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Different resources, different conflicts? A framework for understanding the political economy of the armed conflict and crime in the regions of Colombia*



ANGELIKA RETTBERG, RALF J. LEITERITZ, CARLO NASI, AND JUAN DIEGO PRIETO


Introduction


ONE OF THE main concerns during the peace talks between the Colombian government and two guerrilla groups, the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) and the National Liberation Army (ELN) involved the sustainability of any agreement to disarm and support mass demobilization of combatants in a social and economic context in which there are multiple incentives for continued crime. The wide circulation of weapons, the existence of diverse criminal organizations, the persistence of drug trafficking and, especially, the availability of natural resources and economic activities which, for decades, have been integrated into the dynamics of looting and extortion practiced by armed groups, all create opportunities for the continuation of crime and violence, even after rebel groups lay down their arms. Taken as a whole, these factors comprise an enormous challenge in terms of setting the country on the path towards a sustainable peace which complements and leverages the advances which Colombia has been making in other fields.


The book investigates the sources of risk for Colombia’s post-conflict stage. It does so from the standpoint of the links, established for decades by now, between legal natural resources and the dynamics of armed conflict and crime in different regions.1 Its emphasis is intentionally different from the usual focus on drug trafficking — an illegal natural resource — as the factor which has fueled the war in Colombia (Angrist and Kugler 2008; Arias et al., 2014; and Holmes, Gutiérrez de Piñeres, and Curtin 2006) in order to explore the links between the war and Colombia’s key legal economic activities. The premise of this book is that Colombia is a country of regions, not only from a cultural or economic point of view, as is often maintained (Gutiérrez de Pineda, 1968; Zambrano, 1998; Banco de la República, 1952; Arango Cano, 1956; Meyer and Villar Borda, 2005), but also in terms of the varied forms and intensity of armed conflict and crime. Once disaggregated, national violence indicators yield great differences across regions and over time, suggesting that over the course of more than five decades, the Colombian war has been dynamic, reviving in some parts, weakening in others, and continually changing its forms of operation. This book argues that a look at the subnational level, which describes and analyzes the relationship between illegal resources and warfare in different regions, and identifies some of the factors which have shaped this relationship over time, will enable us to spot the critical points to which scholars and policymakers should direct their attention. Thus, they may be able to prevent the end of the armed conflict from unleashing or aggravating new forms of crime. In short, it is matter of finding lessons that will stop any peace agreement from becoming irrelevant in light of enduring criminal practices that go beyond armed confrontation. If natural resources have played a role in the onset or duration of the armed conflict, peacebuilding should necessarily deal with their impacts and legacies.
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Map 1. The regions and resources under study


Source: Map drawn by Paola Luna, Cartography Laboratory, Universidad de los Andes, based on information from the authors





The chapters which make up this book are guided by the following questions: What have been the regional realities of the relationship between legal resources and war in Colombia? What are some of the sources of variation across different regions in the relationship between legal resources and war which may be associated with the different dynamics of war? In addition to the strategic aspirations of the armed actors on a national level, in what way do the characteristics and productive processes of different resources influence their actions? Furthermore, to what extent does operating in a context of armed conflict affect the structures of those productive processes as well as the strategies employed by different actors? What mechanisms mediate the relationship between the chosen resources and the dynamics which the Colombian armed conflict adopts in its regional expressions? Why do some regions — and some resources — seem to have developed the ability to shield themselves from war dynamics? Are there protective factors in the extraction and production of some resources which weaken the link between resources and war, and if so, what is their nature?


To answer these questions the book presents detailed case studies of the production of bananas (in Urabá), coffee (in Caldas, Risaralda, and Quindío), coal (in La Guajira and Cesar), emeralds (in Boyacá), flowers (on the Savanna of Bogotá), gold (in Antioquia, Caldas, Chocó, Santander, Tolima, and Nariño) and oil (in Arauca, Casanare, Meta and the municipality of Barrancabermeja, Santander). None of these resources is a manufactured good: they are all primary goods. Their shares in the Colombian GDP and the total value of its exports differ (see table 1). They are produced or extracted in different regions of the country (see map 1) and the geographical scope of their production varies. Despite their many differences, these resources share a fundamental characteristic: they play a substantial role in the shaping of the regional economies. Therefore, they are useful cases for an approach to the questions we have set forth.2


In each case, we examine the (inter)relation between the dynamics of the Colombian armed conflict (our dependent variable) in terms of the type of actors present, different forms of violence (homicides, forced displacement, kidnappings, assaults, and extortion), and conflict intensity, on the one hand, and the characteristics of the process of extracting or producing the resource in question (our independent variable), on the other. Among the characteristics of these process, this book takes into account such aspects as the sector of the economy to which the resource belongs, the international price structure, its organizational characteristics and ownership structure, the source of capital (domestic or foreign) and the intensity and organization of the factors of production (land, labor, capital, and technology). It also considers the degree and type of regulation to which each resource is subject (whether government laws or self-imposed standards of good conduct) and included historical and contextual factors, like the extent to which production takes place in an enclave setting (Di John, 2006) or in areas of recent internal colonization. Links with other agricultural or extractive activities are also considered, along with their level of integration with local communities’ traditional economic practices. Finally, geographic factors such as the level of spatial concentration of the economic activity in question are considered — i.e., whether it is a so-called “point-source” or “diffuse” resource — as well as its distance from urban centers (Le Billon 2001). As intermediate or mediating variables, we include information about the presence and role of state institutions and the strategies of illegal armed groups. In all cases, we seek to provide information about both the internal organization and rules of the production or extraction process and the dynamic context (social, institutional, political, and economic) in which the interaction between the resources and the conflict takes place. This approach is based on the premise that context shapes actors’ preferences and strategies and allows for a better understanding of how illegal armed actors and those associated with resource extraction adapt and respond to the institutional incentives which the context offers them.


Depending on the resource under study and the corresponding configuration of the political economy of conflict in the different regions, we found that some explanatory factors were more important than (or replaced) others. Hence, the different chapters do not examine the abovementioned independent and intermediate variables in a uniform manner. The picture that emerges from this examination of the different resources is one of heterogeneity. In every case, it is not sufficient to look at the simple addition of explanatory variables, but one must also look at their particular combination in a given situation.


As a result of this approach, this study offers a much more complex account than other approaches to the resource-conflict relationship, especially those done on a national level, which often lead to the mistaken conclusion that the main cause of the incidence or relapse of armed conflict is the production of a specific resource (such as oil or illegal drugs), or the intrinsic characteristics of a given resource. Our study shows that, on a subnational level, there are many political economies of conflict, which are very different from each other and which are constituted by the interaction of multiple factors.


Through inductive process tracing, we obtained detailed portraits of the relationship between resources and war in the regions under study (Bennett and Checkel 2014; George and Bennett 2004). In turn, these within-case analyses served as units for comparative-historical analysis (Mahoney and Rueschemeyer 2003; Mahoney and Thelen 2015), which in turn enabled us to go beyond the particularities of each individual case and develop a broader analytical framework, presented in this chapter. We propose that the relationship between the resources under study and their revenues may be classified as one of three types: motivating (when seizing control of resource revenues is the main reason for explaining the presence of armed actors in the region); complementary (when control of a resource or its revenues is not the main reason for the presence of such actors, but the opportunity to obtain revenues from the resource leads to its involvement in the dynamics of the war); or one of isolation (when resources are kept distanced from or shielded from the dynamics of war).


The following section discusses the scholarly literature that addresses the research questions which guide this book. Next, we provide a summary of the case studies and present the analytical framework we developed to categorize them in terms of the relationship between resources and conflict that they exhibit. The chapter closes with a description of our methodological strategy, along with some clarifications about the data we employed for the analysis.


The scholarly literature


That armed and criminal organizations need to finance themselves and that their funding is often derived from the looting and control of natural resources in societies at war, is already part of the accepted consensus about the impact, duration, and transformation of internal armed conflicts (Ross 2003; Bannon and Collier 2003; Berdal and Malone 2000; Collier and Hoeffler 2004; Elbadawi and Sambanis 2002; Fearon 2005; Keen 1998).


Starting with Keen’s (1998) seminal work and his call to take the economic aims of violence into account — that is, the use of violence as a tool to reach economic goals — a vast literature has arisen in recent decades, which has helped to examine the relation between resources, armed conflicts, crime, and development. Complementing the studies which emphasize the political and cultural motivations of rebellions (ranging from classics like those of Galeano, 1971, or Gurr, 1970, to more recent ones like those of Boix, 2008, Kalyvas, 2007 and Gutiérrez Sanin, 2008), this trend has focused on the pragmatic factors in the founding of an irregular armed group. Collier (2000) succinctly summarizes the main conditions which facilitate the irruption of conflicts based on resources in certain countries: a strong dependence on primary commodity exports, an abundance of unemployed and poorly educated young men, and periods of economic decline. In short, this literature has suggested that such wars are about many more things than winning: “it is not only the rupture of a particular system, but a way to create an alternative system of profits, power and protection” (Keen 1998, 11). In contrast with other approaches, this literature held that wealth, rather than poverty, is an essential condition for the occurrence of rebellions.


Hence the widespread use of the notion of a “resource curse” (De Soysa 2000), or the idea that natural wealth becomes more of a burden than a blessing for poor countries, since it leads to political instability, looting, and corruption, instead of setting them on a sure path towards development. As a result of this research agenda, we now know more about the impact of natural resources on conflict dynamics. It is difficult to break up or change the relationship between resources and war, so that even after the end of conflicts, such countries have fewer prospects for developing functioning and effective rule of law (Haggard and Tiede 2014).


Mechanisms


Going beyond a confirmation of the link between resources and conflict, several scholars have tried to explain the mechanisms which underlie this connection. They have asked how such resources cause impacts on countries’ political stability and the emergence or maintenance of armed groups. One subject they have explored has to do with the kind of resources involved in conflicts. Le Billon (2001) and Ross (2004) introduced the concept of a resource’s “lootability.” Lootable resources are those, like diamonds, which can be easily distributed and transported, and combine a high value with a small size. By contrast, resources like timber, coal, and oil face high entry barriers in markets, either because their production requires high levels of capital and technology or because their profitability depends on a high sales volume.


Other key concepts from the literature include the financial and military feasibility of forming and maintaining an illegal armed group (Collier, Hoeffler and Rohner 2009), the extent to which a resource is “disruptible” or “obstructable” (which refers to armed actors’ ability to affect its production or distribution processes by attacking or capturing critical infrastructure), and a resource’s legality (which has to do with the existence of legal and institutionalized markets and international prices) (Ross 2003; Le Billon 2009).


In addition, it is important to consider whether extraction or production processes are labor- or capital-intensive (Dube and Vargas 2013; Di John 2006), as well as spatial factors. For instance, the geographer Philippe Le Billon (2001) suggested that proximity to urban centers (which offer better security and access to institutional services), as well as the distinction between “point-source” and “diffuse” resources, makes it possible to predict the vulnerability of resources to being involved in the dynamics of war. Di John (2006) added that high barriers to entry and whether the resources are produced in enclave settings may also explain variation in the resource-conflict nexus, since enclaves tend to deepen social conflicts which may be exploited by armed actors. Ross (2004, 35) found that “oil, nonfuel minerals, and drugs are causally linked to conflict, but legal agricultural commodities are not.” By contrast, Humphreys (2005) suggested that countries which depend on agricultural goods should be regarded as facing a greater risk of conflict and should therefore seek to diversify their economies.


Institutions


The institutional context has become a fundamental factor in explaining wars over resources. The weakness or incapacity of the state — or the absence of functioning institutions — has become a recurrent theme in explanations of why resources wind up becoming linked to political instability and corruption (Collier and Hoeffler 2005; Karl 1997). The absence of functioning state institutions — or their weakening in the course of an armed conflict — strengthens the looting of resources and allows illegal armed groups to avoid punishment, at the same time that it prevents such resources from being subject to long-term economic planning. The centrality of institutions does not necessarily imply that all of the highly institutionalized resources are better protected from war: some, like oil, benefit from sophisticated international and domestic legal and commercial infrastructures, but they nonetheless often turn into a source of rents for armed groups as well as corrupt actors (Dunning 2005; Karl 1997; Ross 2013, 2012, 2008, 2001; Bridge and Le Billon 2012).


Consequently, researchers have turned their attention to the characteristics which state and private-sector extractive institutions should have to strengthen their effectiveness at preventing links between resources and conflicts (Buhaug and Lujala 2005; Mähler, Shabafrouz and Strüver 2011; Lujala and Rustad 2011; Nichols, Lujala and Bruch 2011). Snyder (2006) suggests that the relationship between lootable resources and political institutions need not lead to disorder as long as state actors (and not only private ones) benefit from resource extraction (especially through taxation) and invest the revenues thus obtained in institutional strengthening. In addition, the ownership structure of a natural resource sector — that is, whether extraction or production is handled by public or private actors and the extent to which revenues enter the coffers of one or the other — plays a decisive role (Jones Luong and Weinthal 2001; Wegenast 2016). Nichols, Lujala, and Bruch (2011) and Clement (2010) propose the adoption of multilevel governance schemes to deal with the impact of power disparities, actors’ interdependence, and dissimilar perceptions of risk. A central theme of this literature is that if the natural resources are linked to the outbreak or continuance of war, their management and control will have to form an unavoidable part of the measures to end the confrontation or prevent their reemergence.


Limitations


After more than two decades of existence, the literature on resources and war has gone through important changes and revisions. Thus, for example, Keen (2012) has questioned several central proposals of the literature as seductive over-simplifications of much more complex realities. In fact, Keen argues that, by focusing its attention on greedy combatants, the literature has overlooked aspects like the responsibility of the international community or that of governments which evade scrutiny when internal conflicts emerge and endure over time. Furthermore, Berdal (2005) argued that the sharp distinction between greed and grievance set forth by Collier and his colleagues turned out to be noteworthy from the point of view of formulating public policies — due to its simplicity and apparently simple application to solutions in public policy (like increasing the military pressure against greedy organizations) — but problematic in terms of actual empirical evidence to support it. It is increasingly clear that armed conflicts mutate and that they vary in intensity over time which means that greed is only one of several factors which explain conflict dynamics.


Even after armed conflicts end, their consequences permeate the social, political, and economic institutions of affected countries. Consequently, the critics of the early literature on “greed” call for researchers to go beyond its reductionism, cultural blindness, and markedly ahistorical approach. In line with Arnson and Zartman (2005), and Ballentine and Sherman (2003), they propose a more nuanced and multi-causal approach to all of the factors (economic, political, and cultural) which may intervene in the emergence of a war and its prolongation and transformation. They remind us, for example, that looting as a tool of war has been documented at least since the Middle Ages and that the use of violence to obtain such resources is not limited to our own age (Berdal 2005). In short, all wars seem to have elements of greed and grievance.


Comparatively speaking, the world is a more peaceful place than it was several centuries ago (Pinker 2011; Hewitt, Wilkenfeld, and Gurr 2012). However, ongoing armed conflicts and wars as well as new ones that continue to arise still pose significant problems for scholars and for practitioners seeking to end them and address their future consequences (Ross 2013). Thus, after two decades of scholarly work, there is a consensus about the fact that rebellions of any kind need to be financially and militarily viable in order to survive (Collier, Hoeffler and Rohner 2009). Nevertheless, there are valid and profound criticisms of one-dimensional analyses of the causes of rebellions, and it remains crucial to study the diverse connections and implications of this relationship. The field of research has notably broadened. The following section outlines the pending agenda.


The pending agenda


Subnational variation


First, studies of the political economy of armed conflicts have tended to emphasize the national level of countries at war. But, as a growing body of literature has underscored (Hilgers and Macdonald 2017; Justino, Brück and Verwimp 2013; Rettberg 2010b, 2012; Ross, 2015; Snyder 2001), there are subnational phenomena which the national aggregation of information obscures or distorts. Specific regions often exhibit particular developments, interests, practices, and actors which allow for a sharper and more complex understanding of the history and reality of conflict on a national level. Hence, the national level may be regarded more as a geographic convention than the only pertinent unit of analysis (Libman 2010; Leiteritz, Nasi, and Rettberg 2009; Rettberg, Leiteritz, and Nasi 2011). Therefore, any subnational variation in countries at war — in terms of the intensity and forms of violence and also the resources which are linked to the war — provides a fertile field for academic research as well as for the formulation of public policies.


Resilience (or counterexamples)


Second, in favoring the relationship between particular resources and conflict, the literature has not sufficiently dealt with the problem of resources which do not ignite or prolong conflicts. It would seem that the link between resources and war is not automatic or necessary, nor is it irreversible when it does occur, and it is worth inquiring in more detail into the factors of protection or resilience which may either prevent or help break that link.


The relationship between various resources, the conflict, and crime


Third, the search for generalizable, one-dimensional relationships between resources and wars, mainly for methodological reasons, has worked against an adequate study of the simultaneous relations between different resources, on the one hand, and conflict and crime, on the other. Thus, the literature has not taken into account the broader context in which armed actors and criminals look for opportunity structures and respond to incentives produced not only by one resource but by several resources at the same time, and the way this may serve as a mechanism to attenuate, accentuate, or otherwise modify war dynamics. In practice, it would seem that the armed and criminal organizations develop what might be called resource portfolios (Rettberg and Ortiz-Riomalo 2016), in which the available resources are integrated, in an interchangeable way, into the dynamics of war, depending on factors such as price structures and the intensity of state coercion.


Institutional inertia as a factor of prevention or propulsion


Fourth, a subject which receives little attention in discussions about natural resources and their relationship with war has to do with institutional inertia and learning processes involving actors and institutions, which affects the links between resources and conflict. As occurs with any institution, path-dependence, or how one choice determines and limits future decisions, as opposed to the idea that individuals always have a complete repertoire of options (North 1990; Mahoney 2000; Pierson 2000), also applies to the links between resources and war. Insofar as actors and organizations act in contexts marked by institutional incentives, they adapt their strategies to those contexts and prefer certain courses of action to others. This acts both in favor and against the inertias of war, since path-dependence may act both as a protective or an aggravating factor.


Different conflicts and forms of crime about the same resource


Finally, the literature pays scant attention to the way in which resources are related to changing forms of illegality and crime. In fact, an important part of the recent interest in the subject of post-conflict crime and urban security (Moser and McIlwaine 2001; Muggah, 2009; Kunkeler and Peters 2011; Yassin 2008) may be traced to the realization that, when wars end, the continued circulation of weapons in combination with the acquired criminal expertise and the continued operation of illicit markets produce new forms of violence and crime (Paris 2004). This partly explains the difficulties which war-immersed countries face in reducing violence in a sustainable way and avoiding new cycles of violence (Rettberg 2012).


Relatedly, sudden price increases in the absence of institutional controls may have an impact on the production of some resources, leading, for example, to an increase in their informal exploitation. Such informality frequently attracts illegal actors who take advantage of regulatory gaps or producers’ vulnerability and impose their own operating licenses or taxation schemes. This relationship between market behavior, informality, and criminal activity — that is, the transformation of the links between resources, a particular armed conflict and crime over time — has not been analyzed thus far.


These clues are analyzed in each of the studies that make up this book. They also form part of the analytic framework presented below. The following section completes this review with a look at academic studies on the Colombian case.


The relationship between legal resources, illegal resources, and the Colombian armed conflict


First, a brief portrait


The Colombian conflict has been the longest internal armed conflict in the Western hemisphere. The main insurgent groups — the Fuerzas Armadas Revolucionarias de Colombia (FARC) and the Ejército de Liberación Nacional (ELN) — were founded in 1964 (Centro Nacional de Memoria Histórica 2013; Corporación Observatorio para la Paz, 2001; Ferro and Uribe, 2002; Medina, 1996; R. Ortiz, 2005; Pécaut, 2008; Pizarro 1991, 1996). Other insurgent, criminal, and parastate organizations were added to these groups over the years (Duncan 2006; Gutiérrez and Barón 2006; Rangel 2005; Reyes 1991; Romero 2003). All have been responsible for the loss of thousands of lives and for the grave impact the armed conflict has had on economic performance (Valencia 2006; Echeverry, Salazar and Navas 2001; Álvarez and Rettberg 2008; Santamaría, Rojas, and Hernández 2013) and Colombian institutions (Bouvier 2009; Restrepo et al. 2004; Centro Nacional de Memoria Histórica 2013; García Villegas and Revelo 2011; Garay Salamanca 2008; Nasi 2007; Orjuela 2000; Pizarro Leongómez 2004).


In contrast with civil wars in Central America, the Colombian conflict survived the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1991 and the subsequent loss of financial and ideological support for guerrilla groups and the governments they fought against from the Soviet Union and the United States, respectively, which led to the end of hostilities in other countries. Secondly, while the Colombian conflict was not of a secessionist nature, nor has it involved demands for local autonomy, it has shown regional particularities in terms of its intensity and the composition of warring parties (Oquist 1978). Thirdly, the different illegal armed actors developed significant economic dependence on the production and trafficking of illegal drugs and other resources much earlier than in many other conflicts, which enabled them to be more independent from foreign powers. As a result, they managed to enlarge their ranks by recruiting soldiers in the Colombian countryside (many of them minors) and developed an important offensive capacity.


Finally, during its long course, the Colombian armed conflict has gone through several changes. First, in addition to the original rebel organizations, some new groups emerged, and some of them disarmed later. Some returned to legality in the context of peace negotiations and new rules of the game. For example, the M-19, which emerged in the 1970s after an alleged electoral fraud, and the Movimiento Quintín Lame, which defended the cause of indigenous communities from the department of Cauca, demobilized in the context of the new Constitution of 1991 (Villarraga 2010). Another example are the paramilitary groups, which emerged in the 1980s, first as a response by large landowners and drug traffickers to attacks by guerrilla groups but later became independent of their sponsors and turned into counterinsurgent armies with their own territorial and expansionist agenda, more or less in coordination with their original founders and with different state agencies. These groups officially demobilized in the context of the 2005 Justice and Peace Law, a process which was facilitated and monitored by a delegation of the Organization of American States (MAPPOEA) (Restrepo and Bagley 2011).


In addition, the Colombian state has played different roles in the conflict, wavering between indifference and incapacity, and moving back and forth between an acceptance of claims that that violence had “objective” structural causes and a view of armed actors as strictly criminal. The past twenty years have witnessed the most dramatic changes in its attitude towards the armed conflict. After a number of important military setbacks in the countryside and cities during the Pastrana administration (1998-2002), it went on the defensive and promoted peace negotiations. When those failed, it chose an offensive strategy that included strengthening the military, which made it possible for the government to strike hard at the FARC, kill several of its main leaders, and prompt a significant increase in the desertion of individual guerrilla fighters (according to the Colombian Agency for Reintegration, 23,917 persons individually demobilized between 2003 and 2013; ACR, 2014).


Figure 1 illustrates the behavior of three basic indicators of violence in Colombia: homicides, forced displacements, and kidnappings. As that figure shows, 2002 marks an important turning point. Homicides in Colombia fell from 80 per 100,000 population in 1991 to 32 per 100,000 population in 2012. All of this, which has meant that the country has joined the group of middle-income economies that are most promising for investment (Financial Times, 2013; World Bank, 2013, 26), may be largely attributed to the active role played by the Colombian state. Notably, the strengthening of the state at first emphasized the military dimension, but it has also been reflected in improvements in education and health coverages (Barrera, Maldonado and Rodríguez 2012; Bernal and Gutiérrez 2012).
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Figure 1. Yearly rates of homicides, kidnappings, and forced displacements in Colombia, 1990-2014


Source: Prepared by the authors based on data from the Observatorio del Programa Presidencial de Derechos Humanos y Derecho Internacional Humanitario (2014), the Unidad para la Atención y Reparación Integral a las Víctimas (2016) and the Departmento Administrativo Nacional de Estadística (2014b).





In addition, for decades Colombia has also been impacted by various kinds of common delinquency and crime which have added to the violence of war. According to Villa et al. (2013), in the period from 1988 to 2008, 12% of homicides, on average, were attributable to the armed conflict, while the rest were attributable to phenomena that ranged from drunken brawls to automobile accidents. The links between armed activities with political agendas and those devoid of political purposes have varied in intensity, but it has been a cross phenomenon. This is reflected, for example, in the thriving legal and illegal weapons markets (according to the Ministry of Defense, one out of 300 Colombians owns firearms, see El Tiempo, 2014), in which armed actors and criminals of different kinds are involved and have established alliances for getting and distributing armament. It is also reflected in the phenomenon of urban crime, which, like the armed conflict, nourishes itself on unemployed youth and is linked to illicit markets.


Finally, the porous borders between crime and armed activities, which reveal the tensions between coexistence and collaboration, are also seen in the emergence of what are variously known as criminal bands or gangs (Bacrim) or organized armed groups (GAO), which operate in 149 municipalities of 22 departments of Colombia, which is the equivalent of 13% of the municipalities of the country (Indepaz 2016). As heirs of earlier paramilitary structures, these groups have taken over several of the illicit markets which operate throughout the country’s regions, following the dismantling of the paramilitary forces in the mid-2000s and the demobilization of the FARC in 2016. In their ranks, new, former, and reconverted combatants coexist, since they have absorbed deserters and those who abandoned demobilization from all groups and ideological orientations, just as they have recruited new members, taking a pragmatic advantage of the criminal expertise acquired during the conflict. The dividing line between armed organizations and merely criminal ones is real but porous, and is a warning of the likelihood of future mutations in the course of Colombian crime and violence, even in the absence of the illegal armed groups that are currently active.


The political economy of the Colombian armed conflict


The Colombian armed conflict has nourished a rich scholarly literature (Blair 2012; Rettberg 2010). Decades of political and social violence have made Colombia a privileged setting for the study of armed conflict, insecurity and crime. In particular, the studies of La Violencia, as the period between 1948 and 1952 is known, during which Colombia was in the grip of a profound partisan clash (Guzmán, Fals Borda, and Umaña 1962), led to the development of an important body of scientific studies. Between 1990 and 2007 alone, more than 700 articles and books about violence in Colombia were published (Peñaranda 2007). Emblematic works in this bibliography include those of Sánchez (1985) and Sánchez and Peñaranda (2007), which hold that the armed conflict cannot be regarded merely as an ephemeral political moment, but must be viewed as “a structural element in the political and social evolution of the country”; that of Pécaut (1987), who depicts the paradoxical coexistence of order and violence in the country’s history; and the Commission on the Study of Violence (Comisión de Estudios sobre la Violencia; Sánchez et al. 1987), which analyzes the relationship between the armed conflict and the flaws of the Colombian democratic regime.


Echoing what other authors had already argued about the period of La Violencia — that it had different expressions in different regions, some of which were nearly driven into anarchy, while others remained virtually untouched3 — González, Bolívar, and Vásquez (2003) found that the armed conflict also exhibits variation related to macro (or national) factors, meso (or regional) factors, and micro factors (at the level of municipalities and rural localities). The differentiated presence of state institutions across territory leads these authors to conclude that a fundamental aspect of the Colombian case is the existence of regionally specific manifestations of the armed conflict. The authors thus corroborate previous studies by the Research and Popular Education Center (CINEP) which hold that Colombia is a country of regions (Zambrano 1998). More recently, the work of the Center for Historical Memory added to that diagnosis: its various reports detail the existence of different regional “orders” or sets of social, economic, and political rules (Centro Nacional de Memoria Histórica 2013).4 The Colombian Observatory for Integral Development, Citizens Coexistence, and Institutional Strengthening (Odecofi) has likewise undertaken important studies of the social configuration of the territory, initiatives for development, peace, and civility, and the relation between power, citizenship, and civility in several Colombian regions (García and Aramburo 2011; González 2008 2014; González et al. 2012, 2014; Vásquez, Vargas, and Restrepo 2011). In general, for those who have adopted a regionally focused approach, it is clear that conflict intensity, armed actors’ strategies, and the forms and scope of victimization processes display significant regional and temporal variation.


The armed conflict and drug trafficking


Since the 1980s, there have been countless studies documenting and denouncing the role of illicit drugs in the political economy of the Colombian armed conflict — specifically, the growing and trafficking of coca and poppy plants, the raw materials for cocaine and heroin, respectively. There is a general consensus that, along the length and breadth of the production chain, illegal actors have participated in the business of illegal drugs, from the growing of coca leaves and the collection of “taxes” from the small farmers who grow them, to the distribution of cocaine in illicit international markets. Therefore, the study of the distorting effects of drug trafficking on the Colombian economy (Caballero and Junguito 1978; Thoumi 1995, 1993; Urrutia 1990; Steiner and Corchuelo 2000; Reina 1996; Sarmiento 1990); the country’s culture and society (Camacho 1992, 1989; Rincón 2009; Fernández Andrade 2002; Mejía Quintana 2010a 2010b); its politics (Rangel 2005; Orjuela 1990; Thoumi 1999; Sánchez García 2011; Camacho 2011; Melo 1998); and criminal dynamics (Guzmán 1999; Rubio 1999; Sánchez and Núñez 2001) have been supplemented by analyses of the relationship between drug trafficking and the armed conflict (Angrist and Kugler 2008; Bagley 2001; Camacho 2006; Echandía 2001; Holmes, Gutiérrez de Piñeres and Curtin 2006; IEPRI 2006; López 2008; Mejía and Gaviria 2011; Mejía and Restrepo 2013; Pardo 2000; Rangel 2005; Sánchez and Díaz 2004; Sánchez 2007). This literature is marked by an ongoing discussion of the extent to which armed actors depend on drug trafficking and how it has shaped their political agendas. But few now question the idea that illicit crops and drug trafficking have strongly fueled the armed conflict and crime in Colombia (Arias et al. 2014; IEPRI 2006). Mejía and Rico (2010), for example, calculate that the revenues which the illegal armed groups received from drug trafficking in 2008 amounted to nearly 2.5% of the country’s GDP. As a result, central concepts of the relationship between drugs and warfare in Colombia, the literature on the political economy of armed conflicts — like lootability and greed — and the search for links between resources and war have become important referents in the study of the Colombian conflict (Gutiérrez 2004, 2008; Nasi and Rettberg 2006; IEPRI 2006).


At the same time, the emphasis on the importance of drug trafficking — a single resource — in financing armed actors has been detrimental to knowledge production about other illegal markets and their relationship with the Colombian conflict. While the literature and public debates continue to be dominated by this emphasis on drug trafficking as the main source of funding for the armed actors, a nascent synthesis between the regional focus on the Colombian armed conflict and a look at the relationship between resources and war has underlined the importance of de-narcotizing the research agenda while also offering new analytical approaches. Thus, Massé and Camargo (2012) analyze the relation between armed actors and the extractive sector; Rettberg, Leiteritz, and Nasi (2011) present a panoramic view of the relation between resources and the war in different regions; Dube and Vargas (2013) analyze the relationship between price shocks and violence in the coffee-growing and oil regions; Idrobo, Mejía, and Tribín (2014) assess the impact of illegal gold mining on the conflict; and Rettberg (2010, 2012) and Giraldo and Muñoz (2012) analyze the dynamics of the conflict in the coffee-growing zone and the connections between gold, timber, and crime in Antioquia, respectively. Taken as a whole, these studies support Klare’s idea (2002, 215) that in the contemporary geography of wars, the concentration of resources, rather than political borders, are the decisive feature.


This book does not set out to challenge the important role which drug trafficking has played in the continuation and transformations of the Colombian armed conflict. However, we deliberately choose to focus on the legal resources which dominate certain regional economies, building on the growing trend of studies of regional political economies. Thus, we seek to emphasize that a consideration of illicit resources on their own yields an incomplete picture of the complex dynamics of the criminal political economy which has arisen under the umbrella of the armed conflict and has developed autonomous capacities which may jeopardize the stability of a definitive post-conflict transition.


The cases studied in this book


In the choice of the cases studied in this book we follow the indications of the literature on the subject, focusing on resources from the extractive sector (coal, emeralds, ferronickel, gold, and oil), as well as the agricultural sector (bananas, coffee, and flowers). We took into account the importance of including both the major contributors to the country’s revenues, like oil and coal, as well as resources that play an important role in the incomes of their respective regions, like emeralds. Most of the resources under study are strongly linked to the external sector (with coal and oil dominating Colombian exports), which enables us to consider the impact of the performance of international prices on local dynamics. Figures 2, 3 and 4 and table 1 present comparative information about the share of the different resources in Colombia’s GDP and exports (more detailed information about each resource will be found in the respective chapters). Some resources, like gold, coal, and oil, crucially depend on foreign investment, expertise, and external technology. Others, like bananas, coffee, emeralds, and flowers, continue to be largely under the control of Colombian owners. As a whole, the case studies offer a broad view which is unprecedented in its variety and detail and structured around the same analytical approach.
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Figure 2. Contribution to Colombian gross domestic product (GDP) of different economic activities (percentage), 2000-2015


Source: Prepared by the authors based on data from the Banco de la República, 2016b
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Figure 3. Selected resources as a percentage of total Colombian exports, 1970-2015


Source: Prepared by authors based on data from the Banco de la República, 2016a
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Figure 4. Selected resources (excluding coffee and oil) as a percentage of total Colombian exports, 1970-2015


Source: Prepared by authors based on data from the Banco de la República, 2016a







Table 1. Selected resources as a percentage of total Colombian exports, 1970-2015


[image: image]


Source: Prepared by authors on the basis of data of the Banco de la República, 2016a





In terms of their geographic spread, some resources, such as emeralds, flowers, and ferronickel, are concentrated in a few municipalities (see map 1). The production and distribution of others, like coffee and oil, extend throughout the length and breadth of the country. The resources also vary in terms of their history and presence in Colombia. The mining of gold (and emeralds) was the main driving force of the Spanish conquest for several centuries and picked up again in recent years with the rise of international prices. Coffee dominated Colombian exports for decades and its positive imaginary still permeates the producer regions as well as the advertising campaigns seeking to promote a positive image of the country abroad. Bananas have also been grown in northern Colombia for several decades and are strongly rooted in the political and social history of the producer regions. By contrast, the production of coal, flowers, and ferronickel has lasted for a shorter time.


In the case of oil, its links with the armed conflict, in the form of the looting of royalties and the use of pressuring tactics like the dynamiting of pipelines, are well known (Le Billon 2012). The case of coal is less documented but similar. Some studies have begun to document armed actors’ attacks on infrastructure and the capture of royalty funds by armed actors. Likewise, the wars amongst emerald producers (known as the “green wars”) have attracted the attention of the media. More recently, the death of the biggest owner of the emerald mines — who had managed to keep the competition among mine owners under control and drive the guerrilla forces out of the productive zones — highlighted the fragility of the situation of public order in the Colombian emerald zone. The “banana massacre” of 1928 — as historians have referred to the violent way in which a strike by union activists in Magdalena was repressed by state forces (Bucheli 2005) — as well as the massacres in the banana zone of Urabá in the 1980s caused concerns about the Colombian regions that produce that fruit. Recently, the increase in gold prices unleashed a violent competition in gold mining, which led the former director of the Colombian National Police, Óscar Naranjo, to say that it could have more devastating effects than drug trafficking itself (Rettberg and Ortiz-Riomalo 2016; Giraldo and Muñoz 2012; Idrobo, Mejía and Tribín 2014). In the case of other resources, such as ferronickel and flowers, the links are less well known and different. In the case of ferronickel, for example, there has been more controversy about alleged irregularities and privileges in the awarding of the contract to the company responsible for its extraction than the silent way in which armed actors have co-opted the royalties derived from the mines. In the case of flowers, as we shall see, there is no evidence that contacts with the armed actors go beyond the generalized phenomenon of extortion, moderated by the geographic closeness of flower growers to the main cities of Medellín and Bogotá.


Independently of their differences, the resources covered in this book share a fundamental characteristic, which was the main criterion for having chosen them: they dominate and shape the regional economies in which they are produced. Therefore, they are suitable for an examination of their links with the regional dynamics of the Colombian armed conflict.


A note on methodology: mechanisms more than variables


The research presented here faced many methodological challenges. One of the main ones was to establish a dialogue with a literature that relies on a rational-choice approach based on the use of econometric methods and large comparative datasets obtained from different armed conflicts around the world. From that literature, we derived several of our hypotheses and concepts. However, two reasons led us to choose a mostly qualitative approach. One was the uneven quality of the economic and organizational data on each of the resources under study. With the exception of coffee and oil, which have historically had a large share in national revenues, the resources suffer from serious information deficits, which complicates their study. As a consequence, those two resources have received more attention in the existing literature, while the others have remained outside of academic research. In that regard, the most difficult case was that of emeralds, where there are barely some rough estimates of production, since it is a mostly informal, street-type market about which there is very little documentation.


For another thing, we chose a qualitative methodological strategy not only because a quantitative approach was not possible, but also because a qualitative one was preferable: our research questions and the fact that we were more interested in understanding processes required detailed, empirically rich, and in-depth studies in order to unveil dense contexts and complex mechanisms. We were more interested in identifying and analyzing causal mechanisms rather than correlations between variables (Goertz and Mahoney 2012). We made field visits to all of the studied regions, during which we interviewed many political, social, and economic actors. Our interviewees also included former combatants and leaders of demobilized armed organizations. Altogether, we held more than 250 semi-structured interviews. Likewise, we organized four workshops for regional studies (in Bogotá, Bucaramanga, Medellín, and Tunja), to which we invited the main actors in order to learn about their views and opinions, as well as different academic experts and government officials. Each of the one-day workshops was attended by an average of 25 people, whose status as experts (due to their experience or occupation) enriched our investigation. On the basis of these visits, interviews, and meetings, many of which were attended by all the members of the research team whether “our” resource was the center of attention or not, we created dense, multifaceted pictures which helped us to construct the cases which are presented here. For every case, these data were complemented with a review of official statistics, judicial files, reports by control agencies and other organizations, and material from the press and any available secondary literature.


Our leaning in favor of regional stories or preference for subnational units of analysis, protects our study — and the study of the Colombian armed conflict in general — from what Rokkan (1970) once called the “whole-nation bias” (cited in Snyder 2001), in reference to the dominating trend among comparative scholars who relied on aggregate national-level data even when studying countries with considerable internal heterogeneity. In addition, as has been shown above and will be made clear in the course of this book, “[t]he use of subnational units is an especially effective strategy for increasing the number of observations and thus mitigating the problem of ‘many variables, small N’” (Snyder 2001 94).


Thus, we believe that this study enables a dialogue between methodological approaches that are different but arguably complementary (Goertz and Mahoney 2012). On the one hand, our research offers a qualitative complement to a mostly quantitative literature, thus offering new insights and answers. On the other, it acknowledges the heterogeneity of the Colombian armed conflict, without losing sight of national dimensions and agendas. This implies that, in the same national context, the number of observations is increased and the understanding of the evolution and configuration of different paths in the relation between resources and a war is enriched. Therefore, ours is not a story which calls simply for regional particularism as the basis of the formulation of public policies, but a way to enrich the understanding of the multiple and complex challenges which emerge from regional realities.


Naturally, our methodological choice implies a cost. We lose a certain possibility for generalization about an empirical phenomenon that spans beyond national frontiers. Nor do we offer a general theory about the link between natural resources and the armed conflict. Rather, we present a list of factors which are intrinsic to the resources and to the context in which their extraction takes place in order to understand the link between resources and the dynamics of the conflict on a local level. We also confronted difficult realities related to the context of our investigation, such as the busy schedules of key actors with whom we were not able to talk or situations of insecurity which prevented us from gaining access to zones we would have liked to include in our observations. Only in a few cases were we able to fully include the views and versions of the armed actors themselves, who might have been able to confirm or complement our narratives. Finally, as social researchers, we always run the risk of the “social desirability bias”, that is, when the people we speak to tell us what they think we want to hear and observe, or what they want to tell us. To counteract this risk, we also resorted to multiple informants and different kinds of evidence in order to triangulate the information. Despite these limitations, our results amount to an important contribution to the creation of an advanced picture of the Colombian armed conflict and its interaction with different resources in recent decades.


An analytical model to understand the relationship between legal resources, conflict, and crime in Colombia


We have already described the major differences and similarities between our cases, which are described in detail in each of the chapters that make up this book. In this section, we present an analytical model which refers to the links between resources, the armed conflict, and crime. Our intention is to provide researchers with a menu of options about the factors which relate natural resources to armed conflicts (see Figure 5). We believe that the list of factors is sufficiently exhaustive to cover all the cases analyzed in this book. However, we do not offer a general conclusion about how each factor explains the general relationship between resources and a conflict beyond each case. That is, not all the factors we mention will be decisive for every resource. The list of these factors has thus a heuristic purpose, as a guide for future investigations.


We propose that, depending on the characteristics of different resources, the relationship between them and the dynamics of the armed conflict may be motivating (when seizing control of resource revenues is the main reason for explaining the local presence of armed actors or the occurrence of clashes between them); complementary (when control of a resource or its revenues is not the main reason for the presence of such actors, but its simultaneous existence with other resources involves it in the dynamics of war); and one of isolation (when the resources are not involved in the dynamics of war). These three types of subnational relationship occur in a national context characterized by a weak state, the differentiated presence of drug trafficking, and the existence of strategies of a national scope on the part of the armed actors (see Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Relationship types between licit resources and armed conflict in Colombian regions


Source: Prepared by the authors





The motivating link between resources and war


In the case of a motivating relationship between a resource and the war, the main reason for armed actors to be present in a given region is the direct looting of the available resource (for example, taxing and administering gold mines) or its indirect looting (extorting the owners, local governments, and campesinos). One of the ways to determine whether the resource is the main motivation of the armed presence is that the manifestations of violence are mainly associated with opportunities afforded by the productive and extractive process and with the competition among armed actors for its control. In the absence of the resource (and barring other motivations, like a region’s strategic importance), the armed actors would not have a presence in the zone.


The cases of oil (chapter 4, by Angelika Rettberg and Juan Diego Prieto) and gold (chapter 8, by Angelika Rettberg, Juan Camilo Cárdenas and Juan Felipe Ortiz-Riomalo) illustrate this situation. In those cases, the presence of armed actors may be attributed to their interest in controlling and distributing the wealth deriving from the resource. In the case of gold, zones which have been traditionally devoted to the extraction of this resource in Chocó and Nariño witnessed a rise in the price of gold under the international financial crisis, which boosted the prospects for profits for armed actors and their ensuing willingness to engage in a competition over gold mining regions. Finally, the case of oil is one of the most emblematic cases and one of the most widely studied in terms of the relationship between resources and war, both in Colombia and beyond. In such case, as with that of bananas, the looting does not directly involve the physical resource: the main occurence is not the theft and sale of a product, since scale and technology are deterring barriers. Instead — as has been clearly shown in the regions of Arauca and Casanare — illegal armed actors developed a sophisticated system to divert oil rents in producer departments and municipalities through the control of political parties, local governments and civil society entities, the use of selective coercion, and the use of different forms of extortion.


The motivating link between resources and war corresponds to the typical example found in the emerging conclusions and hypotheses of the literature on the political economy of armed conflicts discussed above: in contexts of institutional weakness, structures of opportunities for the looting of resources appear. Consequently, the armed presence coincides with zones which have a great wealth of resources and opportunities to loot them. External factors such as variation in international markets (which makes resources more or less lucrative), or domestic factors like the presence of state forces in productive zones (which heightens the risk involved in looting), may explain movements and changes in the activity of armed groups.


The complementary link between resources and war


In this version of the link between a resource and war, the illegal actors loot the resource and its associated wealth, but it is not their main motivation for having a presence in a given region, in which they have other interests beyond the resource. These interests may be of a strategic nature (the location of the region in a corridor which is essential for the mobilization of arms, people, or supplies, or near strategic objectives such as cities or towns or geographic features such as rivers and mountain ranges). They may also be related to the presence of another resource from which they profit (for example, illicit crops). In the same way that corporate actors diversify their economic activities horizontally in order to hedge their risks and maximize their profits in this version of the link between a resource and war, armed actors capitalize on the opportunities afforded by weak institutional contexts to make their sources of revenues more flexible and consolidated. This suggests that it may not be analytically convenient to make a strict separation between resources when it comes to understanding the configuration of actors and the dynamics of the armed conflict and crime, since they interact and may be mutually dependent. Resources like ferronickel (chapter 6, by Alexandra Bernal), bananas (chapter 3, by Carlo Nasi), coal (chapter 5, by Daniel Quiroga), and in some regions, gold (chapter 8, by Angelika Rettberg, Juan Camilo Cárdenas and Juan Felipe Ortiz Riomalo) and oil (chapter 4, by Angelika Rettberg and Juan Diego Prieto) belong to this category.


In the case of ferronickel, armed actors have made their presence felt in the municipality of Montelíbano (Córdoba), due to its location in a zone where they exercise territorial control (the Nudo de Paramillo, where there is a presence of paramilitary groups and illegal crops). However, once there, they have found ways to loot the royalties associated with ferronickel through connections with the region’s political elite, which controls the distribution of royalties derived from the resource (in the form of contracts for public health services), following the example of oil. Thus, even though it cannot be said that ferronickel explains the presence of armed actors, the wealth derived from its production helps to prolong the conflict through the partial financing of armed actors in the region.


In the case of the banana zone of Urabá (see map 1), extortion of plantation owners by armed groups has been but one of several factors (among them are its proximity to the Panama border, conflicts over land titles, and the historical role of the region as a strategic rearguard for rebel groups) which explain the presence of guerrilla and paramilitary forces. Nevertheless, the presence of armed actors and a large part of the violence of the 1980s and early 1990s can be ascribed to the competition for control of the wealth generated by the banana industry. This included competition for the organization of the production process — including the existence and structure of banana workers’ unions — as well as systematic attempts to divert resources towards the coffers of illegal actors through kidnapping and extortion of large landowners and plantation owners.


In the case of coal, in the departments of Cesar and La Guajira, the situation is similar to that of oil, but it has been less studied. While coal has not been the main cause of the presence of armed actors — other factors such as drug trafficking and smuggling have been decisive — here, too, resources from coal mining are diverted towards armed actors by means of selective blackmail, backed by the sabotage of the coal production infrastructure, speculation in land prices, and the looting of coal royalties administered by regional and local authorities. The history of gold in the south of the country presents a similar story, insofar as the links between the resource and armed activities emerged as a complement to the revenues initially derived from other resources found in the region. Thus, the production of gold — an activity with deep historical roots in the zone — only forged links with armed actors when illicit crops spread to the region from the 1990s onwards. The links range from the shifting of labor from illicit crops to gold mines — when military persecution of armed actors and aerial fumigation strengthened the pressure on coca crops — to taking a share of the profits of the mines by collecting a tax on the entry and use of machinery. Something similar occurs with oil in Meta, where the presence of guerrilla, paramilitary, and criminal structures preceded the oil boom. While all of those actors have taken advantage of their territorial control in that region to extort companies and contractors, oil has been a secondary source of revenues compared to illicit crops and drug trafficking routes.


Isolation


A third possibility for the link between resources and the conflict has to do with what we called “resilience”: the possibility that, in a national context characterized by an armed conflict and extensive crime, there are resources which remain relatively isolated from the dynamics of the war, in the sense that they are not systematically looted by the illegal armed actors. This implies the possibility (which has been insufficiently considered in the existing literature), that in the face of a national context of state weakness and rampant crime, there are not only heterogeneous regional realities but even institutional arrangements which make certain resources more resistant to the dynamics of war than others. In short, some of the resources included here would suggest that the spiral of violence which characterizes such resources may not only be halted, but also prevented and even turned around.


Three of the cases analyzed in this book support this idea: coffee (chapter 2, by Angelika Rettberg), emeralds (chapter 7, by Ralf J. Lieteritz and Manuel Eduardo Riaño) and flowers (chapter 3, by Carlo Nasi). In those three cases, different protective factors have kept the resources from being permeated or co-opted by illegal armed actors. In the case of coffee, two related factors were effective in preventing the social and economic collapse of the coffee-growing zone when a drastic change in the international price regime reduced incomes in the sector: a vast and comprehensive institutional framework devoted to the regulation of the coffee value chain from bean to cup, and the preeminence of a structure of small and medium-sized landowners. Coffee was not immune to economic decline, but given its locale in zones which are strategic and suitable for illegal crops, only the abovementioned factors explain why the difficulties unleashed by the coffee crisis in the 1990s have not been worse. In the case of flowers, the geographic proximity of the crops to important urban centers and an institutional structure tied to the international market may explain why it was less affected by the armed conflict. Likewise, the mostly female composition of the work force — there are studies which show that women are less likely to be involved in armed actions and clandestine activities (Lara 2000; Herrera and Porch 2008) — added to the fact that those women are single mothers with strong incentives for not risking their sources of income, may serve as an explanation for why the flower industry seems to have managed to remain immune to the violent dynamics which burden other resources. In the case of emeralds, the factor of protection against the penetration of armed actors was not a “virtuous” one, like its institutional nature or closeness to urban centers. In contrast with the cases of coffee and flowers, the firm and — when necessary — violent control exercised by mine owners (patrones), interwoven with family and business links, forms a special scheme of regional governance, tacitly endorsed by the armed forces. This scheme was able to stop illegal armed actors from remaining in the emerald zone.


The three cases underline the importance of identifying those factors which (1) prevent or cushion the impact of the conflict in regions dominated by a given resource; (2) may be a function of the context and the productive structure of the resource; and (3) may have virtuous or less virtuous origins (as in Snyder 2006), and which act as sources of resilience.


Despite failing to offer a general theory about the link between natural resources and the conflict based on causal relations between variables, and independently of the temporal and spatial context, we can set forth some more specific proposals or hypotheses. High levels of intensity in the armed conflict are related to the following characteristics of the resources themselves and the context of their production: a weak institutional structure; a peripheral geographic location; a male labor force; uncertain property rights; a lenient regulatory framework; sudden international price shocks; the preexistence of illegal armed groups; and the historical presence of drug trafficking.


Table 2 classifies the studied resources in accordance with the corresponding link. This classification underscores that (1) legal resources may be linked with the dynamics of the conflict in many ways; 2) there may be relationships between different resources; 3) there may be intra-resource variation; and (4) there are also resources which have resisted being permeated by the armed actors.




Table 2. Links between resources, the armed conflict and criminality


















	

	Motivating

	Complementary

	Isolated






	Bananas (chap. 3, C. Nasi)

	 

	•

	 






	Coffee (chap. 2, A. Rettberg)

	 

	 

	•






	Coal (chap. 5, D. Quiroga)

	•

	•

	 






	Emeralds (chap. 7, R.J. Leiteritz/M.E. Riaño)

	 

	 

	•






	Ferronickel (chap. 6, A. Bernal)

	 

	•

	 






	Flowers (chap. 3, C. Nasi)

	 

	 

	•






	Gold (chap. 8, A. Rettberg/J.C. Cárdenas/J.F. Ortiz-Riomalo)

	•

	•

	 






	Oil (chap. 4, A. Rettberg/J.D. Prieto)

	•

	•

	 







Source: prepared by the authors





To summarize


The resources included here broaden our perspective of the links between resources and war in many ways, and address several gaps in the academic literature on the subject. First, the unit of analysis — the subnational level — shows that the studies of armed conflicts which do not go beyond the national level may be missing an important part of the history and dynamics of internal conflicts. The cases included in this book, some of which discuss resources never before analyzed, underscore this finding from the standpoint of the legal resources which dominate subnational economies. The relationship between resources and war, according to the cases included here, is multifaceted and dynamic and may adopt at least three forms: motivating, complementary and isolation.


Second, these distinctions also enable one to suggest that it is not analytically convenient to make a strict separation between resources when it comes to understanding the configuration of actors and the dynamics of armed conflict and crime, since the resources interact and may be mutually dependent. Not only in the case of drug trafficking but also when it comes to other resources, this book shows that an approach that recognizes the extent to which resources are interchangeable and complementary in establishing opportunity structures for the financing of illegal armed actors turns out to be more suitable for drawing an accurate picture of the complexity of the many, superposed links between resources and war in Colombia.


Third, this approach shows that there may be evidence of regional variation not only between resources but within the same resource (as in the cases of gold and oil). This suggests that when the national context and the market conditions of a given resource remain constant, factors related to the institutional baggage of certain regions allow for the development of different links, even for the same resource. Instead of calling for an infinite disaggregation of units of analysis, this finding should lead to the characterization of those institutional factors which turn the existence and extraction or production of a resource into a source of opportunities for illegal activities.


Fourth, this book vindicates the importance of de-narcotizing and broadening the research agenda on the political economy of the Colombian armed conflict. It is necessary to reiterate that, beyond and in addition to drug trafficking, legal resources linked to the Colombian formal economy have been deeply penetrated by armed actors and have become important sources for the financing of armed conflict and criminal activity.


Fifth, we show that there are resources which, in a national context of generalized conflict, remain immune to the actions of armed actors. Once again, this implies that the subnational approach makes an important contribution to studies of the political economy of armed conflicts. Even more important, it suggests that the relationship between resources and war is not necessary but contingent.


Finally, our investigations highlight the central place which institutions have in determining the link between resources, conflict, and crime, as well as the specific content of that relationship. From the local to the national level, and in the realm of resource production or extraction, as well as the surrounding political, social, and economic contexts, institutions — or the ways in which the relations of production and governance are organized in the regions under study — are fundamental in either the development or prevention of links between resources and war.


Based on these findings, our study yields several questions and hypotheses which future investigations will have to examine. For a broader generalization of the results, it would be important to apply our scheme to other cases, both in Colombia and beyond. A first line of inquiry would deal with the usefulness of our analytical framework in other contexts and countries. How useful does our subnational focus for revealing the dynamics of conflict and crime in other countries and regions of the world prove to be? To what extent are the three types of links between resources and war (motivating, complementary, and isolation) — and their implications for the interdependence among resources and intra-resource variation —able to “travel” to other countries and describe their conflicts?


Secondly, our findings point to the need for viewing the subnational relationships between resources, conflict, and crime with more caution. What conditions and combinations are more likely to prolong conflict and crime, and what are those which would most easily and rapidly allow for addressing opportunity structures for criminal behavior? Is it possible to make a detailed list of the resources and the regional combinations of resources which are most vulnerable to the dynamics of a war?


Thirdly, corollaries to studies like this one should aim to achieve greater historical depth, and to broaden the studied cases and evidence, for example, with the use of complementary sources and data, or different disciplinary approaches in order to consolidate our findings and make them more robust.


Public policy implications


Far from adopting the colloquial reference to “cursed” resources (De Soysa 2000), the studies that make up this book illustrate instead that the contexts (historical, institutional, political, social, and economic) in which given resources are extracted, produced and sold create the opportunities and incentives that give rise to connections between resources and war. Therefore, we have called for substantially refining the study of the relationship between resources and war. Our study offers several public policy recommendations with which we conclude this introductory chapter.


First, our remarks on legal resources and how they are interwoven with the subnational dynamics of the armed conflict in Colombia should call attention to the way in which, going beyond drug trafficking, different economic activities have been related to the armed conflict. This calls for “de-narcotizing” the public debate on the political economy of armed conflict and crime as well as the repertoire of state and international responses to it.


Second, our findings point to the importance of considering the high probability that the links between resources, conflict and crime may continue beyond the end of the armed conflict, since they are deeply rooted in the Colombian society and economy. Even after the end of the confrontation involving illegal armed groups, the infrastructure of opportunities and lessons learnt about the different forms of looting the wealth derived from natural resources in different regions of Colombia will still be standing. This poses serious challenges and risks for the stability and sustainability of any peace agreement, as well as for the implementation of commitments in terms of ex-combatant reintegration and community development in regions impacted by the war.


Third, insofar as studies of the subject call attention to the regionally specific manner in which resources are linked to the war, our research calls for taking these regional realities seriously in the formulation of public policies for overcoming and preventing conflict and crime. Depending on the legal and illegal resources present in a given subnational economy, policymakers will be able to assess and perhaps predict the type of relationships that are likely to emerge between resources and local dynamics of conflict and crime.


Finally, this book documents the fact that, in the face of a national context of generalized conflict, some resources remain immune to the actions of the armed actors. This holds an important lesson for public policy, since it will discourage the apocalyptic visions which arise upon discoveries of new resources or unexpected profits in the international market. This study suggests that different factors — such as a well-tailored and effectively operational institutional framework for production or extraction — may act as buffer mechanisms. Identifying the best ways to promote the development of these kinds of conditions is thus a critical recommendation.


References


AGENCIA COLOMBIANA PARA LA REINTEGRACIÓN. 2014. “La reintegración en cifras. Hechos y datos”. Agencia Colombiana para la Reintegración. http://www.reintegracion.gov.co/Lists/Contenido/DispForm1.aspx?ID=1120#.U2mivfl5MXs (last accessed: 15 May 2014).


ÁLVAREZ, Stephanie, and Angelika Rettberg. 2008. “Cuantificando los efectos económicos del conflicto: Una exploración de los costos y los estudios sobre los costos del conflicto armado colombiano”. Colombia Internacional n.º 63: 14-37.


ANGRIST, Joshua, and Adriana Kugler. 2008. “Rural Windfall or a New Resource Curse? Coca, Income, and Civil Conflict in Colombia”. The Review of Economics and Statistics, 90, n.º 2: 191-215.


ARANGO CANO, Jesús. 1956. Geografía física y económica de Colombia. Bogotá: Voluntad.


ARIAS, María Alejandra, Adriana Camacho, Ana María Ibáñez, Daniel Mejía, and Catherine Rodríguez. 2014. “Introducción”. In Costos económicos y sociales del conflicto en Colombia. ¿Cómo construir un postconflicto?, edited by María Alejandra Arias, Adriana Camacho, Ana María Ibáñez, Daniel Mejía, and Catherine Rodríguez, 19-34. Bogotá: Ediciones Uniandes.


ARNSON, Cynthia e I. William Zartman. 2005. Rethinking the Economics of War: The Intersection of Need, Creed and Greed. Washington DC: Johns Hopkins University Press.


BAGLEY, Bruce. 2001. “Drug Trafficking, Political Violence, and U.S. Policy in Colombia in the 1990s”. Mama Coca. http://www.mamacoca.org/junio2001/bagley_drugs_and_violence_en.htm (last accessed: 15 May 2014).


BALLENTINE, Karen, and Jake Sherman. 2003. The Political Economy of Armed Conflict: Beyond Greed and Grievance. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers, Inc.


BANCO DE LA REPÚBLICA. 2016a. Balanza comercial. http://www.banrep.gov.co/es/balanza-comercial.


—. 2016b. PIB trimestral a precios constantes por ramas de actividad económica. http://www.banrep.gov.co/sites/default/files/paginas/srea5_013.xls.


—. La producción y las economías seccionales. 1952. Bogotá: Banco de la República.


BANNON, Ian, and Paul Collier. 2003. “Natural resources and conflict: What we can do”. In Ian Bannon, and Paul Collier, Natural Resources and Violent Conflict: Options and Actions, 1-16. Washington, DC: The World Bank.


—. Natural Resources and Violent Conflict: Options and Actions. 2003. Washington, DC: The World Bank.


BARRERA, Felipe, Darío Maldonado, and Catherine Rodríguez. “Calidad de la Educación Básica y Media en Colombia: Diagnóstico y Propuestas”. 2012. Documentos cede n.º 41, Bogotá, noviembre del 2012.


BENNETT, Andrew, and Jeffrey T. Checkel (eds.). 2014. Process Tracing: From Metaphor to Analytical Tool. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.


BERDAL, Mats. 2005. “Beyond greed and grievance - and not too soon…”. Review of International Studies 31, n.º 4: 687-698.


BERDAL, Mats, and David Malone. 2000. Greed and Grievance: Economic Agendas in CIvil Wars. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers, Inc.


BERGQUIST, Charles W. 1986. Coffee and Conflict in Colombia, 1886-1910. Durham: Duke University Press.


BERNAL, Óscar, and Catalina Gutiérrez. 2012. La salud en Colombia. Logros, retos y recomendaciones. Bogotá: Ediciones Uniandes.


BLAIR, Elsa. 2012. Un itinerario de investigación sobre la violencia. Contribución a una sociología de la ciencia. Medellín: Universidad de Antioquia.


BOIX, Carles. 2008. “Civil wars and guerrilla warfare in the contemporary world: toward a joint theory of motivations and opportunities”. In Stathis Kalyvas, Ian Shapiro, and Tarek Masoud (eds.), Order, Conflict, and Violence, 197-218. New York: Cambridge University Press.


BOUVIER, Virginia M. 2009. Colombia: Building Peace in a Time of War. Washington D. C.: United States Institute of Peace.


BRIDGE, Gavin, and Philippe Le Billon. 2013. Oil. Cambridge: Polity Press.


BUCHELI, Marcelo. 2005. Bananas and Business: The United Fruit Company in Colombia, 1899-2000. New York: New York University Press.


BUHAUG, Halvard, and Päivi Lujala. 2005. “Accounting for scale: Measuring geography in quantitative studies of civil war”. Political Geography, 24, n.º 4: 399-418.


CABALLERO, Carlos, and Roberto Junguito. 1978. “La otra economía”. Coyuntura Económica 8, n.º 4: 101-139.


CAMACHO GUIZADO, Álvaro. 1989. “Colombia: violencia y narcocultura”. In Diego García Sayan, Coca, cocaína y narcotráfico. Laberinto en los Andes, 191-206. Lima: Comisión Andina de Juristas.


—. 1992. “Narcotráfico y Sociedad en Colombia: Contribución a un Estudio sobre el Estado del Arte”. Boletín Socioeconómico n.º 24/25. Cali: Universidad del Valle.


—. 2006. Narcotráfico: Europa, Estados Unidos, América Latina. Bogotá: Ediciones Uniandes.


—. 2011. “Narcotráfico: mutaciones y política”. In Alejandro Gaviria and Daniel Mejía, Políticas antidrogas en Colombia: éxitos, fracasos y extravíos, 331-356. Bogotá: Ediciones Uniandes.


CARACOL RADIO. 2012. “General Naranjo advierte que minería ilegal puede llegar a ser peor que el narcotráfico”. Caracol Radio. 23 de marzo. http://www.caracol.com.co/noticias/actualidad/general-naranjo-advierte-que-mineria-ilegal-puedellegar-a-ser-peor-que-el-narcotrafico/20120323/nota/1659437.aspx (last accessed: 4 June 2014).


CENTRO NACIONAL DE MEMORIA HISTÓRICA. 2013. ¡Basta ya! Colombia: Memorias de guerra y dignidad. Bogotá: Imprenta Nacional.


CLEMENT, Floriane. 2010. “Analysing decentralised natural resource governance: proposition for a “politicised” institutional analysis and development framework”. Policy Sciences 43, n.º 2: 129-156.


COLLIER, Paul. 2000. “Doing Well out of War: An Economic Perspective”. In Mats Berdal, and David Malone, Greed and Grievance: Economic Agendas in Civil Wars, 91-112. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers.


COLLIER, Paul, Anke Hoeffler, and Dominic Rohner. 2009. “Beyond Greed and Grievance: Feasibility and Civil War”. Oxford Economic Papers 61, n.º 1: 1-27.


COLLIER, Paul, and Anke Hoeffler. 2004. “Greed and Grievance in Civil War”. Oxford Economics Papers 56, n.º 4: 563-595.


—. “Resource Rents, Governance, and Conflict”. Journal of Conflict Resoultion 49, nº. 4 (August 2005): 625-633.


CORPORACIÓN OBSERVATORIO PARA LA PAZ. 2001. Las verdaderas intenciones del ELN. Bogotá: Intermedio Editores.


DE SOYSA, Indra. “The Resource Curse: Are Civil Wars Driven by Rapacity or Paucity?”. In Mats Berdal, and David Malone, Greed and Grievance: Economic Agendas in Civil Wars, 113-136. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers, Inc., 2000.


DEPARTAMENTO ADMINISTRATIVO NACIONAL DE ESTADÍSTICA. 2014a. “Anexos estadísticos de oferta - precios constantes series desestacionalizadas - iv trimestre de 2013”. https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/cuentas-economicas/cuentas-trimestrales (last accessed 27 May 2014).


—. “Estadísticas vitales - defunciones no fetales”. 2014b. https://www.dane.gov.co/index.php/es/poblacion-y-registros-vitales/nacimientos-y-defunciones/nacimientos-y-defunciones/118-demograficas/estadisticas-vitales/2877-defunciones-no-fetales (last accessed 15 January 2014).


DI JOHN, Jonathan. 2006. “Mineral-Resource Abundance and Violent Political Conflict: A Critical Assessment of the Rentier State Model”. Crisis States Research Centre Working Paper Series 1, 20. London: Crisis States Research Centre, London School of Economics and Political Science.


DUBE, Oeindrila, and Juan Fernando Vargas. 2013. “Commodity Price Shocks and Civil Conflict. Evidence from Colombia”. Review of Economic Studies 80, n.º 4: 1384-1421.


DUNCAN, Gustavo. 2006. Los señores de la guerra. De paramilitares, mafiosos y auto-defensas en Colombia. Bogotá: Planeta.


DUNNING, Thad. 2005. “Resource Dependence, Economic Performance, and Political Stability”. Journal of Conflict Resolution 49, n.º 4: 451-482.


ECHANDÍA, Camilo. 2001. “La violencia en medio del conflicto armado en los años noventa”. Opera n.º 1. Bogotá: Facultad de Finanzas, Gobierno y Relaciones Internacionales de la Universidad Externado de Colombia.


ECHEVERRY, Juan Carlos, Natalia Salazar, and Verónica Navas. 2001. “El conflicto colombiano en el marco internacional”. In Astrid Martínez, Economía, crimen y conflicto, 77-128. Bogotá: Universidad Nacional de Colombia.


THE ECONOMIST. 2016. “The FARC’s finances: Unfunny money”. 16 April. http://www.economist.com/news/americas/21697008-government-may-never-get-its-hands-guerrillas-ill-gotten-gains-unfunny-money.


EL NUEVO SIGLO. 2012. “Minería ilegal, el mayor desafío: Naranjo”. El Nuevo Siglo. 22 de marzo. http://www.elnuevosiglo.com.co/articulos/4-2012-miner%C3%AD-ilegal-el-mayor-desaf%C3%ADo-naranjo.html (last accessed: 4 June 2014).


EL TIEMPO. 2014. “Uno de cada 300 colombianos tiene un arma legal”. El Tiempo. 17 de mayo. http://www.eltiempo.com/politica/justicia/informe-sobre-porte-dearmas-en-colombia/14002417 (last accessed: 20 May 2014).


ELBADAWI, Ibrahim, and Nicholas Sambanis. 2002. “How Much War Will We See? Explaining the Prevalence of Civil War”. Journal of Conflict Resolution 46, n.º 3: 307-334.


FEARON, James D. “Primary Commodity Exports and Civil War”. Journal of Conflict Resolution 49, n.º 4 (2005): 483-507.


FERNÁNDEZ ANDRADE, Elsa María. 2002. El narcotráfico y la descomposición política y social. México, D. F.: Plaza y Valdés.


FERRO, Juan Guillermo, and Graciela Uribe. 2002. El orden de la guerra. Las FARC-EP: entre la organización y la política. Bogotá: ceja.


FINANCIAL TIMES. 2013. “Special Report”. The New Colombia: Peace and Prosperity in sight. 4 de junio. http://im.ft-static.com/content/images/d2ec5854-cd1e-11e2-9efe-00144feab7de.pdf (last accessed: 3 July 2013).


GALEANO, Eduardo. 1971. Las venas abiertas de América Latina. México, D. F.: Siglo XXI Editores.


GARAY SALAMANCA, Luis Jorge. 2008. La captura y reconfiguración cooptada del Estado en Colombia. Bogotá: Avina-Corporación Transparencia por Colombia.


GARCÍA, Clara Inés, and Clara Inés Aramburo (eds.). 2011. Geografías de la guerra, el poder y la resistencia: Oriente y Urabá antioqueños, 1990-2008. Bogotá: CINEP Odecofi - Universidad de Antioquia.


GARCÍA VILLEGAS, Mauricio, and Javier Eduardo Revelo. “Introducción: instituciones, conflicto armado y poder político en el municipio colombiano”. In Mauricio García Villegas, Miguel García Sánchez, Juan Carlos Rodríguez Raga, Javier Eduardo Revelo Rebolledo, and José Rafael Espinosa Restrepo, Los estados del país: instituciones municipales y realidades locales. Bogotá: Centro de Estudios de Derecho, Justicia y Sociedad, 2011.


GEORGE, Alexander L., and Andrew Bennett. 2005. Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.


GIRALDO RAMÍREZ, Jorge, and Juan Carlos Muñoz Mora. 2012. Informalidad e ilegalidad en la explotación del oro y la madera en Antioquia. Medellín: EAFIT Proantioquia.


GOERTZ, Gary, and James Mahoney. 2012. A Tale of Two Cultures: Qualitative and Quantitative Research in the Social Sciences. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.


GONZÁLEZ, Fernán E. 2014. Poder y violencia en Colombia. Bogotá: Odecofi - Pontificia Universidad Javeriana.


—. (ED.) 2008. Hacia la reconstrucción del país: desarrollo, política y territorio en regiones afectadas por el conflicto armado. Bogotá: CINEP - Odecofi.


GONZÁLEZ, Fernán E., Diego Quiroga, Támara Ospina, Víctor Andrés Barrera, Andrés Felipe Aponte, and Eduardo Porras (eds.). 2014. Territorio y conflicto en la Costa Caribe. Bogotá: Odecofi - CINEP.


GONZÁLEZ, Fernán E., Omar Jaime Gutiérrez, Camilo Nieto, Andrés Felipe Aponte y José Darío Rodríguez (eds.). 2012. Conflicto y territorio en el oriente colombiano. Bogotá: Odecofi - CINEP.


GONZÁLEZ, Fernán E., Ingrid J. Bolívar, and Teófilo Vásquez. 2002. Violencia política en Colombia. De la Nación fragmentada a la construcción del Estado. Bogotá: CINEP.


GONZÁLEZ ARIAS, José Jairo. “La Violencia en el Huila: 1946-1966”. In Bernardo Tovar Zambrano (ed.), Historia General del Huila. Vol. 2, 303-438. Neiva: Academia Huilense de Historia, 2005.


GURR, Ted Robert. 1970. Why Men Rebel. Princeton: Princeton University Press.


GUTIÉRREZ DE PINEDA, Virginia. 1968. Familia y cultura en Colombia. Tipologías, funciones y dinámicas de la familia. Manifestaciones múltiples a través del mosaico cultural y sus estructuras sociales. Bogotá: Coediciones Tercer Mundo - Universidad Nacional de Colombia.


GUTIÉRREZ SANÍN, Francisco. 2008. “Clausewitz vindicated? Economics and politics in the Colombian war”. In Stathis Kalyas, Ian Shapiro, and Tarek Masoud, Order, Conflict, and Violence, 219-241. New York: Cambridge University Press.


—. 2004. “Criminal rebels? A discussion of war and criminality from the Colombian experience”. Politics and Society 32, n.º 2: 257-285.


GUTIÉRREZ, Francisco, and Mauricio Barón. 2006. “Estado, control territorial paramilitar y orden político en Colombia”. In María Emma Wills and Gonzalo Sánchez, Nuestra guerra sin nombre. Transformaciones del conflicto en Colombia, 106-125. Bogotá: Editorial Norma.


GUZMÁN CAMPOS, Germán, Orlando Fals Borda, and Eduardo Umaña. 1962. La violencia en Colombia: un estudio de un proceso social. Bogotá: Tercer Mundo Editores.


GUZMÁN, Álvaro. 1999. “Violencia urbana: teorías y políticas de seguridad ciudadana”. In Álvaro Camacho and Francisco Leal, Armar la paz es desarmar la guerra. Herramientas para lograr la paz, 200-225. Bogotá: CEREC - FESCOL - IEPRI.


HAGGARD, Stephan, and Lydia Tiede. 2014. “The Rule of Law in Post-Conflict Settings: The Empirical Record”. International Studies Quarterly 58, n.º 2: 405-417.


HENDERSON, James David. 1985. When Colombia Bled. A History of the Violence in Tolima. Tuscaloosa: The University of Alabama Press.


HERRERA, Natalia, and Douglas Porch. 2008. “Like going to a ‘fiesta’ - the role of female fighters in Colombia’s FARC-EP”. Small Wars & Insurgencies 19, n.º 4 (2008): 609-634.


HEWITT, J. Joseph, Jonathan Wilkenfeld, and Ted Robert Gurr. 2012. Peace and Conflict 2012. Boulder, CO: Paradigm Publishers.


HILGERS, Tina, and Laura Macdonald (eds.). 2017. Violence in Latin America and the Caribbean: Subnational Structures, Institutions, and Clientelistic Networks. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.


HOLMES, Jennifer, Sheila Amin Gutiérrez de Piñeres, and Kevin Curtin. 2006. “Drugs, Violence, and Development in Colombia: A Department-Level Analysis”. Latin American Politics and Society 48, n.º 3: 157-184.


HUMPHREYS, Macartan. 2005. “Natural Resources, Conflict, and Conflict Resolution. Uncovering the Mechanisms”. Journal of Conflict Resolution 49, n.º 4: 508-537.


IDROBO, Nicolás, Daniel Mejía, and Ana María Tribín. 2014. “Illegal Gold Mining and Violence in Colombia”. Peace Economics, Peace Science and Public Policy 20, n.º 1: 83-111.


IEPRI. 2006. Nuestra guerra sin nombre. Transformaciones del conflicto en Colombia. Bogotá: Editorial Norma.


INDEPAZ. 2016. “Informe presencia de grupos narcoparamilitares en los primeros tres meses de 2016”. Instituto de Estudios para el Desarrollo y la Paz. http://www.indepaz.org.co/wp-content/uploads/2016/04/Presencia-narcoparamilitar-2016.pdf.


INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORPORATION; Banco Mundial. 2013. Doing Business 2013: Smarter Regulations for Small and Medium-Size Enterprises. Washington, DC: World Bank.


JONES LUONG, Pauline, and Erika Weinthal. 2010. Oil Is Not a Curse: Ownership Structure and Institutions in Soviet Successor States. New York: Cambridge University Press.


JUSTINO, Patricia, Tilman Brück, and Philip Verwimp. 2013. A Micro-Level Perspective on the Dynamics of Conflict, Violence, and Development. Oxford: Oxford University Press.


KALYVAS, Stathis. 2007. “Civil Wars”. In Carles Boix and Susan Stokes, The Oxford Handbook of Comparative Politics, 416-434. Oxford: Oxford University Press.


KARL, Terry Lynn. 1997. The Paradox of Plenty. Oil Booms and Petro-States. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.


KEEN, David. 2012. “Greed and Grievance in Civil War”. International Affairs 88, n.º 4: 757-777.


—. 1998. “The Economic Functions of Violence in Civil Wars”. The Adelphi Papers (Oxford University Press for The International Institute for Strategic Studies) 38, n.º 320.


KLARE, Michael. 2002. Resource Wars: The New Landscape of Global Conflict. New York: Henry Holt and Company.


KUNKELER, Josjah Betina, and Krijn Peters. 2011. “The Boys Are Coming to Town: Youth, Armed Conflict and Urban Violence in Developing Countries”. International Journal of Conflict and Violence 5, n.º 2: 277-291.


LA SILLA VACÍA. 2012. “De lo que viven las FARC sin el secuestro”. 28 de febrero. http://lasillavacia.com/historia/de-lo-que-viven-las-farc-sin-el-secuestro-31683.


LARA, Patricia. 2000. Las mujeres en la guerra. Bogotá: Planeta Colombiana.


LE BILLON, Philippe. 2012. Wars of Plunder: Conflicts, Profits and the Politics of Resources. New York: Columbia University Press.

OEBPS/images/f0025-01.jpg
Natural resources:

Sector, international price structure,
structure of ownership and
organization, source of capital, intensity
and organization of production factors,
regulation, historical and contextual
factors, links with other activities,
geographical factors

Motivating

< »

The presence of armed actors is explained by the
possibility of looting the resource.
Complementary

< »

%

< >
The main motivation of the armed actors is not the
resource in question. The looting of the resource
complements revenues from other resources in the
region.

Isolated

< »

< >
The resources are not permeated by armed actors.

I armed conflict:

S

Kind of actors involved, expressions of
violence, intensity of fighting

N






OEBPS/images/f0020-01.jpg
7%

6 %

5%

L ——

3% S

2 %

1% _— -—— == = == = == = o _ _ —_— - ———=

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 20102 011 2012 2013 20142 015

0 %






OEBPS/images/f0020-02.jpg
70 %

60 %

50 %

40 %

30 %

20 %

10 %

0 % *=

=il (crude and products) = - = Coal Coffee = Flowers Gold — —Bananas —*Ferronickel ‘' ' Emeralds





OEBPS/images/f0021-01.jpg
Year Coffee Coal 0Oil Ferronickel Bananas Flowers Gold Emeralds
1970  63.4% 0.0%  9.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5%
1980 60.3% 0.3% 2.6% 0.0% 2.4% 2.5% 0.0% 1.6%
1990  487%  03% = 1.2% 0.0% 4.2% 3.7% 0.0% 2.2%
2000 50.9% 05%  7.0% 0.1% 4.9% 3.6%  0.0% 13%
2010 47%  151%  41.6% 2.4% 1.9% 3.1% 5.3% 0.3%
2015pr  71%  12.8%  39.9% 1.2% 2.2% 3.6% 3.1% 0.4%

pr = preliminary





OEBPS/images/f0004-01.jpg
ECUADOR

P
[ _coo o

The main producers of Colombian
oil are the departments of
Santander, Arauca, Meta, and
Casanare.

VENEZUELA

gt

“ e
~Emeralds’ primary
production area is located
_}, in the Western part of
- .57 Boyaca department.

BRAZIL

Antioquia and Chocé are the main
gold production departments.

"=~ Colombian flowers are
produced in the savanna
surrounding Bogota and in
Rionegro municipality, in the
department of Antioquia.

e

1
\






OEBPS/images/f0020-03.jpg
~\

=l

18 %
16 %

14 %
12 %
10 %
8 %
6 %
4%
2%
0%

SLoe
102
€L0e
cloe
L02
0L02
6002
8002
2002
9002
S00¢
002
€002
2002
1002
0002
666 1
866 1
1661
966 1
566 -
66 1
€66 1
266+
1661
066 +
686 1
8861
1861
986 1
G861
861
€861
2861
1861
086 1
6161
8.6}
L1161
961
S61
.61
€L61
cL6L
LL6L
061

Emeralds

Ferronickel

Bananas

Gold

Flowes

- = Coal





OEBPS/images/f0015-01.jpg
100
80 7~ \___\

e N\
60
40
20 - -~

0 m%u;-ﬁq D> P

O o D

PSP PP FPF S LSS
SHCHCHCHCHICHCIC TGN DN NS

= Homicides per 100,000 population == Kidnappings per 100,000 population - - Displacements per 1000 population





OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
DIFFERENT
RESOURCES,
DIFFERENT
CONFLICTS?

The Subnational Political
Economy of Armed Conflict
and Crime in Colombia

Angelika Rettberg,
Ralf J. Leiteritz,
Carlo Nasi,

Juan Diego Prieto
(eds.)






