
CHAPTER III


THE SECOND BUILDING BLOCK:  THE CIVILIAN SIDE OF THE COUP

The casual observation of most of the Latin American military coups d'etat
 shows that this sort of non-democratic change of government is usually not verified without some sort of support by part of the civilian population. In this chapter I will extend the Tullock framework in order to take into account this fact. The introduction of this second building block constitutes the basic difference between our framework and Tullock's, and it will allow me to derive empirical implications which cannot be reached under the original Tullock's framework. 

I will describe in the first part of this chapter some stylized facts that, at least in the Latin American case, the military coups d'etat apparently fulfill; in the second part I will present a public good theory which provides the motivations for the civilian actors to participate in a coup, and which would satisfy the described stylized facts. Finally, given these public good considerations, I will introduce the second building block of the model.

The history of many Latin American countries presents a common denominator: the army has played an important role in the political life of these countries. This role is evidenced by long periods of military ruling and an amazingly large number of military coups d'etat (see Table 2). Not withstanding, this role has been frequently overstated by assumptions that military coups d'etat are just a military phenomena. Such misconceptions tend to obfiscate any role to be played by civilian actors.

The casual observation of the Latin American political history does not support this assumption. If, for example, we center our attention in a leading case and analyze the large number of military regimes that characterize Argentina (see Robert Potasch [1981] or Alain Rouquie [1982]), it comes clear that, at least for this country, there was not a military coup d'etat without some sort of support from at least part of the civilian population. Actually, this conclusion can be extended to most of the suc​cessful coups in Latin America; and, can even be applied to most of these non-democratic changes of government regardless of the geographic location of the specific country (see Table 3).

Table 3 reports the composition of the governments that emerge after military coups d'etat during a period of 30 years. Regardless of the geographic location of the countries, as few as 24 % of these administrations (23 governments) were composed exclusively of army officers; this proportion falls to only 17 % (5 governments) if we reduce our sample to Latin American countries. Based on this type of evidence, Rosemary O'Kane (1987) concludes that the strong emphasis on the role of the army in military coups d'etat cannot be empirically supported.

                                                         TABLE 3


THE ARMED FORCES AND CIVILIAN MIX OF COUP GOVERNMENTS

	Period
	             Civilian and Military Mix
	Military
	Latin American

	
	
	
	Civilian and Military Mix
	Military

	1950-1959
	14
	1
	6
	0

	1960-1969
	36
	13
	10
	4

	1970-1979
	24
	9
	9
	1

	Total
	74
	23
	25
	5

	Percent
	76
	24
	83
	17


     Source: Compiled from O' Kane, Rosemary. The Likelihood of Coups, Averbury, 1987.

On the contrary, the political history of most of the Latin American countries shows that usually there is negligible civilian resistance against the installation of a military regime.  This asymmetry in the behavior of the civilian actors does not necessarily imply agreement with the coup, given that this situation may probably be its effect (for example, any form of civilian resistance: protest demonstrations, political strikes, riots, etc., is usually very dangerous under a military ruler). But regardless of the exact motivation of this behavior, the absence of civilian resistance is a stylized fact that is illustrated by different indicators of political participation. Tables 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 intend to describe this fact; in order to do so I have chosen five coups, in five different countries, which have overthrown democratic regimes, and I have looked for indicators of political protest in the three years previous to the coup and in the following three years. 

Table 4 describes the pattern of protest demonstrations; this pattern does not support the hypothesis that civilian groups have challenged the overthrow of democratic regimes; the number of protest demonstrations did not increase at the time that the coups occurred, nor during the follow​ing year; in fact the average number of demonstrations follows a decreasing path (from 4.7 observations 2 years before the coup, to practically no observations, 0.3, two years after).

The low degree of civilian resistance against the installation of the military regimes is also sustained by the evidence provided by the remaining indicators. For example, Table 5, describes the behavior of the number of yearly observations of political strikes,


TABLE 4


CIVILIAN RESISTANCE TO THE COUP:  PROTEST DEMONSTRATIONS

	Country
	Year
	-3
	-2
	-1
	Coup
	1
	2
	3

	Argenti.
	1976
	*
	9
	8
	7
	3
	ni
	ni

	Peru
	1968
	ni
	ni
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0

	Uruguay
	1973
	3
	4
	2
	3
	0
	1
	2

	Chile
	1973
	2
	1
	3
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Average
	----
	2.5
	4.7
	4.7
	3.7
	1
	0.3
	0.7


      Source:  Compiled from Charles Taylor and Michael Hudson, World Hand​book of Political and Social Indicators, Yale University Press, 1972 and Charles Taylor and David Jodice, World Handbook of Political and Social Indicators, Vol. 2, Yale University Press, 1983.

      ni = No information available, 

      * = Under a previous military regime.

      The average number of political strikes reaches a maximum in the year of the coup and collapses in the following year; this behavior clearly satisfies the reported stylized fact. 


TABLE 5


CIVILIAN RESISTANCE TO THE COUP:  POLITICAL STRIKES

	Country
	Year
	-3
	-2
	-1
	Coup
	1
	2
	3

	Argenti.
	1976
	*
	2
	8
	0
	0
	ni
	ni

	Peru
	1968
	ni
	ni
	ni
	2
	0
	0
	0

	Uruguay
	1973
	0
	0
	1
	8
	0
	0
	0

	Chile
	1973
	0
	2
	4
	18
	0
	0
	0

	Average
	----
	0
	1.3
	4.3
	7
	0
	0
	0


Source:  See Table 4.


TABLE 6


CIVILIAN RESISTANCE TO THE COUP:  RIOTS

	Country
	Year
	-3
	-2
	-1
	Coup
	1
	2
	3

	Argenti.
	1976
	*
	3
	4
	0
	1
	ni
	ni

	Peru
	1968
	2
	ni
	1
	1
	1
	2
	2

	Uruguay
	1973
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Chile
	1973
	8
	6
	18
	23
	0
	0
	0

	Average
	----
	3.7
	3
	5.7
	6.2
	0.5
	0.7
	0.7


    Source: See Table 4.

    Table 6 describes the pattern followed by the number of 

yearly observations of riots; this pattern replicates that followed by the number of political strikes.

The last two tables describe the patterns followed by the yearly observations of the indicators of the two most violent forms of political protest; Table 7 is concerned with armed 

attacks and Table 8 th political assassinations. The evidence presented in these Tables provides additional illus​trations of the absence of civilian participation in the defense of the democratic regimes since the average number of armed attacks, as well as the average number of political assassinations, reaches a maximum one year before the coup and then sharply declines.


TABLE 7


CIVILIAN RESISTANCE TO THE COUP:  ARMED ATTACKS

	Country
	Year
	-3
	-2
	-1
	Coup
	1
	2
	3

	Argenti.
	1976
	*
	30
	72
	49
	20
	ni
	ni

	Peru
	1968
	49
	7
	ni
	1
	4
	0
	0

	Uruguay
	1973
	10
	1
	4
	3
	1
	5
	0

	Chile
	1973
	2
	2
	1
	15
	2
	0
	0

	Average
	----
	20.3
	10
	25.7
	17
	6.7
	1.7
	0


Source: See Table 4.


TABLE 8


CIVILIAN RESISTANCE TO THE COUP:  POLITICAL ASSASSINATIONS

	Country
	Year
	-3
	-2
	-1
	Coup
	1
	2
	3

	Argenti.
	1976
	*
	12
	19
	16
	2
	ni
	ni

	Peru
	1968
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Uruguay
	1973
	1
	0
	5
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Chile
	1973
	1
	1
	1
	1
	0
	0
	0

	Average
	----
	0.7
	3.2
	6.2
	4.2
	0.5
	0
	0


Source: See Table 4.

Therefore, while the casual observation of most of the Latin American military coups d'etat shows that this sort of non-democratic change of government is usually not verified without some sort of support by part of the civilian population (Table 3), the evidence presented in Tables 4-8 supports the hypothesis that, asymmetrically, it is usually not accompanied with civilian resistance.

Given this stylized fact, we must look for a theory which allow me to model the civilian side of the coup asymmetrically: by discriminating between the utility maximizing civilian agents which would benefit or be harmed by the change of political regime and providing the former with motivations for supporting the coup; but not providing the latter incentives to participate in defense of the democratic system. A natural candidate to play this role is a public good theory, given that in this framework the civilian actors will only choose to participate if they can significantly affect the probability of the success of the action.  Under this class of theory, if the participation of some civilian groups which benefit by the change of political regime affects the probability of installing a military government, while the participation of the civilian groups harmed does not, then the former would participate in support of the coup, while the latter will remain inactive.

      In actuality, by placing the participation of the civilian actors in the context of public good considerations would satisfy the stylized fact that, even when we consider the civilian side of the coup, this sort of non-democratic change of government remains essentially a military subject, in which most of the army officers participate but most of the civilian groups remain inactive.  This asymmetric behavior is motivated in my framework by the fact that the total payoff expected by the army officers is not in​dependent of their level of participation (since it is composed by a private and a public good reward), while the total payoff expected by the civilian actors is simply a public good reward.

The second part of this chapter introduces a public good theory--based upon the pressure groups approach to the economic policy--which will provide the motivations for the civilians actors who participate in a coup.  This theory radically differs from the by-product theory of revolutions on one key element:  it provides public good considerations instead of private in​terest rewards as the engine for the motivation of the participants (see Mbaku and Paul [1989], for an example of the by-product approach).

The pressure groups approach was originally proposed by Arthur Bentley (1908); his seminal work introduced an economic approach to political be​havior that focused on political pressure groups instead of voters, politi​cians and political parties.  I will make use of this approach because it can enable us to better comprehend redistributive policies not only under democratic regimes, but also under military ones.  Under a military government the political activity is ruled out; thus, models of political behavior that focused on voters, politicians, and political parties do not provide any help for the understanding of its redistributive policies; by the contrary, models that focused on political pressure groups are not constrained by the type of political regime, they are an useful tool for explaining redistributive policies under any type of regime.

Based on Bentley's work, Gary Becker (1983, 1985) developed a formal model of political competition among pressure groups; his model will bring me an optimal framework utilized to describe the role played by public good considerations on the behavior of the civilian actors. 

In any society there exists virtually an unlimited number of pressure groups which compete for government redistribution; each of these groups exerts any available form of political pressure (Pi) (see Footnote 14) in order to maximize the utility of its members.  The pressure exerted by each group is translated into political influence through the so called "influ​ence functions,"

             Ii(P1,...,Pi,...Pn;X) = ni Ri,      i = 1,...,n

where Ri represents the redistributive outcome of each of the ni identical members of the ith group, and X represents any other relevant consideration that may affect the outcome of the redistributive game.  The interaction between groups is modeled as a Cournot-Nash non-cooperative game in politi​cal pressure; so, the equilibrium is determined by the utility maximizing condition for each group with respect to its level of political pressure, taking as given the pressure exerted by any other group.

The level of political pressure chosen by any group depends on vari​ables like the size of the group, its efficiency producing political pres​sure, the effect of additional pressure on their influence, and the dead​weight costs of taxes and subsidies (see Becker [1983]); but it also depends on the rules under which the different pressure groups compete, which I will summarize by the variable X. 

These rules are influenced by many factors, i.e., the basic laws of the country (Constitution, Electoral Law, Judicial Traditions, etc.), the level of political participation (the extent that popular will is reflected at decision making institutions), the level of competitiveness of the poli​tical system (political parties may be forbidden, only one official party may be allowed, etc.), the level of civil and political liberties (anti-government demonstrations, strikes may be forbidden, etc.), etc. (see Arat, 1984). 

The following example will help me to illustrate this point; a usual form of restricting the extent to which popular will is reflected in decision-making institutions consists of blocking access of the political process to part of the population; South Africa gives us a clear illustra​tion of this practice. In South Africa a substantial part of the residents of the geographic area have no political rights; the elimination of this form of political discrimination would sharply affect the rules of the re​distributive game, being possible to predict changes in its outcome,


Ii(P1,r,...,Pi,r,...Pn,r;Xr) ( Ii(P1,f,...,Pi,f,...Pn,f;Xf)

                                                  i = 1,..., n

where, the subscripts r and f indicate an scenario characterized by the existence of political restrictions, and full political rights, respec​tively.  The expected change in the outcome of this game is, from my point of view, the most critical factor in the white opposition to the complete elimination of political restrictions.

The role played by the rules of the redistributive game, emphasized by Arthur Bentley, provides the public good considerations which would motivate the civilians actors to participate in a coup.  A military coup d'etat that overthrows a democratic regime will alter the rules of the redistributive game; the reason for this is that the immediate conse​quence of the overthrow of a democratic regime will be the establishment of a dictatorship, a situation which will drastically modify the struc​ture of the political organization of society (i.e., the Parliament will be closed, the political parties forbidden, any Electoral Law ruled out, anti-government demonstrations and strikes forbidden, etc.).

      The change in the rules of the game embodied in a successful coup  will bring up a new political-economic equilibrium, which will have associated changes in the redistributive success of the different groups, providing the 

public considerations to the civilian actors in order to take 

part in a coup.


Ii(P1,c,...,Pi,c,...Pn,c;Xc) ( Ii(P1,d,...,Pi,d,...Pn,d;Xd)

                                                 i = 1, ..., n

where from now on the subscripts c and d refer to a military and a demo​cratic regime, respectively.  The public good considerations embodied in the change in the rules of the redistributive game would satisfy the de​scribed stylized facts, given that the change in the redistributive success of the different groups is exclusively associated with the change in the rules of the game, and not with their level of participation in the coup.  This im​plies that a pressure group will only participate in a coup if he can sig​nificantly affect the probability of success of the action. 

Actually, these public good considerations will only be present in a military coup d'etat that overthrows a democratic regime; they are basically non-existent in a coup that replaces one military government with another. In this type of coup, although it replaces the military head of the state and some of the government officials, it does not modify the political organization of society (i.e., the Parliament has been closed since the overthrowing of the democratic regime, the political parties forbidden, the Electoral Law ruled out, etc.).

This hypothesis is supported by Arat (1984), who has estimated, for a sample which oscillates from 64 countries in 1948 to 131 in 1971, an index of democraticness based in the mentioned characteristics.  From his estimated time series it is possible to verify important changes in the estimated value of the index after a military coup d'etat which overthrows a demo​cratic regime but not after a coup which only replaces a military ruler by another one (See Arat, 1984, Appendix A).

Consequently, given the fact that the rules of the redistributive game remains basically unaltered after a coup that only replaces a military ruler by another one, there is no reason to expect that the redistributive success of the different groups will be greatly affected by the change of military ruler.  The asymmetric role assigned by my theory to the civilian actors will prove to be of great utility in order to evaluate its empirical plaui​bility.

I will devote the rest of this chapter to incorporate to my model the civilian side of the coup; in regard to this goal I will introduce the maximization problem faced by the civilian actors.  The exact specification of this problem has no relevance as far as it contemplates the existence of a positive marginal cost of participation; this cost will rule out the participation of any pressure group who does not affect the probability of success of the coup to a perceptible degree.

Consider, for example, that each pressure group faces the following maximization problem,

                 Tj              

Max E(Uj)  =  Lj ( Uj(Wjt + Mjt - Cjt) e-δt dt + 

     {Yj}       0 

                       Tj    

              + (1-Lj) (  Uj(Wjt + Djt - Fjt) e-δt dt 

                      0

which under similar assumptions to the ones imposed to the 

military building block,

1)    Wjt = Wj,  Mjt = Mj,  Djt = Dj,  Cjt = Cj,  and  Fjt = Fj
2)    Lj = Lj(L)    and     dLj/dL > 0

becomes, 

   Max E(Uj) = ε {Lj(L) Uj(Wj + Mj - Cj) + [1 - Lj(L)] Uj(Wj + 

       {Yj}

               + Dj - Fj)} 

where, 

             Tj
         ε = ( e-δt dt

             0

and,

Yj = Level of participation of each of the identical members        of the group j in support of the coup (Yj > 0), or of          the repression (Yj < 0). 

Wj = Income of the agent independent of government                  redistribution. 

Mj = Government redistribution to each member of the group j        under the rules of the redistributive game embodied in a       military regime.

Cj = Cost of participation in support of the coup.


Cj = C(Yj)    and     dCj/dYj > 0    if    Yj > 0


C(Yj) = 0     if     Yj ( 0

Dj = Government redistribution to each member of the group j        under the rules  of the redistributive game embodied in        a democratic regime.

Fj = Cost of participation in defense of the democratic             regime.


Fj = F(Yj)    and     dFj/dYj < 0    if    Yj < 0


F(Yj) = 0     if     Yj ( 0

Given that the interaction between the actors is modeled as a Cournot-Nash non-cooperative game in their level of participation, the equilibrium is determined by the utility maximizing conditions for each actor (military or civilian) with respect to his level of participation, taking as given the level of participation of any other actor, 

dE(U)/dX = (L/(X [U(R+P)-U(D)]+L U'(R+P) R'+(1-L) U'(D) D'=0                                                                 

                                               i = 1, ..., n

dE(U)/dY = (L/(Y [U(W+M-C)-U(W+D-F)]-L U'(W+M-C) C'-

           - (1-L) U'(W+D-F) F' = 0           

                                               j = 1, ..., m

(where I am omitting the subscripts i and j, and I am 

assuming π = ε = 1)

By comparing both sets of first order conditions it becomes clear why the proposed theory would satisfy the stylized fact that most army officers take part in a coup while most civilian actors defer from doing so.  My framework provides army officers with not only public good considerations but also private interest rewards; then, while the total payoff expected by the army officers is not independent of their level of participation, the total payoff expected by the civilian actors is only based in a public good consideration: the  change in the outcome of the redistributive game em​bodied in the overthrowing of the democratic regime.  Therefore, while most army officers will choose to take part, most pressure groups will choose to remain inactive, unless they can affect the probability of instauration of the military regime to a perceptible degree,  


(L/(Y = 0  (  Y* = 0

By means of a similar argumentation it is easy to show that my model would also satisfy the stylized fact that in most of the Latin American military coups d'etat it is usually verified some sort of support by part of the civilian population but not any form of civilian resistance.  In order to contemplate this empirical asymmetry I have proposed a public good theory, given that in this framework the civilian actors will only choose to participate if they can significantly affect the probability of success of the coup.  Under this scenario if the participation of some of the pres​sure groups benefitted by the change of political regime affects the proba​bility of success of the coup (see Footnote 27), but the participation of any of the groups harmed does not (see Footnote 28); the former groups would support the coup, because (L/(Y > 0; but the later will remain inactive, given that (L/(Y = 0 ( Y* = 0.

Finally, it is also possible to show that the model would satisfy the remaining stylized fact: a military coup d'etat which overthrows a demo​cratic regime is generally preceded by a period of economic and social chaos, which may characterize a vacuum of power (see Footnote 22).  A vacuum of power is defined as a situation where the government does not fulfill its obligation to rule, this situation usually implies an economic and social chaos.  Given this chaos it is expected that the income independent of government redistribution may come back to its "normal" level under the new government.  In terms of the model I will differentiate the income independent of government redistribution if the coup succeed (Wc) from the income if there is not a successful coup (Wd); such that, (Wc) > (Wd); 

then,


Sign (Y/(Wc = Sign {(L/(Y [U'(Wc+M-C)] - L U''(Wc+M-C) C'} > 0

if, for example, U''< 0; which implies that the probability 

of a military coup d'etat would increase if there exists a vacuum of power.

I do not wish to close this chapter without highlighting the signifi​cance of the central factor, suggested by my theory, that may influence the likelihood of a military coup d'etat: the expected change in the rules of the redistributive game.  A military coup d'etat that overthrows a demo​cratic regime will alter these rules since the immediate consequence of the overthrowing of a democratic regime will be the establishment of a dic​tatorship, which will drastically modify the structure of the political organization of society.  This change will bring up a new political-economic equilibrium, which will have related changes in the redistributive success of the different groups; the larger these changes are the higher the civilian support to the coup would be, 


Sign (Y/(D = Sign {-(L/(Y U'(W+D) D'} < 0.

In fact, any change in the outcome of the redistributive game is associated with changes of economic policies; in these terms it is possible to think in these policies as economic predictors of the coup, but it is important to point out that these policies are nothing more than proxies of the real causes of the coup: the basic laws of the country which highly determine these policies through their effect over the rules of the redis​tributive game. I will summarize these concepts by means of the following statement, 

A military coup d'etat is better interpreted as the final outcome  of a given set of basic laws rather than as the end result of erroneous economic policies, given that these policies are the end product of a redistributive game and the rules of this game are highly influenced by the basic laws of the country.

I will devote the following chapter to the analysis of the empirical plausibility of the proposed theory.

     � From now on, unless I explicitly indicate the contrary, I am referring to military coups d'etat that overthrow democratic regimes.


Rosemary O'Kane [1987], pp. 9-11, states,





"The value of the supreme consideration given to the military in coups d'etat, however, is clearly belied by the evidence that approximately only one in six of the governments set up after coups d'etat are composed exclusively of military personnel; the vast majority of post coup governments include a mixture of mili�tary and civilian personnel.  These mixes can range from the extremes of only one civilian, as in Burma 1962 to only one military officer as in Ecuador, 1961     . . . Strong emphasis on the role of the military in coups d'etat cannot then be justified by their normally bringing military governments to power, they are just likely to install military civilian mix governments, often install largely civilian governments and sometimes entirely civilian ones." 


A protest demonstration is defined by Charles Taylor and David Jodice [1983], p. 19, as, 





"A non-violent gathering of people organized for the announced purpose of protesting against a regime or government or one or more of its leaders; or against its ideology, policy, intended policy, or lack of policy; or against its previous action or intended action.  The protest issues involved are perceived as significant at the national level, but within that framework, demonstrations directed at all branches and levels of government are included.  This category of events includes demonstrations for or against a foreign government, its leaders, or its visiting representatives when such a demonstration is reported to indicate opposition to the demonstrator's own government."





Actually, this table as well as the following ones, highlight a third stylized fact that military coups d'etat which overthrow democratic regimes in Latin America appear to satisfy:  the coups generally follow a period of economic or social chaos which may characterize a vacuum of power.


A political strike is defined as, 





"A work stoppage by a body of industrial or service workers or a stoppage of normal academic life by students to protest a regime and its leaders' policies or actions.  Strikes that were primarily directed at economic goals (higher wages, better working conditions, shorter hours) were not coded, even if the employer was a public enterprise.  If there were a greater political significance to a given strike it was coded.  An indicator of such significance would be the use of economic demands by a political party or movement to embarrass the government, to erode its base of support, and even to precipitate its fall" (Taylor and Jodice [1983], p. 19).


"A riot is a demonstration or disturbance that becomes violent.  If destruction of property (e.g., burning cars, smashing storefronts, throwing Molotov cocktails, and the like), is an essential component of the observed behavior, the event is not a demonstration. . . . The annual data presented below includes, with riots, those events that began as demonstrations and became violent and tumultuous whether on the initiative of the police or of the demon�strators. . . . For a riot to be reported at all the participants had to number in the hundreds, if not thousands.  The large scale of such action makes a riot clearly different from an armed attack, for which often only the results (bodies, destruction) are evidence of its occurrence." (Taylor and Jodice [1983], p. 29).


An armed attack is defined by Taylor and Jodice [1983], pp. 29-30, as,


"An act of violent political conflict carried out by (or on behalf of) an organized group with the object of weakening or destroying the power exercised by another organized group.  It is characterized by bloodshed, physical struggle, and the destruction of property.  A wide variety of weapons may be used, in�cluding guns, explosives, bricks, and other primitive hands weapons such as spears, knives, or clubs.  This category is intended to encompass all organized political violence in the country, and to exclude all nonviolent protest and incidents of turmoil (riots).  Assassinations are distinguished from armed attacks and are reported separately."


"A political assassination is a politically motivated murder of a national leader, a high government official, or a politician.  Among the national leaders included are chiefs of state, heads of government, ministers, legislators, judges, and higher-ranking civil servants and military officers.  State, province, or district governors, mayors of large cities, and newspaper editors are also included, as are nationally prominent politicians not holding office" (Taylor & Jodice [1983], p. 43).


I define that a coup has been successful if a military government has been installed; then, a coup that has substituted a democratic regime for only some weeks will not be considered successful.  Under this definition, a civilian group may increase the probability of success of a coup by taking part in the new government in positions where the army officers have not comparative advantages (e.g., economics, foreign relations, education, etc.), or by providing the necessary political support for the military government to be recognized, or even to received financial support, from foreign countries, etc.


This asymmetry may be explained by the fact that any form of violent civilian opposition (riots, armed attacks, political assassinations, etc.) is ineffective given the military power of the regular army.


For example, Gordon Tullock (1974), p. 60, states,  "For most citizens of the state, remaining neutral is the optimal course of action. . . . In general, remaining neutral is not the profit maximizing course of action for the average army officer."


Gordon Tullock (1974), p. 63, presents a complementary hypothesis, based on the punishment that would face the army officers if they choose to remain neutral (see Footnote 12), which also supports the asymmetry in the behavior of the military and the civilian actors,


"Since inaction has a real cost attached to it, and indeed in some cases it may be a very high cost, the government official is far more likely to choose to participate in either attempting to overthrow the government or defending it than is the private citizen."


John Mbaku and Chris Paul (1989) present a model which provides private interest rewards as the motivation for the civilian actors in order to take part in a coup,   


"The present model differs from previous constructs of the economic or by-product theory of revolutions in its structuring of an engine for the self interest motivation of participants.  The previous construct of the theory suggest that there exist a negative relationship between the probability of political instability and the state of the economy. . . . While concurring with this conclusion the present model treats the economy's health as a product of rent seeking behavior on the part of government officials.  In effect, the governmental apparatus is employed to create and extract rents.  This behavior has two important implications.  First, blocking competition in both the political and economic markets excludes non-members from sharing the rents and profits generated.  Second, the creation and extraction of rents slows or re�verses economic growth; further reducing the well being of excluded indivi�duals. . . . Blocked from competing for gains in government controlled markets and from competing for rents by exclusion from institutionalized political process, members of excluded groups attempt to capture control of the government by extra constitutional or violent political means.  That is, members of excluded groups seek to displace the in-power-group.  Their object is, however, not to create free markets and/or public goods, but rather to capture the rent creating government control of markets for the purpose of creating and extracting rents. This goal is achieved by excluding non-member groups which results in continued political instability" (Mbaku & Paul [1989], p. 64).


"The phenomena of government are from start to finish phenomena of force. . . . I prefer to use the word pressure instead of force, since it keeps the attention closely directed upon the groups themselves. . . . We frequently talk of "bringing pressure to bear" upon someone, and we can use the word here with but slight extension beyond this common meaning.  Pressure, as we shall use it, is always a group phenomenon.  It indicates the push and resistance between groups.  The balance of the group pressures is the existing state of society. Pressure is broad enough to include all forms of the group influence upon group, from battle and riot to abstract reasoning and sensitive morality. . . . It allows for humanitarian movements as easily as for political corruption.  Groups exert their pressure, whether they find expression through representative opinion groups or whether they are silent, not indeed with the same technique, not with the same palpable results, but in just as real a way" (Bentley [1908], pp. 258-259).


For example, Bentley [1908], p. 305, states,


"Suppose now we take a general formation of interest groups, such as we know in our existing European and American countries. . . . It is evident that within this range of nations the tripartite division into monarchies, aris�tocracies, and democracies has absolutely nothing whatever to bring to us in the way of making our material better capable of analysis and study.  We must examine these governments with reference to the ways the interests work through the government, with reference the techniques they follow, and to the special kinds of groups, or organs, which exist to reflect them and harmonize them."


This is clearly illustrated by Bentley (1908), pp. 207-208,


"If we take all the men of our society, say all the citizens of the United States, and look upon them as a spherical mass, we can pass an unlimited number of planes through the center of the sphere, each plane representing some prin�ciple of classification, say, race, various economic interests, religion, or language . . . Now, if we take any of these planes and ignore the others, we can group the whole mass of the sphere by means of an outline or diagram traced upon the circle which the plane makes by its intersection with the sphere, and by partition walls erected on this outline at right angles to the circle. . . . Similarly, by means of some other plane together with partition walls perpen�dicular to it, we can group the whole population on a different basis of classification: that is to say, for a different purpose.  Assuming perhaps hundreds, perhaps thousands, of planes through the sphere, we get a great con�fusion of the groups.  No one set of groups, that is, no set distinguished on the basis of any one plane, will be an adequate grouping on the whole mass. . . . A classification into farmers, artisans, merchants, etc., will answer some purposes in studying our population but not others.  A classification by race answer some purposes but not many."


Subject to the government budget constraint (i Ri = 0.  In order to simplify the exposition we are not taking into account the deadweight losses from taxes and subsidies (see Becker [1983], pp. 389-390, for a more complete ex�position).


As Gordon Tullock (1987), pp. 4-14, states,


"Modern Israel and South Africa are also electoral, although in both cases a considerable number of the residents of the geographic area are not permitted to vote. . . . The number is, of course, very much larger in South Africa than in Israel.  Israel has a Jewish population of about 3.5 million, and an Arab population of about 1,650,000.  Of the latter, about 1.15 million live in the area conquered by Israel in 1966 and cannot vote.  There are about 5.4 million whites with full franchise, and about 18 million blacks and Asians with either restricted or no franchise in South Africa."


"Suppose, for example, we take a modern battle, and note that it is fought, not with complete abandon, but under definite  limitations which forbid certain cruelties, such as the poisoning  of springs, the butchery of the wounded, firing upon Red Cross parties, the use of explosive bullets, or the use of balloon  explosives.  Or suppose we take a political campaign, and note that in one country the contestants use methods which are not used in another. . . . There are rules of the game in existence, which form the background of the group activity" (Arthur Bentley [1908], p. 218).


Gary Becker (1983) explicitly supports this hypothesis,


"All political systems, however, including dictatorial as well as democratic systems, have been subject to pressures from special interest groups that try to use influence to enhance their welfare. . . . Since only weak restrictions are imposed on these functions, the basic implications of the analysis should be applicable to widely different political systems, including nondemocratic systems, although, of course, the influence of particular groups is often sen�sitive to the characteristics of a political system" (Becker [1983], p. 375).


He also supports it implicitly in his (1985) paper,


"If special interest groups are crucial to the political process, political systems would be largely defined by their activities and opportunities. Democ�racies have competition among groups with relatively equal political strength, while totalitarian and other nondemocratic systems have restricted competition among groups with highly unequal strength. . . . In democracies so defined, a few groups cannot easily obtain very large subsidies, since I have shown that large subsidies stimulate countervailing pressure by those taxed to finance the subsidies.  In totalitarian systems, on the other hand, a few groups can more readily use the state to raise substantially their well being because other groups are not permitted to form effective opposition" (Becker [1985], p. 345).


As Ramon Cao Garcia (1983), p. 78, states,


"On the basis of the intentions of the plotters, two types of coups d'etat can be distinguished: (a) "changing of the guard" coups, and (b) "structural" coups. A changing of the guard coup intends to change the head of the state and some of the government officials without any change in the basic government policies or the political organization of society.  The structural coup, on the other hand, is one where the plotters aim not only to exclude some government officials from their offices, but also intend to drastically modify the existing government policies and change the political organization of society. . . . A changing of the guard coup can only be possible in dictatorships, because in democracies all coups are of structural variety.  The reason is that the immediate consequence of a coup d'etat is the establishment of a dictatorial regime and, if the political institutions of society before the coup were democratic, a coup would drastically change the structure of the political organization." 


I have stated in the second part of this chapter that a pressure group will not take part in a coup unless his behavior  alters the probability of success of the action to a perceptible degree; then, I will contemplate this behavior as one example of the exogenous variables that would affect the probability of success of the coup. 


An exogenous increase in the probability of success of a coup will increase (decrease) in the Tullock's framework the expected payoff of participation in its support (opposition) respect of the expected payoff of remaining neutral, 





  ((Pr-Pin)/(Lv = (Ri+Pi) > 0;  ((Pd-Pin)/(Lv = -(Di+Pp) < 0





which would raise the number of army officers who bear a part in the coup; then, it would raise (lower) in my framework the optimal level of participation in its support (opposition),





  Sign (X/(V = Sign {(L/(V [U'(R+P) R'- U'(D) D'] + (2L/(X(V} > 0





if, for example, (2L/(X(V = 0; increasing in this case the probability of this non-democratic change of government,





	(C/(V = dC/dL (( (L/(Xi (Xi/(V + (L/(V) > 0.


                          i


For example, Ireland (1967), p. 51, states (for the case of a mass revolution),


"The individual . . . has direct costs attached to his participation in the revolution.  These involve the opportunity costs for man hours spent in carrying out the revolution and, more importantly, the possibility that the participant might be injured or killed while fighting for the success of the revolution."


Another possible specification of this maximization problem consists to assume that all the costs of participation are bear at the time of the coup; such that,  
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where,





Cj = Cost of participation faced by each member of the group j.





	Cj = C((Yj(),    C(0) = 0    and    dCj/d(Yj( > 0     





it is possible to show that under both specifications I can derive the same results.


For example, Mancur Olson (1990), pp. 3-4, states,


"What incentives explain the emergence of government? . . . Since governments are the main custodians of the power to employ violence in modern societies, we have to go back to the even more elemental question of why violence plays such a depressingly large role in human affairs. . . . It is mainly because of the incentive individuals sometimes have to commit violence that anarchy is so terrible.  Since life in an anarchy is appallingly inefficient, there are gains from making and carrying out an agreement to maintain peace and order."


     A similar argument is provided by Martin Paldam (1987), pp. 165-166, "Most people dislike military regimes and they are acceptable only when the real politicians have created chaos in the economy, and then only as long as people have this chaos clearly in mind."


For example, the Electoral Law may determine if the political decisions are dependent or independent; where a dependent political decision is one that it is taken after political negotiations (i.e., a Congressman would vote in favor of a project presented by a colleague if this colleague votes in favor of a project proposed by the first Congressman).  The low cross hauling of taxes and subsidies embodied in a political regime where the decisions are independent implies that the change in the rules of the game embodied in the overthrowing of the democratic regime will have a stronger influence over the outcome of the redistributive game, increasing the benefits provided by a successful coup to the pressure groups benefitted by the change of political regime, which would increase their support to the coup.


The civilians harmed by the change in the rules of the redistributive game may try to prevent the coup by exerting a lower level of political pressure in democracy, reducing in this way the benefits provided by the change of political regime to the pressure groups benefitted by the rules of the game embodied in a military regime; I will assume that the civilians harmed by the coup act as if they do not take into account this possibility; an appealing justification for this assumption is present in a country where the level of uncertainty about the future is so high (most of the Latin American countries may fairly be classified under this category) that an optimal behavior for the actors would consist to maximize their redistribute success today regardless of any future effect of this behavior.
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