, nopen ®APK-a, kao mro cy EJIH, EIII U
M-19, xoje cy ce bopuiie 3a cupoBel)ermhe peBOIYIHj€ U OCTBAPHBALE CBOjE BIACTH Y
3eMJBbH, 3aTHM HapKO-TPTOBIH, KOJU Cy TEKWIIM OCTBAPHBAKY MaTEpHjaHE TOOUTH
3a ce0e 1 MapaBojHE MHUJIMIIM]E, KOje Cy Ouie oBe3aHe ¢ HapKo rpyrnaMa v paguiie y
BUXO0BOM HHTEpecy. CBe oBe rpyrme cy Omie y Meh)ycoOHOj MHTepakIyju 1 TOKYIIIa-
BaJie Ha HajeMKACHUjU HAYKH Jla OCTBApe CBOje MUJbeBEe U UHTEpece. Tako cy Hap-
KO-TProBLM M MPUNAJHULIN NapaBOjHUX (opMaluja MOCTAIN NPUPOIHHN CABE3HULIN
jep cy nManu KOMILIEMEHTapHe MHTepece y BUIY OCBajama M 3ajpKaBambha MaTepu-
jamHEX mobapa.

C 003upoM Ha CBOje OTPOMHO OOTAaTCTBO M BEIIMKE aMOUITHje, HAPKO TPTOBITH
Cy KYIOBaJIH BEJHMKE MOBPIIMHE TUIOTHE 3€MJbE, Ha K0jOj CY 3allONbaBalH MPHIIAI-
HUKE MapaBOjHUX TPYIa, WK CYy YaK MPABUIIH CBOje opyXkaHe rpyrme. Tako cy Tpro-
BIm aporoM m3Mmehy 1983. m 1985. roguHe kynmuiam 4ak 2,5 MUJIMOHA apy 3eMJbE,
IITO je mpeacTaBsbaiio Yak 1/12 mmomHor 3emibumTa y KomymMOuju, kojy cy dysaie
wuxoBe npusatHe apmuje (Tate 2001, 165). C apyre cTpaHe, J€CHUYApCKU ONpee-
JbeHEe TIapaBOjHe MHUJIHIHjEe Cy OWie OpHjeHTHCAaHe Ha OJ[p’Kamke CTaTyca KBO U JO-
MuHaimje Ooratux 3emsbonocennuka. PAPK je ox xoka Oyma 70-ux roauHa 1o
1982. rogune 010Mjao a ydecTByje y TPrOBHHHU APOTOM, jep je cMaTpao Ja je Tpro-
BHHA JPOTOM MPOAYKT KalHWTaln3Ma U Ja oMoTryhaBa meroBo jauame. Melytum, Ha
Cenmoj xordepennuju 1982. ronuae, PAPK 3BaHWIHO TOHOCH OIIYKY Ja TOYHE
Jla OIope3yje TProBie APOroM Kako Ou ¢uHaHcupao cBoje akTuBHOCTH (Velez 2001,
163). YopaBo u3 oBor pasznora, Mu hemo 1982. roguny y3etu kao tauky T2 y Ha-
meM MOp(hOTEHETCKOM ITUKITYCY, Kaja Mounike MHTeH3uBHHje yuemhe DAPK-a y
TPTOBUHH JPOTOM.

®APK je 80-ux Hajupe capahuBao ca kapTeaom u3 MenesbuHa, MpeaBoeHuM
[Tabaom Eckobapom, Te je dyBao HHXOBE J1abOpaTOpHje KOKaWHa, aju W Harutahu-
Bao Iope3 ceJpalMa Koju cy rajuwmm koky (Henderson 2012, 174). ®APK je oBum
ITyTEM OCTBApHO BEIUKY MaTepHjaTHy TOOWT, KOjoM je oBehao cBOjy BOjHY cripeM-
HOCT W Opojuano ce mpomupuo. Mehytum, xako HaBonu Hopman (Norman 2018,
639), yBuha ce pasnuka y meronama u omcery ydecrBoBama ®APK-a y mociy ca
KoKoM m3Mel)y nBa neproma—ipsu nepuoy je ox Ceame KoHbEpEHITHje 0 MOYeTKa
1990-ux roauna (1982-1991), a npyru nepuon je HakoH 1991. rogune. Y oBOM
npBoMm nepuony HakoH Cenme xoHpepenuuje, ®APK je yrmaBHom mmao peryna-
TOpHY yJIory U 0aBHO ce YIpaB/bamkeM TPXKHUILTAa KOKE, UyBameM JIadopaTopHja 3a
[PaBJbCHE KOKAWHA U aePOIPOMCKHX IHCTa 32 TPAHCIOPT KOKAWHA, alld ¥ MPUKYII-
JbameM Tope3a O ceJbaKa KOju Ccy ce 0aBWIIM TajelheM KOKe M HapKo Tprosaua. ¥
JIPYTOM TepHoAay, Koju je HacTymuo on 1991. rogunre, ®APK ce ymycruo y ,,BepTu-
KaJIHy MHTETPaNujy”’, MTO je 3HAYMIO TUPEKTHO YIECTBOBAKE Y MPOAAjH KOKe, a
KacHHje W y MPOU3BOJBYM M KpUjyMUapewmy KokanHa. TokoMm 90-ux, oJHOC HapKo-
tproBana u ®PAPK-a ce npomenmo, jep je mouuto no nosehane capaame HapaBojHUX
dhopmanmja 1 HapKo-Tprowara, Te cy ce npunagau @APK-a mmammwmm na mocpen-
HUIIA y TPTOBHHHM JIPOTOM paje 3a mapamuauTapie (649-650).
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Cyko6 ®APK-a ca Hapko TproBiuma ¥ MmapamrmiiuTapiiuMa ce Hapo4duTo 3a-
OIITPUO HAKOH BEJHMKOT yCIexa KOMyHHUCTHUYKE NapTuje Ha nzdoopuma 1986. roqune
MW HaKoH Kpalje KOKamHa KOjHU je MpUINanao MEAEJbMHCKOM KapTely OJ CTpaHe
®APK-a. [Ipenomun Tpenyrak 3a pa3zBoj PAPK-a nmecuo ce 1990. rogune, jep je
ICTOB TJIABHU HIICjHU M TOJMTHYKH Boha Jakobo Apenac (Jacobo Arenas) ympo,
HEAYyTro HAaKOH MHayrypauuje HoBor npezacennuka L{ezapa [asupuje (César Gaviria)
(Spencer 2011, 76—77). CmpT Apenaca je 6uo HeHagoKkHaAUBHU TyouTak 3a DAPK, ¢
0031pOM J1a je MPeNCTaB/ba0 HEroB UACOJIOUIKY, NOJTUTUYKA U HUHTEIEKTYallHH OC-
nonan. Mananonu (Maddaloni 2009, 17) uctude na je cMpT ApeHaca umaia TpeHy-
THH yTHLaj Ha nenoBambe DAPK-a, morotoBo mto ce Tnue yuyemrha y TpProBUHH JIpo-
roM. Hanme, Apenac je uzpuunto 6uo npotus tora na ce DAPK mpesumie ymema y
TPTOBHHY KOKOM, jep je cMarpao na he mpeBennka OJHUCKOCT ca OpraHW30BaHUM
KPUMUHAJIOM TI0JbYJhaTU MOBEPEHE HApoAa KOju Ta monapxaBao. MehyTuM, HaKOH
ApenacoBe cmptu, PAPK je moehao yuemrhe y nmpousBoAmH ¥ TPrOBUHU KOKau-
HOM M 110ja4ao CBOje Be3e ca TProBLHMa APOTOM.

dakTopu KOju Cy Takohe 3HAYAJHO YTHIIATH Ha MPOMEHY MO3WIIH]e U TAKTHKA
®APK-a jecy Benke HHTEpHALMOHANHE POMeHe KpajeM 90-uX rojuHa, obenexeHe
nagoMm bepmuackor 3una 1989. roqune. [lag bepaunckor 3una u pacnag CosjeTckor
CaBesa cy 03HaYWIM 3HAYajHY MPEKPETHUILY W 030MJbaH yjaapall 3a CBE JICBHYAPCKE
nokpete y ceery. OBu moraljaju cy 3Ha4ajHO ocnabWiIM U KOMYyHHCTHUYKE MapTHje,
kako mupom Jlatuacke Amepuke, Tako u'y Komym6uju, te je ®APK mopao na ce
npunaroan Ha nax komyHusma u CCCP-a, ¢ 003upom Ha TO Ja je Ha Taj HA4WH H3-
ryOHo TTOAPIIKY OJ BeMKOT U MohHOT caBe3Huka. Optu3 (Ortiz 2002) HaBoaM n1a je
OAPK, y okpyxemy Koje je HACTYIHMJIO HaKOH XJIaIHOT para, h3amiao U3 OKBHpa
TpaJULUOHANHE JaTHOHOAMEpUYKe repuie U Op30 ce MPUIaroguo HOBOHACTAJIO]
CUTYaIIMj! TaKo IITO je€ pa3BHO HOBE MOJINTUIKE OPHjCHTAIIH]jE, PECYPCe U CTpaTeTH-
je. OBo je, mpeMa BbEeroBoM Muibewy, oMmoryhuno ®APK-y na oncrane kao opra-
HU3allKja, jep ce JUCTAaHIUPao O MPONAacTH KOMYyHHUCTHUYKOT OJ0Ka U yOIaKHO CBO-
jy uneonomky peropuky. Haume, ®APK Buiie HHje Tpaxuo IyOWHCKY U TeMeJbHY
MPOMEHY JIPYIITBA, 3aCHOBAaHY Ha KOMYHUCTHYKHM MPHHININMA, Beh ce 3amarao 3a
MpOMEHY JApkaBe y OHy koja he Outu eduracumja (Ortiz 2002, 131). 360r cBera
HaBEJICHOT, 3a Tauky T3 y HameM nukiycy y3umamo 1990. romuny, kaga ce 3aBp-
maBa 1eo jeaH BakaH mepuoj y uctopuju, kako ®APK-a n KomymoOuje, Tako u
nenor ceera. Crora ce y HamieM MOP(OTIeHETCKOM IUKIYCy HMHTepakiuja umehy
tadaka T2 u T3 oxBuja y BpeMeHCKOM pa3nodiby 1982—1990 roaune.

Tauky T4 npencraeiba Ham 1991. ronuHa, Kaja NOYHEKBE HOBO Pa3io0Jbe pas-
Boja ®APK-a, anu u meroBor oxHoca ca TproBuHoM aporom. Ha gemy ®APK-a je,
HaKOH CMpTH JakoOa ApeHaca, 0CTao caMo HEroB BOjHH Jinaep Manyen Mapynanna
Benes (Manuel Marulanda Vélez), Te je npaBan nenoBama ®APK-a nocrao uzpasu-
TO BOJHO OpHjEHTHCaH, 0€3 YBPCTOT HJCOJIOIIKOT TpaBla. Te ToAnHe je KOoaTuIyja
mox mmeHoM CuMoH bommBap repmicka koopauHartija (Coordinadora Guerrillera
Simon Bolivar —CGSB), xojy cy unnunu ®APK, EIJI u EJIH, 3anodena ca cepu-
JOM TEpPOPUCTHYKUX U TEPHICKUX akKluja, Koje cy Omne MHOTro Behe mo obumy on
MpEeTXOAHMX akmuja. Te rommHe, Tepuie cy m3Bene 425 Hamaga Ha Oe30¢THOCHE
cHare, HacynpoT 169 nanana 1990. roaune, ox kojux je 61 Hanax OMO Ha WHCTaNA-
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uuje, 195 nanana y3aemupasama, 100 3aceqa u 69 ypbannx Hanana. bpoj youjennx
MpUITaHUKa BOjcke je 6uo 461, Hacynpot 339 y 1990. roaunu, nok je 276 mwux
3apobseeHo (Spencer 2011, 78). On mouerka 90-ux, ®APK je, mopen Tepopuc-
TUYKUX Hamajaa, 3HayajHo moBehao u cBoje yderrhe y TproBuHH AporoM. YOHCTBO
TJIaBHOT Hapko Ooca u Bole kaptena u3 Menessuna I1adma Eckobapa 1993. rogume,
OCTaBHJIO je BaKyyM Ha Tpkumry apore koju je ®APK momynwmo, 3ajeaHo ca 0poj-
HUM MaJIMM KPUMHHAIHUM TpyIiaMa, Koje cy HacTale.

Haxon cmptu [1abna Eckobapa monasu 1o maja BeJIMKHX KapTela M JO HacTa-
jamka MHOTMX MaluX KpUMHHAIHUX Ipyla Koje cy 3ayseie Tpxkuirte aporom. Oe
HOBOHACTaJle TpymHHIle Ouse Cy JAeleHTpalIu30BaHe, Mamke M0 OO0MMYy M HUCY Ouie
OpraHU30BaHE MO BEPTHKAIHO] XHjepapXuju. Y OBOj HOBOj MOACIH TPXKHIITA IPOre
3Ha4ajHO MecTo je 3ay3eo U DAPK, koju je moctao cBe BUIIE YKIbYYEH y TPOIlEC
pou3BOAKE U TpropuHe aporom. Hanme, @APK je cBoje IeMaTHOCTH Y HIICTATHO]
MPOM3BOBGY JPOTe MPOUIMPHO HA capajpby ca HHTEPHAIMOHATHUM KPUMUHATHUM
rpynama, Te je caga oapehuBao eHe KOKauHa, KOHTPOJIMCAO TPXKUIITE OPOre y Ie-
JIOBUMA 3eMJbE Y KOjUMa je FErOBO NPHUCYCTBO OMIIO JTOMHWHAHTHO, a Takohe je
YYECTBOBAO M y M3HYJlaMa CTPaHUX KOMITaHHWja, ¥ CIOPOBOAMO BEJIHKH OpOj OTMHIIA
(Cook 2011, 27). 3a Bpeme npumupja PAPK-a u xonymobujcke Bmage 1999-2002,
ToKOM aaMuHUCTpanuje Auapeca [lactpane (Andrés Pastrana), ®APK je unTeH3m-
BUpao yuemhie y TPrOBUHH KOKaHMHOM Yy JAEMWJINTapHU30BaHUM 30Hama. [lopen mpo-
mrpuBama nojba kKoke, DAPK je kynoBao u Koka MmacTy Kojy je KacHHje mpenpoja-
BA0, IIPABHO je J1abopaTopHje 3a MPOU3BOAKY KOKa IMacTe M KOKaWH XUIPOXJIOpUAA,
aJy je W KOHTPOJIMCA0 TPAHCIOPT KOKaWHA M3 JeMUIuTapru3oBane 30He (Cunning-
ham et al. 2013, 481).

Hakon tauke T4 mounme HOBU nukiayc pa3Boja ®APK-a, koju je, kao mro
CMO BHJENHU, 00elle)keH MPOMEHOM KaKo BOjHE CTpaTeruje, Tako M OJHOca MpemMa
TPTOBHHH JIporoM. Taj HOBH HHUKIYC MoYnmke oa 1991. roguHe kaga y OUTHO Ipo-
MEHEHUM OKOJIHOCTUMA W JPYIITBEHO-TIOJUTUYKOM KOHTEKCTY, ONET JO0JIa3d 0
TpaHchOpMHuCcakba HEKUX Tpyna, kao mro je PAPK, HecTajama HEeKHX Ipyrux, Kao
mTo je MenesbMHCKH KapTel, au U peleduHucama Tpehnx, Kao mTo je TpaHcdop-
Manuja HajBehe mapamMuimTapHe Tpyre YjeaumeHe camo-ogdpamoOeHe cHare Ko-
nymbuje—AVIl (Autodefensas Unidas de Colombia—AUC) y Bullle MambUX KPUMH-
HaJIHUX OpraHM3alyja, MO3HATHX MOJ LIMAHCKUM aKPOHHMOM 3a KpUMHHAlIHE OaH-
ne—BACRIM (Bandas criminales). Mokemo pehu 1a ce oBaj HOBH IHKIYC 3aBp-
mraBa 2016. ronuHe, kana je nornucaHo npumupje nuzmehy ®APK-a u npencennuka
Konmym6uje Xyana Manyena Canroca (Juan Manuel Santos), HaKOH 4era je IOIILIO
o nemobmmmzanuje 13.185 6opana ®APK-a mo jamyapa 2020. rogune (colombia-
peace.org).

3ak/bydak

Haxon nana bepnuHCKOT 312 U BEIUKUX TE€OMOIUTHYKHX IIPOMEHA JIOLLIO je
no nosehama Hapko-TepopusMa. Mehytum, nako nax CCCP-a mpencraBiba OUTHY
IPEIOMHY TauKy y UCTOPHjH, CAMH CIOJbHO-TIONIUTHYKU (AaKTOPHU HUCY AOBOJBHU J1a
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ce o0jacHM Ta mMpoMeHa. AyTopKa cMmaTpa Ja je 3a pa3syMeBame CBAKOT OJJHOCA W3-
Melhy Tepopu3ma u OpraHu30BaHOT KPUMUHAIMTETa HEOMTXOIHO J1a pa3yMeMo U 00y-
XBaTUMO Mel)yHapOJHM TMOJMTHYKU U APYIITBCHH KOHTEKCT, i U APYIITBEHO-
MOJUTUYKY CUTYallljy YHYTap 3eMJbe Y K0joj ce Taj ogHoC nemasa. Takole cmarpa-
MO JIa je W3y3eTHO BaXKHO MPHU3HATH Ja U JPYUITBEHH YCIOBH M aKTHBHOCTH aKTepa
Urpajy mojjemHaKy yJory y oOjalimbemy OHIIO KOje APYLITBEHE IMojaBe, Ma Tako W
HapKO-Tepopu3Ma. YIpaBo 3aTO CMaTpaMo J1a je HajIOTOAHUjU TEOPHUjCKU OKBHUD 32
M3y4yaBame HapKO-Tepopru3Ma MOphOoTeHeTKa Teoprja Koja Hy U BEIHKH TTOTCHITH]jall
3a 00jalImbeme jep YIPaBo MPU3HAje BAXXHOCT U CTPYKTYPE U JIeJIOBama.

Ha mouerky pama cMo Hajupe W3JIOKWIA KOHUENTYalM3alHjy HapKo-
Tepopu3Ma Ja OMCcMO CTEeKJIM OOJbM YBHJ Y TO LITa OH MpenacTaBiba. Hakon Tora
HalpaBWIN CMO Iperiien MopdoreHeTcke Teopuje Apuep, Kako OMCMO MOjacCHUIN Ha
KOJUM TIPETIIOCTaBKaMa OHa CTOjM W KakaB MOTCHIIMjaJl IMa y 00jallbaBamy APYIII-
TBEHHX I10jaBa M IHbHUXOBUX MPOMEHa Kpo3 Bpeme. Ha kpajy pajga cMo MoKymianu aa
carnenamo pa3Boj ®APK-a, xoju je mocrao jemHa o HajIO3HATHjUX HAPKO-
TEPOPUCTUYKKX Ipyma ol 90-ux roxuHa, ynpaBo Kpo3 Ipu3My MOp(HOTeHETCKE Teo-
puje. OnpehrBameM KIbyUHHX Tauaka y MOp(HOreHeTCKoM HUKIycy pa3Boja DAPK-
a, TIOKYILIAJI CMO YKPAaTKO Jia MOKa)KeMo Jia je KOMOMHAIMja YHYTPalIlbuX U CIIOJb-
HUX CTPYKTYpaJHHX (hakTopa, alid U BHUMa yCIOBJbEHA MHTEPAKLMja aKTepa, OHO
mro je ompemwio aa ce ®APK pasBuje om JeBHYApCKe Tepuiie y HapKO-
TEPOPUCTUYKY OpPTraHH3aLH]y.

Hawume, 3a Hamry mouetHy Tauky ananuze T1 y3zenu cmo 1996. ronuny, kana je
®APK nHacrao y arMmocdepr HHTEH3UBHOT H JKECTOKOT KiacHOT para y KomymOwuju.
3a pa3Boj PAPK-a ka0 HapKO-TEPOPUCTHUKE TPYyIE jako je OMTHA WHTEPAKITHja ca
octanuM aktepuMma mamely tagaka T2 u T3, y nepuony 1982-1990. 3a tauxy T2
y3enu cMo 1982. roauny, kana je DAPK noHeo 3BaHMYHY OIUTYKY O OTIOPE3UBAILY
ceJbaka Koju ce OaBe rajibeM kKoke. TokoMm 80-ux ®APK ce Hamasum y MHTEpaKIUjU
ca ocTanuM aktepuMa yHyTap KoxymoOuje, Te Ha modeTky capal)yje ca HapKo TPros-
MMa M 4yBa BHXoBe NabopaTtopuje kokauna. /1o kpaja 80-ux ®APK ce nanasu Ha
jemHoj 3apaheHoj cTpaHu, IOK ce HApKO TPTOBIM M MapaBOjHE rpyIlie Hallaze Ha Jpy-
roj. l'omuae 1989. mao je bepnuHCKM 3ua, a HapeIHE TOIUHE YMHPE HICOTIOIITKH
Boha PAPK-a JakoOo Apenac koju ce omrTpo npotuBuo Tome na @APK nybime
Oyne ykibydeH y TproBuny aporom. Hakon Apenacoe cmptu @APK nobuja usyse-
THO BOJHH KapakTep U yja3u QyOsbe Yy TProBHHY APOIOM, T€ CE€ C IIPAaBOM I'OBOPH O
HBETOBOj ,,BEPTUKAIIHO] MHTETpalfju’”’ y TPrOBUHH IPOTOM. YTIpPaBO cTOra MH 3a
Taduky T4 yzumamo 1991. ronuHy kaaa nounmkby WHTEH3UBHU TEPOPUCTHYUKY HalaIu
ox crtpane ®APK-a, anu u nponsBoama, MOCPEIOBakbEe U TProBUHA KoKauHoM. OBa
Tayka TpeAcTaBha M MOYETaK HOBOT ITMKIyca y kojeM PAPK mcmymaBa Bakyym
KOjH je 0CTao HaKOH pacraja BeJIUKHX Kaprena Mezaessud u Kanu u nocraje cHaxaH
urpad Ha TPKUIITY KOKanHa.
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Summary: The subject of this paper is the development of narco-terrorism
before and after the Cold War. It is noticed that many terrorist groups have intensi-
fied their activities in organized crime, and especially in drug trafficking after the
1990s, one of which was the Colombian insurgent group FARC. In the paper, we
will try to prove the hypothesis that criminal activities of terrorist groups rise as their
ideological basis become weaker and that it is a rational choice which terrorist
groups make to survive. We will try to offer the answer by analyzing the develop-
ment of FARC, and by using a morphogenetic approach. This theory is based on
critical realism and therefore it acknowledges the equal importance to the structure
and actors and it allows us to track their interaction through time. That is why we
think that it is most suitable for the analysis of complex and dynamic occurrences
like narco-terrorism. At the beginning of the paper, we present a literature review
with different conceptions of narco-terrorism, after which we highlight the main
presumptions and advantages of morphogenetic theory. At the end of the paper, the
author will offer her analysis of the development of FARC through a morphogenetic
approach and will review the main factors that caused its intensified involvement in
drug trafficking from the 1990s, like the decline of ideology in the group and the
international arena, but also the fight for survival in the hostile environment of class
war in Colombia.
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Introduction

After the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989. and declination of danger from a
military confrontation, the world faced security threats of a different kind—the thre-
at of narco-terrorism. Since defining terrorism and organized crime is a difficult task
by itself, it is even more difficult to define narco-terrorism. The goal of this paper is
first to explain the concept of narco-terrorism, but also to offer the answer to our
research question—why there was an increase of connection between terrorism and
organized crime since the 1990s? The first problem in researching narco-terrorism is
the fact that it is made of two occurrences with distinctly different motivations. Even
though definitions of terrorism and organized crime differ, we can see that concep-
tual definitions mostly agree that terrorism is the type of political violence motivated
by religious, political, or ideological goals, while organized crime is motivated by
making a profit. We can, therefore, say that terrorism, on one hand, represents a
“complex form of organized group...political violence” (Cumeynosuh 2009, 80), to
make profound social changes. On the other hand, organized crime is a form of
“property crime” which “is characterized by the existence of criminal organization”
(Urwarosuh u lkynuh 2010, 26) and which goal is to derive profit for the mem-
bers of that criminal organization.

There is also no consensus on a definition of narco-terrorism, which further
complicates the problem. Narco-terrorism was defined in many different ways from
the beginning of the use of that term. It was first defined as the use of terrorist meth-
ods from organized crime groups (UPI Archieves 1982), then it was thought to be a
“global conspiracy” to undermine Western democracy by flooding American streets
with drugs (Ehrenfeld 1987), while American Drug Enforcement Administration
defines it as a subtype of terrorism (Hutchinson 2002). We agree with the view that
narco-terrorism is a subtype of terrorism and that it represents the involvement of
terrorist groups in drug trafficking, and we hypothesize that the criminalization of
insurgent and terrorist groups rises with the decline of its political and ideological
base, but that it is also an answer to challenges to group survival. We will test this
hypothesis by analyzing the oldest insurgent group FARC (Fuerzas Armadas Revo-
lucionarias de Colombia) with the use of morphogenetic theory.

The author will first present an overview of various definitions of narco-
terrorism. After that, we will look at the basic elements and advantages of morpho-
genetic theory. The author believes that the morphogenetic approach developed by
Archer (Archer 1982) offers great potential for a better understanding of the combi-
nation of terrorism and organized crime and its transformation since the 1990s. This
theoretical approach finds a solution between the eternal duality between structure
and actor. Namely, we believe that any direction that does not take into account the
role of the historical and political context, as well as the role of individuals and gro-
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ups as rational actors, cannot provide an adequate explanation of a complex phe-
nomenon such as narco-terrorism. At the end of the paper, using morphogenetic
theory, we will try to explain the transformation of the Colombian organization
FARC from a left-wing guerrilla to a narco-terrorist group after the 1990s.

Conceptualization of narco-terrorism

The term narco-terrorism, as well as the phenomenon itself, is related to the
area of South America, where they originated. During the Cold War, this region was
the scene of intense conflicts and wars between classes within the states themselves,
but also of a wider struggle for ideological supremacy between the two superpow-
ers—the United States and the Soviet Union. It is, therefore, no coincidence that
numerous left-wing guerrillas have sprung up here, such as the FARC, the National
Liberation Army—ELN (Ejército de Liberacion Nacional), the People’s Liberation
Army—EPL (Ejército Popular de Liberacion) in Colombia, the 26th of July Move-
ment (Movimento 26 de Julio) in Cuba, and Sendero Luminoso (Shining Path) in
Peru.

The term narco-terrorism was first used in connection with Sendero Lumi-
noso, by Peruvian President Fernando Belaunde Terry in 1983, which term he used
to refer to attacks on anti-narcotic police by that guerrilla. After that, the term narco-
terrorism was widely used to denote the activities of guerrillas in Colombia and Pe-
ru. Even in a newspaper headline from November 1984, the term narco-terrorism
was used to condemn the crime of killing 19 people who worked on coca eradica-
tion, which was allegedly committed by Sendero Luminoso (Lupsha 1989,
62). However, it turned out that the guerrilla wasn’t responsible for these killings,
but the Peruvian army, which worked by the orders of drug traffickers. Given this,
we can see that from the very beginning, the term narco-terrorism was colored by its
political meaning, the purpose of which was first to strongly condemn and weaken
the activities of leftist guerrillas. However, labeling is nothing new in politics, be-
cause, as Simeunovi¢ (2009, 94) says “Self-aestheticization is deep in the nature of
politics,” and the government always, in addition to using euphemisms for its ac-
tions, also tries to delegitimize the opponent.

Narco-terrorism is defined by some authors through Cold War rhetoric, and
for example, Ehrenfeld (1987) believes that it is a phenomenon that represents a
conspiracy of Russia to undermine American democracy. This is the position of
Cantrell (1992, 4), who states that narco-terrorism can involve insurgents, intelli-
gence services, or state officials who want to export the revolution and drug traffick-
ers, with these state officials being exclusively representatives of communist coun-
tries. On the other side of the ideological spectrum, however, comes a response that
points the finger at US cooperation with the Contras of Nicaragua, which were in-
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volved in drug trafficking, as well as the participation of the CIA in drug trafficking
in the Southeast Asian Golden Triangle region (Laos, Myanmar, and Burma), known
for its heroin production. Thus, Scott and Marshall (1998) believe that the so-called
“war on drugs” waged by the United States in the 1980s was, in fact, just an excuse
for their fight against insurgents in Latin America and that by sponsoring Contra, the
United States itself participated in drug terrorism. These definitions, which come
from both sides of the ideological spectrum, can be classified in the category of po-
litical and propaganda conclusions, where the line between politics and science is
not underlined. It is for this reason that Wardlow (1988) warns of the danger of us-
ing terms that are charged with emotions and political and ideological implications
and which therefore obscure the true picture and nature of social phenomena and
that the term narco-terrorism should be completely avoided.

After the end of the Cold War, however, there has been an increase in work to
explain narco-terrorism in a somewhat more systematic way. The term itself, as well
as the phenomenon of narco-terrorism, is composed of two words and two phenom-
ena—terrorism and illegal drug trafficking (which is a type of organized crime). It is
for this reason that some authors explain it by emphasizing one of these two phe-
nomena. Thus, Lupsha makes his classification and emphasizes organized crime,
and believes that “real” narco-terrorism is violence committed by drug traffickers to
intimidate the state and its representatives, and for him, this is “Type 1” of narco-
terrorism (Lupsha 1989, 63-65).

However, some authors in the study of the concept of narco-terrorism empha-
size the second part of this word and see it as a subtype of terrorism. Thus, Sime-
unovi¢ (2009) places narco-terrorism in the classification of terrorism according to
the methods that are mostly used. He believes that narco-terrorism is a consequence
of the need for terrorist groups to provide a permanent source of income, which the-
refore become engaged in organized crime, most often drug trafficking (Simeunovi¢
2009, 84). The US DEA also defines drug terrorism as a subset of terrorism “in
which terrorist groups or associated individuals participate directly or indirectly in
the cultivation, manufacture, transportation or distribution of controlled substances
and the monies derived from these activities”, but also in “taxing, providing security
for, or otherwise aiding or abetting drug trafficking endeavors to further, or fund,
terrorist activities” (Hutchinson 2002). However, the US Department of Defense
defines narco-terrorism as “terrorism used to achieve the goals of drug traffick-
ers,““which is contrary to the definition provided by the DEA (Hartelius 2008, 1).

Some authors see narco-terrorism as a continuum along which the relationship
between terrorism and organized crime moves. Thus, Makarenko views narco-
terrorism from two angles—as the use of organized crime to finance terrorist activi-
ties and as the creation of alliances between terrorist and criminal groups. She be-
lieves that terrorism and organized crime move along a continuum through different
phases of cooperation until they merge in the middle. On the continuum, there are 4
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possible phases in their mutual relationship: 1) alliances, 2) operational motivations,
3) convergence and 4) the “black hole”, when the state becomes a prisoner of such
hybrid organizations (Makarenko 2004, 131-138). Shelley and Picarelli also devel-
oped their linear continuum, where five different phases of this relationship are ob-
served. Namely, they believe that terrorist groups initially use criminal methods,
such as forgery of documents or extortions, but that it’s not a long way from the
adoption of methods to cooperation between terrorism and organized crime. After
method adoption, these groups often begin to buy services from each other, and
eventually to cooperate more often and share common goals, which Shelley and
Picarelli call a symbiotic relationship (Shelley and Picarelli 2005, 53).

Bjornehed emphasizes the double meaning of the term narco-terrorism and
believes that its definition depends on the part of the word that is emphasized. Given
the ambiguity of the term and the lack of a clear definition, it means not only a com-
bination of drug trafficking and terrorism in one organization but also a conjunction
between different terrorist and criminal organizations, whose connections are mostly
international. Bjornehed also points out that, to better understand narco-terrorism, it
is important to understand the similarities and differences between terrorist and cri-
minal organizations, so she makes a useful overview of those. Some similarities are
the criminal nature of these organizations, the secrecy of activities, the structure, as
well as the need to exchange resources, while the differences are obvious in goals
and motivations (Bjornehed 2004, 308-312).

Hartelius believes that the definition of narco-terrorism is more of a political
construct than a precise definition in criminology and that in the end, the one who
has power over language assigns meaning to all terms, including this one. This is
evident in the ideological use of the term by some authors who associate it with
communism, but not with American actions in Southeast Asia in the 1960s and
1970s. However, he defines drug terrorism as a “part of an illegal complex of drugs,
violence, and power, where the illegal drug trade and the illegal exercise of power
have become aggregated in such a way that they threaten democracy and the rule of
law” (Hartelius 2008, 2-3).

Gomis (2015) is, however, extremely critical of the term narco-terrorism and
believes that terrorism and organized crime should not be confused because that is
just an attempt to simplify an extremely complex problem. A similar view is held by
Miller and Damask (1996), who believe that the term narco-terrorism is mystified
and that the concept originated primarily to fulfill the interests of the US administra-
tions of Reagan and Bush. Namely, based on that concept, Reagan and Bush re-
ceived support for an intense “war on drugs”, which was marked by the invasion of
Panama in 1989 under the pretext of arresting Manuel Noriega, who was involved in
drug trafficking. Stepanova also looks at the concept of narco-terrorism from a criti-
cal angle. Namely, she believes that terrorism is only one of the possible tactics used
by armed groups to achieve their political, religious, or ideological goals, while drug
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trafficking is only one of the possible ways of financing their activities (Stepanova
2011, 122).

Morphogenetic theory

Morphogenetic theory is based on a critical-realistic theory, which presuposes
that the world exists independently of our cognition, but also that not all relations
can be directly observed and that there are deep structures in society that cannot be
seen. However, although there are some processes and phenomena that we cannot
directly observe, we can observe their consequences, while the existence of struc-
tures is best explained by social action (see Marsh and Furlong 2005). Precisely
because for realists there is a difference between “reality” and “appearance”, they do
not necessarily believe that phenomena and processes are as they manifest them-
selves, nor that what the actors say is really so (30).

Thus morphogenesis in the social sense has a different meaning from that in
nature, since in the natural environment it is an unconscious process, while in social
reality it is a process that depends on human activity. More precisely, Archer points
out that any process that causes social change must contain: 1) structured human
relations (context- dependence), 2) human actions (activity-dependence) and 3) hu-
man ideas (concept- dependence). It is this dialectical approach to morphogenetic
theory—that is, respect for both social structure and human action—that offers the
opportunity to better understand complex issues such as narco-terrorism, and goes
beyond one-sided and simplistic approaches that favor either structure or action (Ar-
cher 2020, 138).

At the heart of the morphogenetic approach is precisely the relationship be-
tween structure and action in time, with the initial idea that structure precedes action,
while after action there is a change in that structure (Mekanula 2005, 279). Figure 1
shows the scheme of the morphogenetic cycle.

Figure 1. Morphogenesis of structure (Archer 1995, 193).

Structural conditioning
TI.

Social interaction
T? T
Structural elaboration
Tﬁ
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The structural conditioning marked T1 in Figure 1 indicates the first phase of
the morphogenetic cycle, which refers to the context in which the action of the ac-
tors takes place. This context is a consequence of previous actions and interactions
between actors and represents initial and predetermined conditions that affect peo-
ple’s interests and opportunities, such as educational and business opportunities.
This conditioning of the context most often occurs through the division of the popu-
lation into social groups that strive to either maintain the structure or change it, gi-
ven that the existing structure distributes different interests to different groups at
point T2 (Archer 1995, 77). Only within that already existing set of conditions is the
second phase of the cycle possible — social interaction, which occurs in the period
between points T2 and T3. This interaction usually takes the form of conflict or ne-
gotiation with other actors. It is also strongly conditioned by structural factors, but it
is also characterized by the power of actors to independently influence events (Me-
kanula 2005, 280). At this stage, individuals and groups are in interaction with each
other, within which they strive to pursue their interests using their abilities, knowl-
edge, and capabilities, structurally predetermined and given in point T2. When we
talk about social groups, in the period between T2 and T3, they clash with each other
to shape a social form, organization, or practice, which can vary significantly from
place to place depending on local circumstances (Archer 2020, 141-142).

The third phase of the cycle is structural elaboration, which takes place at po-
int T4. This phase is a consequence of the actions and interactions that took place in
the period T1-T2 and in it, the structural conditions change to a certain extent. The-
se changes are the result of conflicts and compromises between individuals and gro-
ups in the previous phase, and they may suit some actors, while for some they may
be unfavorable. Therefore, we can see that the structure is not re-created, but its
transformation occurs, i.e., morphogenesis. It should also be noted that T4 simulta-
neously represents the endpoint of one cycle and the starting point of the next one, in
which the actors are influenced by changed structural conditions. However, at point
T4, structural elaboration doesn’t have to occur, but structural reproduction, when
the structural conditions remain more or less unchanged. This may be due to the
failure of individuals and groups to implement certain changes, or to the success of
certain actors in maintaining the status quo (Mekanula 2005, 280).

What is very important to point out is that in the process of morphogenesis, at
the T4 point, there is a change, not only in the structure, but also in the actors, and
that is what Archer calls double morphogenesis. It is a process when actors lead to
structural and cultural elaboration, but there is also an elaboration of the actors
themselves (Archer 1995, 247). Actors are also, as Archer says, bearers of some-
thing, and so they are actors of the socio-cultural system in which they were born,
but they are also bearers of systemic features that they transform. In morphogenetic
theory, when we talk about actors, we are talking about collectives and groups that
share certain common “life chances”. Given that morphogenetic theory is based on
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critical realism, and has many common theoretical assumptions with Marxism, so
morphogenetic theory is based on the view that these life chances are based on the
distribution of resources, which depends on the relationship between those who have
resources and property and those who don’t, those who have power and those who
don’t, those who discriminate and those who are discriminated against. These rela-
tions are all relations between collectivities (257).

During major economic changes, there is a re-division of the population into
those who are interested in preserving the current economic system and those who
are interested in change, depending on the situation in which they now find them-
selves, and mostly without their intention (Archer 2020, 144). This is also repre-
sented by the theory of political economy, which is also grounded in critical realism
and represents Marx’s understanding that people enter into relations that are depend-
ent and independent of the human will, i.e., although these relations are of a social
character, they are in a way objective (Porpora 2011, 46). The relationship between
structure and relations between actors in the theory of political economy, but also in
morphogenetic theory, can briefly be explained in Marx’s words that people create
their history but not under the conditions of their own making (48).

Morphogenesis of narco-terrorism—The case of FARC

Although the combination of terrorism and organized crime began during the
Cold War, it intensified right after it ended. We also cannot say that this connection
is one-dimensional, nor that it has remained the same over time. For example, the
Colombian group FARC began its activities as a left-wing insurgent group which, in
turbulent times in Colombia, when the country was devastated by class war, coups,
and political assassinations, aimed to fight for the rights of peasants which lived in
rural parts of the country and which have been oppressed for decades. This internal
instability was further exacerbated by the geopolitical and ideological struggle be-
tween the West and the East so that Third World countries were also exposed to
external pressures and served as a chessboard for the game of great powers.

Namely, the FARC arose amid the Colombian civil war between conserva-
tives and liberals, known as La Violencia (Violence), which lasted 1948—-1958. It
emerged as a Marxist-Leninist guerrilla, which goal was to break with the traditional
oligarchic rule of the descendants of the conquistadors, but also with political pres-
sures and threats aimed at Colombian sovereignty coming from the United States
since the early 20th century. It was the internal turmoil and bloody civil war on the
one hand, and the geopolitical struggle between the United States and the Soviet
Union for influence in South America, on the other, that constituted the context of
the FARC in 1966. This overall context, which includes internal and the external
political and social situation at the time of the creation of the FARC in 1966, repre-
sents the starting point of the morphogenetic cycle—T1.
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The FARC, however, was not the only group to carry out certain activities to
pursue its interests in Colombia. The main ideological opponents of the left-wing
guerrillas were paramilitary militias, supported by the government, the United Sta-
tes, and landowners. Namely, in 1968, Law 48 was adopted, which allowed the army
to organize and arm civilian “self-defense” units. Thus, the military began organiz-
ing paramilitary structures, which were also funded by drug traffickers, landowners,
and large companies (Leech 2011, 29). So we can see that in Colombia there were
many groups with their different interests, which were conditioned by their social
position. Namely, there were several smaller left-wing guerrillas in addition to the
FARC, such as ELN, EPL, and M-19, who fought to carry out the revolution and
exercise their power in the country, then drug traffickers, who sought to make a
material gain for themselves and paramilitary militias, who were associated with
drug groups and worked in their interest. All these groups interacted with each other
and tried to achieve their goals and interests in the most efficient way. Thus, drug
traffickers and members of paramilitary groups became natural allies because they
had complementary interests in the form of conquering and retaining material goods.

Given their enormous wealth and great ambitions, drug traffickers bought lar-
ge tracts of fertile land, employed members of paramilitary groups, or even formed
their armed groups. Thus, between 1983 and 1985, drug traffickers bought as much
as 2.5 million acres of land, which represented as much as 1/12 of the fertile land in
Colombia, which was guarded by their private armies (Tate 2001, 165). On the other
hand, right-wing paramilitary militias were oriented towards maintaining the status
quo and the dominance of wealthy landowners. From the coca boom of the 1970s
until 1982, the FARC refused to participate in the drug trade because it considered it
to be a product of capitalism and that it enables its strengthening. However, at the
Seventh Conference in 1982, The FARC officially decides to start taxing drug traf-
fickers to finance its activities (Velez 2001, 163). Precisely for this reason, we will
take 1982 as the T2 point in our morphogenetic cycle, when FARC’s more intensive
participation in drug trafficking begins.

In the 1980s, the FARC first cooperated with the Medellin cartel, led by Pablo
Escobar, and guarded their cocaine laboratories, but also collected taxes on farmers
who grew coca (Henderson 2012, 174). The FARC made great material gains in this
way, which increased its military readiness and the number of its members. How-
ever, according to Norman (2018, 639), there is a difference in the methods and
scope of FARC participation in cocaine between the two periods—the first period is
from the Seventh Conference to the early 1990s (1982-1991), and the second period
is after 1991. In this first period after the Seventh Conference, the FARC played a
mostly regulatory role, managing the coca market, guarding cocaine laboratories and
airport cocaine runways, but also by collecting taxes from peasants who were en-
gaged in growing coca and drug dealers. In the second period, which began in 1991,
the FARC embarked on “vertical integration”, which meant direct participation in
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the sale of coca, and later in the production and smuggling of cocaine. During the
1990s, the relationship between drug traffickers and the FARC changed, as there
was increased cooperation between paramilitary groups and drug traffickers, and
FARC members feared that drug traffickers worked for paramilitaries (649-650).

The FARC’s conflict with drug traffickers and paramilitaries intensified espe-
cially after the great success of the Communist Party in the 1986 elections and after
the theft of cocaine that belonged to the Medellin cartel by the FARC. The turning
point for the development of the FARC happened in 1990, because its main ideo-
logical and political leader Jacobo Arenas, died, shortly after the inauguration of the
new president César Gaviria (Spencer 2011, 76—77). The death of Arenas was an
irreparable loss for the FARC, as he represented its ideological, political, and intel-
lectual support. Maddaloni (2009, 17) points out that the death of Arenas had an
immediate impact on the activities of the FARC, especially in terms of participation
in drug trafficking. Namely, Arenas was explicitly against FARC interfering too
much in the coca trade, because he believed that too much closeness to organized
crime would shake the trust of the people who supported it. However, after Arenas’
death, the FARC increased its involvement in cocaine production and trafficking and
strengthened its ties with drug traffickers.

Factors that also significantly influenced the change in the position and tactics
of the FARC were the great international changes in the late 1990s, marked by the
fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989. The fall of the Berlin Wall and the collapse of the
Soviet Union marked a significant turning point and a serious blow to all leftist mo-
vements in the world. These events also significantly weakened the Communist
parties, both throughout Latin America and in Colombia, and the FARC had to ad-
just to the fall of communism and the USSR, as it thus lost support from the great
and a powerful ally. Ortiz (2002) states that the FARC, in the post-Cold War envi-
ronment, went beyond the traditional Latin American guerrilla and quickly adapted
to the new situation by developing new political orientations, resources, and strate-
gies. This, in his opinion, enabled the FARC to survive as an organization, as it dis-
tanced itself from the collapse of the communist bloc and softened its ideological
rhetoric. Namely, the FARC no longer sought a profound and fundamental change in
society, based on communist principles, but advocated a change of state to one that
would be more efficient (Ortiz 2002, 131). Because of all the above, we take the
year 1990 as the point of T3 in our cycle, when an entire important period in history
ends, both for FARC and Colombia, and the whole world. Therefore, in our
morphogenetic cycle, the interaction between points T2 and T3 takes place in the
period 1982-1990.

Point T4 is represented by the year 1991, when a new period of development
of FARC begins, but also of its relationship with drug trafficking. After the death of
Jacobo Arenas, only its military leader Manuel Marulanda Vélez—remained at the
helm of the FARC, and the direction of the FARC’s activities became distinctly
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military-oriented, with no firm ideological direction. That year, a coalition called
Simon Bolivar Guerrilla Coordination (Coordinadora Guerrillera Simon Bolivar—
CGSB), made up of the FARC, EPL, and ELN began a series of terrorist and guer-
rilla actions that were much larger in scope than previous actions. That year, guerril-
las carried out 425 attacks on security forces, as opposed to 169 attacks in 1990, of
which 61 attacks were on installations, 195 harassment attacks, 100 ambushes, and
69 urban attacks. The number of soldiers killed was 461, compared to 339 in 1990,
while 276 of them were captured (Spencer 2011, 78). Since the early 1990s, the
FARC, in addition to terrorist attacks, has significantly increased its involvement in
drug trafficking. The assassination of the main drug boss and leader of the Medellin
cartel, Pablo Escobar, in 1993, left a vacuum in the drug market which was filled by
the FARC, together with numerous small criminal groups that emerged.

After the death of Pablo Escobar, there was a fall of large cartels and many
small criminal groups emerged that took over the drug market. These newly formed
groups were decentralized, smaller in size, and not organized in a vertical hierarchy.
In this new division of the drug market, FARC also took a significant place, becom-
ing more and more involved in the process of drug production and trade. Namely,
FARC expanded its activities in illegal drug production to cooperate with interna-
tional criminal groups, and now determined cocaine prices, controlled the drug mar-
ket in parts of the country where its presence was dominant, and also participated in
extortion of foreign companies, and carried out a large number of abductions (Cook
2011, 27). During the 1999-2002 truce between the FARC and the Colombian gov-
ernment, during the administration of Andrés Pastrana, The FARC has intensified its
participation in cocaine trafficking in demilitarized zones. In addition to expanding
the coca fields, FARC also bought coca paste which it later resold, built laboratories
for the production of coca paste and cocaine hydrochloride, but also controlled the
transport of cocaine from the demilitarized zone (Cunningham et al. 2013, 481).

After point T4, a new cycle of FARC development begins, which, as we have
seen, is marked by a change in both military strategy and attitudes towards drug
trafficking. This new cycle begins in 1991, when in significantly changed circum-
stances and socio-political context, there is again a transformation of some groups,
such as the FARC, the disappearance of others, such as the Medellin cartel, but also
a redefinition of some, such as the transformation of the largest paramilitary group—
United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia—AUC (Autodefensas Unidas de Colom-
bia—AUC) in several smaller criminal organizations, known by the Spanish acro-
nym for criminal gangs—BACRIM (Bandas criminales). We can say that this new
cycle ends in 2016, when a truce was signed between the FARC and Colombian
President Juan Manuel Santos, after which 13,185 FARC fighters were demobilized
by January 2020 (colombiapeace.org).
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Conclusion

After the fall of the Berlin Wall and great geopolitical changes, there was an
increase of narco-terrorism. However, although the fall of the USSR represents an
important turning point in history, foreign policy factors alone are not enough to
explain this change. The author believes that to understand any relationship between
terrorism and organized crime, it is necessary to understand and include the interna-
tional political and social context, but also the socio-political situation within the
country in which that relationship takes place. We also believe that it is extremely
important to recognize that the social conditions and activities of the actors play an
equal role in explaining any social phenomenon, including narco-terrorism. That is
why we believe that the most suitable theoretical framework for studying narco-
terrorism is the morphogenetic theory which offers great potential for an explanation
because it recognizes the importance of both structure and action.

At the beginning of our work, we first layed out a conceptualization of narco-
terrorism to gain a better insight into what it represents. After that, we made an
overview of Archer’s morphogenetic theory, to explain what assumptions it stands
on and what potential it has in explaining social phenomena and their changes over
time. At the end of the paper, we tried to look at the development of the FARC,
which has become one of the most famous narco-terrorist groups since the 1990s,
precisely through the prism of morphogenetic theory. By identifying key points in
the morphogenetic cycle of FARC development, we tried to briefly show that the
combination of internal and external structural factors, but also the conditioned in-
teraction of actors, determined the FARC to develop from a leftist guerrilla into a
narco-terrorist organization.

Namely, we took 1996 as our starting point for the analysis of T1, when the
FARC was created in an atmosphere of intense and fierce class war in Colombia.
For the development of the FARC as a narco-terrorist group, the interaction with
other actors between points T2 and T3, in the period 1982-1990, is very important.
We took 1982 as the point of T2 when the FARC made an official decision on the
taxation of farmers engaged in coca cultivation. During the 1980s, the FARC inter-
acted with other actors within Colombia, initially cooperating with drug traffickers
and guarding their cocaine laboratories. By the end of the 1980s, the FARC was on
one warring side, while drug traffickers and paramilitary groups were on the other.
In 1989, the Berlin Wall fell, and the following year, FARC ideological leader Jaco-
bo Arenas, who strongly opposed the FARC’s deeper involvement in the drug trade,
died. After Arenas’ death, the FARC acquired an extremely military character and
entered deeper into the drug trade, and its “vertical integration” into the drug trade is
rightly spoken of. That is why we take the year 1991 as the point of T4 when intense
terrorist attacks by the FARC began, but also the production, mediation, and cocaine
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trade. This point also marks the beginning of a new cycle in which the FARC fills
the vacuum left over by the collapse of the Medellin and Cali cartels and becomes a
strong player in the cocaine market.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Urmarosuh, HBophe, u Munan llkynuh. 2010. Opeanuzosanu kpumunanumem.
Beorpan: [IpaBuu dakynrer YHuBep3urera y beorpany.

Map, [ejBun, u [Tox @ypnonr. 2005. ,,Koxa, a He KolIyJba: OHTOJOTH]ja U
SHUCTEMOJIOTH]a Y TIOUTHYKO] 3HaHOCTH . Y Teopuje u memoode y noaumuuxoj
snanocmu, yp. dejun Mapm u I'epu Ctokep, 16—40. 3arpe6: dakynrer noiu-
TUYKUX 3HAHOCTH.

Mekanyna, Ctjyapt. 2005. ,,Ctpykrypa u ajenosamwe”. Y Teopuje u memooe y
noaumuuxoj snanocmu, yp. Jejpun Mapi u I'epu Crokep, 265-285. 3arpe6:
dakynTeT MOJTUTHYKUX 3HAHOCTH.

CumeynoBuh, [paran. 2009. Tepopuszam. beorpan: IlpaBau dhakynrer YHUBEp-
suteta y beorpany.

Archer, Margaret S. 1982. “Morphogenesis versus Structuration: On Combining
Structure and Action”. The British Journal of Sociology 33 (4): 455—483.
Archer, Margaret S. 1995. Realist Social Theory: The Morphogenetic Approach.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Archer, Margaret S. 2020. “The Morphogenetic Approach: Critical Realism’s
Explanatory Framework Approach”. In Agency and Causal Explanation in Eco-
nomics , eds. Peter Rona and Laszl6 Zsolnai, 137—150. Cham: Springer.
Bjornehed, Emma. 2004. “Narco-terrorism: The merger of the war on drugs and
the war on terror”. Global Crime 6 (3—4): 305-324.

Cantrell, Alvin D. 1992. Drugs and Terror: A Threat to US National Security.
Carlisle Barracks: U.S. Army War College.

Cook, Thomas R. 2011. “The financial arm of the FARC: A threat finance per-
spective”. Journal of Strategic Security 4 (1): 19-36.

Cunningham, Dan, Sean Everton, Greg Wilson, Carlos Padilla, and Doug Zim-
merman. 2013. “Brokers and Key Players in the Internationalization of the
FARC”. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 36 (6): 477-502.

Ehrenfeld, Rachel. 1987. Narco-Terrorism: The Kremlin Connection.
Washington: Heritage Foundation.

Gomis, Benoit. 2015. Demystifying ‘Narcoterrorism’. Swansea: Global Drug
Policy Observatory.

Hartelius, Jonas. 2008. Narcoterrorism. New York: EastWest Institute.

81



Kosara Stevanovi¢, Development of Narco-terrorism through the Lenses of Morphogenetic Approach...

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

82

Henderson, James D. 2012. Victima de la Globalizacion: La Historia de Cémo el
Narcotrafico Destruy6 la Paz en Colombia. Bogota: Siglo del Hombre Editores.
Hutchinson, Asa. 2002. “International Drug Trafficking and Terrorism”. U.S
Department of State. https://2001-2009.state.gov/p/inl/rls/rm/9239.htm

Leech, Garry. 2011. The FARC: The Longest Insurgency. New York: Zed Books
Ltd.

Lupsha, Peter A. 1989. “Towards an Etiology of Drug Trafficking and Insurgent
Relations: The Phenomenon of Narco-Terrorism”. International Journal of Com-
parative and Applied Criminal Justice 13 (2): 61-75.

Maddaloni, Jon-Paul N. 2009. An Analysis of the FARC in Colombia: Breaking
the Frame of FM 3-24. Fort Leavenworth: United States Army Command and
General Staff College.

Makarenko, Tamara. 2004. “The crime—terror continuum: tracing the interplay
between transnational organised crime and terrorism”. Global crime 6 (1): 129—
145.

Miller, Abraham H. and Nicholas A. Damask. 1996. “The dual myths of “nar-

co - terrorism”: How myths drive policy”. Terrorism and Political Violence 8
(1): 114-131.

Norman, Susan V. 2018. “Narcotization as Security Dilemma: The FARC and
Drug Trade in Colombia”. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism 41 (8): 638—659.
Ortiz, Roman D. 2002. “Insurgent Strategies in the Post-Cold War: The Case of
the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia”. Studies in Conflict & Terrorism
25 (2): 127-143.

Porpora, Douglas V. 2011. “Critical terrorism studies: A political economic ap-
proach grounded in critical realism”. Critical Studies on Terrorism 4 (1): 39-55
Scott, Peter D., and Jonathan Marshall. 1998. Cocaine politics: Drugs, armies,
and the CIA in Central America. Berkeley: University of California Press.
Shelley, Louise I., and John T. Picarelli. 2005. “Methods and motives: Exploring
links between transnational organized crime and international terrorism”. Trends
in Organized Crime 9 (2): 52—67.

Spencer, David. 2011. “The evolution and implementation of FARC strategy:
Insights from its internal documents”. Security and Defense Studies Review 12
(1-2): 73-98.

Stepanova, Ekaterina. 2011. “Beyond “narcoterrorism’: Illicit drugs business and
terrorist tactics in armed conflicts”. In The Politics of Narcotic Drugs: A Survey ,
ed. Julia Buxton, 120-130. London: Routledge.

Tate, Winifred. 2001. “Paramilitaries in Colombia”. The Brown Journal of World
Affairs 8 (1): 163—175.



Culture of Polis, Year XVIII (2021), Issue 44, pp. 69-83

30.

31.

32.

33.

The Washington Office on Latin America [WOLA]. 2020. “Disarmament, De-
mobilization, and Reintegration”. Colombia Peace.
https://colombiapeace.org/disarmament-demobilization-and-reintegration.

UPI Archives. 1982. “Police station attacked near site of Peru prison break”. UP/
Archives. 18. december 2020. https://www.upi.com/Archives/1982/03/09/Police-
station-attacked-near-site-of-Peru-prison-break/2901384498000/

Velez, Maria A. 2001. “FARC-ELN: Evolucion y expansion territorial”. Revista
Desarrollo y Sociedad 47 (2001): 151-225.

Wardlaw, Grant. 1988. “Linkages between the illegal drugs traffic and terro-
rism”. Journal of Conflict Studies 8§ (3): 5-26.

83





