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FIRST PANEL

JORGE DRKOS

 Depending on where you are in the world, good morning, good afternoon and good 
evening to all of you. Welcome to the 6th seminar “Shared Visions from the Left”, a meeting 
organised jointly by the PIE and the FSP.

We have entitled it “Confronting the Right-wing and Lawfare in times of the pandemic”.

Lawfare is a tactic that in recent years the right wing has deployed worldwide and with 
undesirable frequency in Latin America and the Caribbean. This offensive is aimed at 
excluding from the political and institutional map, the leaders who express positions in 
favour of social inclusion and the reduction of economic concentration in the hands of the 
few (those few who generate the hunger of the many), those leaders who promote politi-
cal and economic sovereignty and citizen participation in decision-making. 

This mechanism, deployed in Latin America and the Caribbean, has had as its central tar-
gets former presidents such as Rafael Correa, Luiz Inácio “Lula” Da Silva, Cristina Fernánd-
ez de Kirchner, Fernando Lugo and the former President of the Plurinational Republic 
of Bolivia, Evo Morales Ayma, among other political and social leaders, as is the case in 
Argentina of Milagro Sala, a social leader who has been a political prisoner for 2000 days. 

The most common tool has consisted of vicious media attacks that precede the framing 
of legal cases and judges who apply scripts hatchted in dark basements of intelligence 
services (although the scripts have also been generated from the very of�ice of a Minister 
of Justice - or thereabouts-, or from the President’s own of�ice, as has been acknowledged 
lately). 

The sequence begins with a supposedly journalistic “investigation” that triggers a Ka�kae-
sque judicial process, the demonisation of the accused, a certain appearance of legality in 
order to discredit political activity, as the right wing is aware that politics is the necessary 
instrument to transform reality, which is why it needs to delegitimise politics and tran-
sfer the names of people’s representatives to the crime newspaper’s pages. This action, 
together with the judicial advance, are central to this type of operation.

In this scenario, the law becomes dead letter, the honourability of the politician is thrown 
to the dogs, and hopes of real justice are dashed. 

That is why it is necessary to call things by their true name. It is a media-judicial persecu-
tion of political and social opponents. 

To begin to understand, to deepen the analysis and to �ind answers to this offensive, we 
will introduce the two speakers of this �irst panel:
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Alain Hayot, sociologist and member of the PCF’s Committee on Culture, and comrade 
Aida Avella, Senator of the Patriotic Union of Colombia.

Welcome Alain.

ALAIN HAYOT

Well, I will start by thanking you for the invitation and, during the time I’ve been 
given, I’m going to try to give some information on the situation in France. 

It is a situation that I would say is quite particular, quite similar also to what we see in 
other European countries, but I will focus during my presentation on the situation, today, 
in France.

You probably already know that we have a political party that says it is part of the extreme 
right. They say it clearly, and this party has been very visible, it is the Front National, al-
though it is now called “Rassemblement National”. It is a party that was led by Jean Marie 
Le Pen, but today it is his daughter, Marine Le Pen, who is leading it, a woman who has 
tried to change the image of the party somehow. It is important to make that clear, because 
we tend to think that France is the country of Democracy, of Freedom, and the truth is that 
this is less and less the case. In France, today, we face tremendous dangers, if we look at 
what is happening with Marine Le Pen.

I will now comment on three ways, three basic characteristics that I see in Marine 
Le Pen’s “Marinist” project. The Marinist model has been 10-15 years in the making and 
is based on three pillars. 

The �irst would be the work the party has been doing to gain cultural hegemony. 
The second pillar would be the focus on demonization or the efforts to prettify the image 
of the National Front, to somehow beautify it up,  starting with changing the name for the 
party. 
And the third pillar would be a systematic search for alliances, whether with politicians, of 
the Republican Party in some cases, but sometimes also what I often call “French Trump-
ism”.

Well then, let’s take in parts, starting with cultural hegemony, the �irst pillar I was 
talking about. In my opinion, this is about the de-legitimisation of democracy. Marine Le 
Pen says she is a republican but, of course, she is a republican who is against democracy. 
She is trying to use all the instruments she can �ind to promote identity or identity values 
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that have to do with Christian, European, republican, etc. values. Here we see a systematic 
effort to devalue, with a growing Islamophobia, for example, migrant populations, and 
here I am thinking in particular of Arab and Muslim populations. 

We have also seen, on their part, a strategy of achieving a “Le-Pen-isation”, a massi-
�ication of this way of thinking. For the �irst time since the Second World War, we have a TV 
channel, it is called C-News, C-news, which is quite similar to the USA TV channel that sup-
ported Trump. And this channel, here now, promotes Islamophobic, authoritarian ideas, 
and I’m afraid they clearly have quite a large audience. We also have Alain Finkielfraut, 
Michel Onfray y Eric Zemmour, intellectuals who have joined this movement and who are 
increasingly building a theory, a narrative about the defence of “whiteness”. 

On her part, what Marine Le Pen is doing is publicising the image of the National Front, 
but not as a neo-fascist party, but as a party that supposedly welcomes others with open 
arms, while simultaneously popularising its racist ideas. An image that can somehow be 
acceptable to the French public. Moreover, it is dreadful to see how the media follows goes 
along with all these changes. The media supported Emmanuel Macron and there was sup-
posedly a difference between Macron and Marine Le Pen, as if it was a race. 
In short, it is a media operation that is very dangerous today, because presenting Marine 
Le Pen as a potential president is very dangerous, and it is instrumental to the strategy 
that Marine Le Pen is putting in place and which could, of course, pave the way for her 
victory in the next elections.

The next pillar was the policy of alliances. Rassemblement National has been work-
ing with the Republican Party, which is right wing, and we identify two internal currents. 
On the one hand, we have the liberal current, which is centre-right, and supposedly wants 
to ally and reach an agreement with Emmanuel Macron. The other current would be much 
closer to the narrative of the National Front and would prefer to work with the National 
Front to establish the so-called “French Trumpism”.
Well, I am coming to the end of my presentation, but I want to talk about the local elections 
in France a few days ago, with results that are very dif�icult to analyse, with an unprec-
edented situation. We have not seen anything like this since the beginning of the French 
Republic. Less than a third of French citizens have cast their vote. That means that two 
thirds of the French electorate did not vote. Imagine, how can we understand that? Well, it 
is dif�icult to draw conclusions from such a situation. Why was the turnout so low? It has 
been a failure, yes, for Emmanuel Macron and it weakens his position. 

We also see what this means for the regions, which were really very right-wing, and they 
will continue to be. I think that only in �ive of the thirteen French regions left-wing par-
ties will remain in power. That is the situation. It is the same as we had before. However, 
Marine Le Pen’s Rassemblement National has fortunately not managed to win the regions 
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they had set out, for example, the south-west of the country. Fortunately, they did not suc-
ceed. In conclusion, I would say that it is dif�icult for me to come to any conclusions after 
what I have told you.

But I do see a danger in France. We are in a dangerous situation. In 2022 we will have pres-
idential elections and these are the elections that really matter in our country. We have 
already seen how French citizens do not even bother to vote in local, municipal elections. 
Therefore, for the majority of citizens, it seems that only the presidential elections matter. 
As if the President of the Republic had all the powers and all the competences. This is a 
dangerous situation. It is a great risk. De Gaulle put this mechanism in place many years 
ago. However, that danger is still here. We have Emmanuel Macron, and what else? What 
is the alternative to the existing political power? Well, the only one seems to be Rassem-
blement National and Marine Le Pen, the extreme right. That is the situation. With a lot 
of uncertainty too.  Some “accident” could happen, which is what the French media says. 
They call that, a “possible accident”, and there could be an election by default and a leader 
to the presidency of a far-right party could emerge. 

That is all from me. Thank you very much for your attention.

JORGE DRKOS

Thank you very much Alain, it is a pleasure to share your thoughts and concerns, 
because what is happening in France is also a re�lection of what is happening in many 
other regions of the planet. 

We are now going to give the �loor to comrade Aida Avella, senator of the Patriotic Union 
of Colombia, a country that is currently going through a dif�icult situation. 

However, before giving the �loor to Aida, please remember that questions to the speakers 
must be sent through the chat of the meeting and will be read out after the intervention of 
Aida Avella, our comrade senator.

 Aida, we give you the �loor, please.

AIDA AVELLA 

Thank you very much, a very special greeting to all of you, to all the people who 
make this event possible, and to the people who are listening to us.
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As you know, Colombia is one of the countries that is experiencing the worst expressions 
of state violence against all forms of social and political protest. As a result, more than 
3,000 trade unionists have been murdered in the last 30 years. We hold the world record. 
It is unbelievable that trade unions in Colombia have been treated as internal enemies. 
The political genocide against the Unión Patriótica (Patriotic Union, a party that emerged 
from a peace agreement), with the murder of more than 4000 militants, 511 disappeared, 
people exiled, threatened. At the moment, we have, documented before the Inter-Amer-
ican Commission of Human Rights of the Organization of American States (OAS), 6,532 
cases of persecution. I do not think this is the case in any other country in the world.

The assassinations against the Patriotic Union targeted two presidential candi-
dates, nine members of parliament, dozens of deputies, and more than 311 councillors. In 
addition to the assassination since 2016, right now, of 277 signatories of the peace agree-
ments, signed recently with the FARC. However, out of this, there are the assassinations 
of social leaders, which are impossible without the involvement of state agents. They are 
behind them. Who has the capacity to kill, in one day, in the south, and in the same day, in 
the north, in the west, in the east? It would really be impossible to carry out this genocide,
again, without everything they used for the murder and genocide of the Patriotic Union, 
the party that I lead.

In addition to this systematic, continued genocide, there is a form of unconven-
tional warfare. It consists of persecuting and annihilating the opponent, without using 
force. Hence, I agree with Jorge. Yes, this is an instrument, which is also used. Because 
Mr. Charles Duncan, the US military of�icer, the father of Lawfare, is de�initely a person 
that I think the Colombian right-wing reads a lot. This instrument is a strategic line of the 
National Security doctrine of the United States. It is developed in different scenarios, not 
only in the judiciary, but also in the actions of the powerful media, whose mission is to 
legitimise openly illegal actions to persecute the political opposition through the judicial 
apparatus. For example, at the moment, they are calling differently the relevant events. 
The government calls a massacre a “collective assassination”. A disappearance is called 
a “person dif�icult to locate”. And the dead are “casualties” (dados de baja), or something 
like that if they are considered guerrillas, and they are “assassinations” if the one who dies 
in combat is a soldier or a member of the military.

The Colombian left has already suffered legal warfare by the Colombian establish-
ment. Suf�ice it to recall the judicial �iles built up by military intelligence in complicity with 
the prosecutor’s of�ice. This was in the past, and targeted the leadership of the Colombian 
Communist Party, Senator Gloria Inés Ramírez and Carlos Lozano, director of the weekly 
Voz. This was in 2008.
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But right now, there is also brutal persecution. Gustavo Petro, for example, has been a 
victim of lawfare. When he was mayor of Bogotá, he was sanctioned by Alejandro Or-
doñez, the man who is now the ambassador to the United States, who disquali�ied him 
from public service for 15 years because of the rubbish crisis in the city. Because in the 
change of the private company that managed the rubbish to a state company, there was an 
interruption, and rubbish was not collected in the city for two, three days. This is why he 
was sanctioned, when there had been municipal governments that had failed for almost a 
month to collect rubbish from the streets and no one was sanctioned. The Supreme Court 
of Justice found no reason to investigate this conduct, but the moral damage had already 
been done. This made Gustavo Petro to resort to the Inter-American Commission of the 
OAS and they also issued a ruling saying “it is not possible”.

It seems to us that this is also the case in authoritarian regimes, such as Colombia’s, where 
the ruling party controls all branches of public power. Especially the control bodies. The 
prosecutor’s of�ice is in the hands of the governing party, as is the attorney general’s of-
�ice, the ombudsman’s of�ice, as well as having control of the Congress of the Republic. 
This control allows them to build, from the war laboratories of the Colombian army, the 
prosecutor’s of�ice and the attorney general’s of�ice, rigged judicial processes against the 
political opposition, with the aim of legally disqualifying them or discrediting them in the 
eyes of public opinion.

Faced with the real advance of the left, those on the right-wing are re�ining their 
methods of persecution. In the last elections of 2018, where the left and the alternative 
sectors had an upturn, Lawfare against them has been intensi�ied, and tends to deepen, 
with the approval in the Congress of the Republic of new powers to the Attorney General’s 
Of�ice, headed by Uribism, which allow through investigations and administrative pro-
cesses to sanction the political opposition. This would prevent them from exercising their 
political rights and even from participating in elections. In other words, the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Of�ice has become the political police and, in Colombia, there is a terrible memory of 
the violence unleashed when the political police began to kill those of the party they did 
not like, more than �ifty years ago.

Recently, the Colombian left has suffered new attacks from the judiciary. For example, the 
senators. On February 26th of this year, the Council of State decided to deny the request 
to not legally allow Gustavo Petro, María José Pizarro and others to be proclaimed sena-
tors, demanded by Mr. Fabio Ernesto Celis, a former police of�icer, based on a defamatory 
allegation. For example, he accuses me of having a moral impediment to opine on a reform 
of the police after the massacre of September 9th in Bogotá, when 13 citizens, especially 
young people, were murdered that night; he says I never miss an opportunity to accuse 
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the state and the security forces of any criminal act. “It is evident that she has an animosity 
against them”, “the senator has a marked interest in weakening the operational actions of 
the police and turning Colombia into another Venezuela”, said his lawyer. Obviously, the 
Council of State dismissed the lawsuit. Because then we would be silenced and not be able 
to have any debate at all when human rights are violated, and when the police or military 
forces do it, it is much more serious.

On 10 May, for example, Caracol Noticias published an alleged investigation into the cre-
ation and promotion of fake news against the national police. The note, written and edited 
in the communications room of the National Police, accused a Bogotá councillor of pro-
moting Fake News and warned that she would be linked to a judicial process. And she was. 
A month later, the attorney general’s of�ice, which is in the hands of pro-Uribe supporters, 
opened an investigation into the Unión Patriótica councillor for denouncing blatant hu-
man rights violations in the context of the strike.

All sectors of Colombia’s democratic and progressive left-wing forces built a pact. It is a 
historic pact to change our country. Immediately the new legislation gave space for law-
fare against the left. International electoral observation of the Colombian electoral pro-
cesses is very important, so that many of the world’s Left attend. We too, as in France, will 
have elections next year for the Chamber of Deputies, the Senate, and for the President of 
the Republic. 

I have just seen on the news that Mr. Uribe is calling on his parliamentarians not to 
have holidays and to dedicate themselves to building social projects. They realised that, in 
the strike, in the social outburst that took place in Colombia, people are asking for basic 
things, such as having a job, having health care. It is true, during the strike, the tax reform 
fell, a reform that was about to pass. The health reform was dropped, together with their 
plan to centralise resources much more and make health care much more privatised. How-
ever, three ministers also fell. The Minister of the “orange” economy fell, who never knew 
what that was, but wanted to impose it, without even knowing what it was. The Minister of 
Finance fell, who wanted to make a tax reform affecting everyone, pensioners, the middle 
class, the poor, but favouring those who always have the money. And they have the money 
not only to do things in the economy, but they have the money to pay for vote buying.

Because of this situation, it seems to us that it is really necessary that we continue to study 
this whole process that is happening not only in Latin America, as Alain has just told us. It 
is happening all over the world. And we think that we all need to look together at how to 
deal with a global situation, which is not only COVID’s, but also the persecution of sectors 
that do not think the same as the establishment institutions in several parts of the world.
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I would like to take this opportunity to thank all for the immense solidarity that 
Colombians have received, especially young people, who have been the preferred victims 
of military and police brutality. These victims have been left with their faces scarred, with 
their eyes (mainly one) that they try to gouge out: a practice that has been used both in 
Chile and in Colombia. There is serial training, and this serial training tries to stop these 
changes that have to take place in Latin America, but also in the whole world. 

Thank you very much to all of you.

JORGE DRKOS

Aida, thank you very much, and we reiterate our solidarity and our support for the 
struggle that has been going on for many years in Colombia. At the same time, we also 
demand that the signed peace agreements, which are in arrears, be ful�illed, and there is 
still a long way to go.

QUESTIONS

Well, let’s move on to the questions that have arrived in the chat. The �irst is from Francis-
co, from Portugal, who asks:

Is the importance of building a counter-hegemonic and consensual narrative on the left a 
way to start defeating the oligarchies and their hegemonic neoliberal narrative?

AIDA AVELLA

I think it is important not only to hold these seminars, but also to start implement-
ing something to be done all over the world.  
In the Colombian case, I am not talking about oligarchies. In the Colombian case, there is a 
parasitic elite that lives off the state. Many families receive 400, 500 million. One is a con-
sul, the other a parliamentarian, the other a contractor. They took over the economy. But, 
on top of that, they are a corrupt elite, they steal in every way, they steal from education, 
they steal from health, they steal from the motorways, they steal from the highways tolls. 
And in addition to being “Ma�iosi”, they receive money from drug traf�icking in order to 
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buy the votes that make them a majority in congress.

It is therefore an extremely delicate and complex situation, which is not only found in Co-
lombia. In Latin America there are several countries in which drug traf�icking has become 
established in all sectors of the economy, and also in many sectors of politics. And I think 
we need to look at this in Latin America, although in Europe we can talk about other, less 
complicated things.

In Latin America, it seems to me that a large part of this oligarchy, when they un-
dertook drug traf�icking, practically stopped doing many of the things they used to do. For 
example, in Colombia they destroyed the manufacturing sector, and became smugglers. 
Here we do not even have cotton cultivation anymore, which we used to grow on huge 
extensions. There are no factories either, and with that, they destroyed the trade unions. 
They effectively destroyed the organised part of society, in order to be able to implement 
all these things we have witnessed.

It is terrible that we have to relive the era of genocide. It is terrible that in Latin America 
every protest is answered with bullets. 

The other problem that we have to study is precisely this form of government. They 
take over the government not to address problems, but to repress. In Colombia, the de-
mands of the social unrest have not been resolved in any way. Except for the ministers 
who were pushed out, because it was impossible to sustain them, with a mobilisation of 
the dimensions that took place in Colombia. Never before in the history of Colombia those 
of us “on the seventh �loor” have really seen a social outburst like the one that is taking 
place, or its demands. It is very important that we do so, to look at how we really build an 
alternative system.

There is still no de�initive formula, but we do have to reach a consensus on how, effectively, 
great changes can be brought about when we can really have power. In Colombia we are 
�ighting for that, it is going to be very dif�icult, because it is even rumoured that they are 
going to kill one of the most important persons in Colombian opposition politics.

JORGE DRKOS

Thank you Aida. I don’t know Alain if you are in a position to answer Francisco from Por-
tugal’s question.
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ALAIN HAYOT

Well, we are talking about alternatives, about the evolution of the forces that we 
have today on the political level in Europe. Of course, the right-wing has gained a lot of 
ground, which is one of the reasons why we have to �ight, to continue to confront them, 
and in the experience we have had in Portugal this is also the case. 
What is the problem? In the case of France, the left here has lost ground. After the experi-
ence with Mitterrand from 1991 to 94’-95’, and then with Jospin. Or the more recent expe-
rience in the Netherlands, and what we have seen there as well. We have had these cases, 
which are very relevant, especially for the left-wing electorate.

Because of course, on the one hand, the Socialist Party has been dominating the scene for 
a long time. But there are also other parties, such as the communists, and other left-wing 
parties that are beginning to talk more “on equal terms” with the popular classes, with the 
people. For example, we have tremendous problems with the youth, with the lack of work 
that they have: that’s what we have to talk about. We have to �ind the weaknesses we have 
on the left, where we have not responded well in the past to the expectations of the pop-
ular classes, to those who need us. What we have today, is a situation where everybody is 
trying to protect his position. The socialists, with the failures they have had, are trying to 
pull themselves together. In France we also have the ecologists. What are they ? Far left? 
Left? Where are they?

Alliances are established, for example we have seen examples also in Germany.  They are 
trying to re-orient these alliances, to set the stage in order to be able to have a good alter-
native. Not only an alternative to the dominant oligarchy (by the way, dominant also in the 
�inancial landscape), but also to confront the right wing, the right-wing parties in general, 
and so that capitalism does not persist, not only in France, but in the rest of Europe.

That is the situation today, which I would say is quite complex. We are not witnessing a 
situation in which we are all happy with our position or our situation. I think the problem 
is that the left is not reaching that 30% of the electorate. I don’t know, but we have to learn 
from past mistakes. Well, it’s not easy to do that either. At least that’s the way it is here. 
Thank you.

JORGE DRKOS

Nothing is easy, dear  Alain. 
We have another question here for both of us.
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Latin America is becoming a laboratory for the ma�ia. In El Salvador, the Bitcoin legal ten-
der law has just been passed, to facilitate money laundering and escape institutional con-
trol. How is this being foreseen, in the Sao Paulo Forum, and in the European Left?

AIDA AVELLA

Well, because of everything that Colombia has gone through in recent times, I per-
sonally have been a little absent from the Sao Paulo Forum. I only have information from 
my colleagues who attend regularly. I believe that this is a very interesting and important 
forum, but we should make a great effort. 

It seems to me that often we need to organise, for example, teams of economists. I don’t 
know if the Sao Paulo Forum has made provision for this, but it seems to me that we 
should do so, given the ups and downs of the world economy. We should also look at the 
new policies in particular, with the pernicious wars that do not kill, but which destroy. I 
think we need to look at this, not only in the Sao Paulo Forum, but at the level of all the 
entities that have to do with politics in Latin America.

It is incredible, we could have made much more progress, but what we really see 
is that in the United States they put a lot of sophistication in each of the steps they take 
to prevent democratic and alternative governments from advancing in Latin America. We 
saw it in Bolivia, we have seen it in Ecuador, we have just seen it in Peru, even with “sabre 
rattling”. This is very dangerous, because coups d’état can happen again in Latin America. 
We inform you that, in Colombia, 15 days before leaving the country, there was “sabre-rat-
tling”. The generals were meeting, and we were warned that there could be some of that. I 
don’t think they would dare to go that far in Colombia, but they have done so many things 
that it is possible that it could even happen.

I think that in any case we have to look very carefully, not only at the level of the 
speeches that we can make, but also at the level of practical work, by deploying certain 
people. For example, we are 23 opposition parliamentarians, and these 23 have teams that 
help us, each with 10 people: there are 230 people working directly for the sector. Those 
of us who are in the Sao Paulo Forum are not all of us, but we would be a representative 
number, and we could help them in that sense. 
Lawyers to study all this for us, because the case of Latin America is very special. I would 
even suggest that there should be constant and permanent commissions. This would help 
us a lot, also to follow the whole thread.  In our party, we also have a comrade who is 
exclusively dedicated to the international sector, and we could look at the importance of 
unifying all of us not only through our work, but also in each of the countries, to see how 
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we can help each other. As the right-wing has a very large network, we were also able to 
be present to a certain extent in some of the cases in Latin America. But what we do is 
insuf�icient, I think we should do much more.

I have to apologize, because I have another meeting, and I can’t be too late. I apologize, but 
I have to leave, but you are in good hands with Alain. Next time we will stay a little longer. 
But now, we are in a dif�icult situation and I have to go to this meeting. I thank you im-
mensely, we will keep an eye on everything. Maite, a special greeting to you and to all the 
work done in the European Parliament. Thank you all very much and I will say goodbye, 
good night.

JORGE DRKOS

Thank you Aida, and thank you very much for your presence here at this event 
organised by the European Left Party and the Sao Paulo Forum. Surely, there will be no 
shortage of opportunities for us to share again. 

Hayot, we ask you the last question, which is very speci�ic. Especially when it comes to an 
economic issue as complex as Bitcoin. If you want to answer it. If not, we will ask the last 
question with a more political content, which has to do with the question posed by com-
rade Enrique Carmona, who says: 

The far right has created a narrative that many workers have bought into, which pits the 
penultimate against the last. A narrative based on hate, xenophobia, homophobia and rac-
ism. What narrative does the progressive left have to counter it ?

And with this question, which will be answered by comrade Hayot, we will close this �irst 
panel, if you agree. Go ahead Hayot, we are listening.

ALAIN HAYOT

We are going to focus on the fact that there are indeed a number of authoritarian, 
liberal forces, a bit like the spokespersons of the rich ones and those who say that de-
mocracy is not working. If this narrative of triumphant capitalism continues, I think they 
would be ready, as history has shown. They would be ready to protect their wealth, and 
they should also be ready to mobilise this narrative, this populist, nationalist narrative. A 
discourse that is very widespread in the public debate right now.
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I really think that the danger or the threat that we have over us (especially when we see 
what is happening in Poland, or in the UK), is that, I fear, the political debate is being re-
duced to a confrontation between, on the one hand a liberal right, which would only be 
interested in the development of multinationals, and on the other hand an authoritarian, 
nationalist, xenophobic right. This is what we see, at least in France. Few years ago, we 
had the presidential elections with Emmanuel Macron as candidate, a man who until then 
worked in a bank. A man who had Marine Le Pen on the other side. Marine Le Pen is not 
really providing an alternative to capitalism, not at all. She is using anti-democratic ways 
to continue the capitalist system. In fact, she is developing this identity narrative.

In short, I think the responsibility of the left today is tremendous. Today, the left 
has to reinvent an alternative. An alternative to the crisis of capitalism. So what should we 
do? In the area of public services, health, education, there is a lot to do in order to be able 
to build a different narrative, a different project. In addition, I think this is a central idea 
that is and should be guiding our debates and conversations. I think that in France and in 
the UK, the left has the possibility to build another narrative. Another project. I think it is 
possible to reach an agreement with, let’s say, the civilised right.

I think we need to take up this area of the left and the right, between those who dominate 
�inance, etc. and, on the other hand, those who want to live in a society based on fraternity, 
freedom and solidarity. A kind of formula. A political union. An alternative, different from 
what we have seen in Europe in recent years. 
Thank you very much.

JORGE DRKOS

Thank you Alain for your contributions. We are going to give the �loor to our col-
league Alba Blanco from Spain, to lead and moderate the second panel. Go ahead Alba. You 
are in charge of the event. Thank you very much to all of you for participating.

SECOND PANEL

ALBA BLANCO

Thank you Jorge, very kind. I think the conclusion of the �irst panel is that another better 
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world is possible and we have to organise and �ight for it. 

Now we will move on to talk with the two comrades of the second panel. The method will 
be the same as Jorge explained for the �irst panel. Each of them will have �ifteen minutes 
to make their presentation and then we will open the �loor for questions, but you can also 
send them to us via the chat.  

The �irst speaker will be Kate Hudson, who is the coordinator of the European Left Party’s 
working group against the extreme right and a member of the National Directorate of Left 
Unity in Great Britain. Welcome Kate.

KATE HUDSON

This is a crucial subject for both discussion and action. The fortunes of the far-
right, both in Europe and internationally, have been increasing for a long time. We thought 
for some decades that they were reduced to the margins of society; but the rise of neo-
liberalism in the 1980s and its institutionalisation in Western Europe by the Maastricht 
Treaty in 1991 certainly created the conditions for the far right to grow. The collapse of 
state socialism in Eastern Europe and the disastrous social and economic impact of the 
reintroduction of capitalism into that region also created fertile conditions for its growth. 
The economic crisis of 2008, followed by brutal austerity policies, increased poverty 
and precarious working, created further opportunities for the far right. They wasted no 
time in promoting their anti-immigrant, ultra-nationalist, racist and socially conservative 
agenda. The last �ive years have seen their narrative expand ideologically to include a 
strong anti-elite messaging; a radical cultural conservatism; the promotion of fake news 
and conspiracy theories; and a dangerous anti-expert/anti-science stance, which has been 
disastrous during the pandemic, with anti-vax positions receiving vociferous support. Far-
right violence has been on the increase too, with the pro-Trump attack on the US Congress 
only the most prominent example.

I don’t need to set out here the real human consequences of these politics. We all certainly 
agree on the need to defeat the far right, to break its false narrative and destructive power.

But there is also a trend towards just accepting the far right as part of the political 
landscape. Yesterday in the Financial Times, one of Britain’s most serious mainstream 
newspapers, a columnist contrasted Europe of twenty years ago with Europe of today. The 
rising far right at that time, with Jean-Marie Le Pen standing in the French presidential 
election, and the Italian far right on the increase, felt, he said, like a new and dangerous 
moment for European democracy. Now he says, most EU countries have a signi�icant far-
right party, but it looks more like a chronic ailment than a mortal threat. In other words, 
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the rise of the far right has not threatened democracy in the way we feared twenty years 
ago. Far-right parties have participated in governments – and departed from governments 
- without democracy ending. The idea here is that the far-right can be accommodated, that 
democracy safely adapts.

This approach is wrong, not least because the presence of far-right forces in the 
political arena has meant that their ideas have permeated the mainstream and are being 
taken up by supposedly centrist parties. Indeed the political centre of gravity has moved 
to the right, shaped by the agenda of the far right. Let’s take Britain as an example. Until 
very recently, Britain has not had a far right party with any signi�icant support. The Brexit 
referendum, which was called by the Conservative prime minister in order to defeat 
euro-sceptics in his own party, actually enabled a huge upsurge in extreme nationalism, 
xenophobia and reactionary views. Immigrants were blamed for all the ills faced by 
ordinary people, rather than the neoliberal economic policies that were actually to blame. 
Brie�ly, a new party, the Brexit party, emerged as a vehicle for the expression of what was 
essentially hate politics. But the Brexit party never made any headway in electoral terms, 
partly because of Britain’s �irst past the post electoral system, but also because the anti-
immigrant, nationalist agenda was thoroughly adopted by the Conservative party under a 
new right-wing leader, Boris Johnson.

The situation was also interesting in Britain at that time because a left alternative 
was receiving signi�icant support, in the form of Jeremy Corbyn, the left-winger who 
became leader of the Labour Party. The wave of support for radical left parties in Europe 
at that time found its outlet in Britain through the Labour party. The Corbyn-led Labour 
party attempted to break from the neo-liberalism that so many social democratic parties 
had adopted, which had helped create the conditions for the surge in support of the far 
right, and which was largely responsible for their failure to present a political alternative 
to the far right.

However, as we now know, he was defeated ultimately by a combination of hostility from 
the right wing of his own party, lies and media and establishment sabotage, including 
false allegations of anti-semitism. But the result is that the Labour party under its new 
leadership now also makes concessions to the far-right agenda, including anti-immigrant 
policies, and fails to stand up to the government’s attacks on democratic rights. Indeed, it 
even attacks the Conservative government for being insuf�iciently tough on security and 
defence. It is now a regular feature to see the Labour leadership backed by the British 
�lag, playing on the nationalist surge whipped up by Brexit. In areas where Labour has 
lost working class votes to the Conservatives on nationalist or anti-immigrant grounds it 
makes no attempt to present an alternative vision of what a more just and equal society 
could be like. Instead, it makes concessions to the far right narrative.

Therefore, this is not an acceptable absorption of far right ideas within a �lexible democratic 
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system where democracy maintains the upper hand. It is far-right politics getting the 
upper hand through the back door and it has to be defeated, whatever it is called and 
wherever it is found.

In rejecting the idea that the far-right can be made acceptable when it’s part of 
a democratic landscape, it’s important to note that when far-right parties rule alone, 
rather than in coalition, their record is deeply shocking and unacceptable. A look at both 
Hungary and Poland make that very clear and it is surprising that they have not met with 
more opposition internationally. Perhaps their status as relatively marginal to the main 
EU project, and in a ‘former communist’ category, means that their experiences are not 
really taken seriously. But there would be a very different situation – presumably – if Le 
Pen were to accede to the French presidency.

Last week’s French regional elections show some interesting patterns. Le Pen’s 
Rassemblement National failed to win any regions, and Macron’s En Marche did badly; the 
mainstream republican right and the left coalitions including the Socialist Party did well. 
Le Pen’s party stood a chance in the French southeast region but she was defeated by an 
alliance of rival parties that formed a “republican front” against the RN. This included the 
withdrawal of the Socialist party and left-wing alliance candidate which prevented the far 
right taking the region.

There has been some discussion recently about the future of the cordon sanitaire against 
the far right, which appears to have been successful in south-eastern France. Called for 
by the Party of European Socialists in 2010, it has by no means held over the last decade. 
Indeed, it has been observed that it holds in Greece and Germany but that Austria and 
Italy have normalised the far right. There are currently indications in both directions 
more widely in Europe. So for example, in March of this year, the majority of parties in the 
Catalan parliament signed a cordon sanitaire against VOX, an agreement to refuse to work 
or cooperate with the far-right party.

However, in a recent article in the Transform journal, Fabian Figueiredo has explained how 
the cordon sanitaire has fallen in Portugal, with parties of the Portuguese right making 
a national agreement with the new far right Chega! party to secure future government 
majorities.

While electoral arrangements can be useful to prevent far-right victories, the extent of the 
political problem requires political solutions. We are facing a political force that has many 
different manifestations and expressions. It has core positions but it is �lexible about how 
it uses them. It can be in government or on the street in violent or even terrorist actions. 
In many cases it is highly technologized, and social media is one of the chief vehicles 
for its political advance, far ahead of its use by most of the left. They have also become 
increasingly internationalised, well-funded and organised, and even though the demise 
of the Trump presidency and the ousting of Steve Bannon will have had an impact, this 
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internationalisation will be continuing.

Where we go from here is crucial and I think that we on the left need to work and plan 
together internationally far more effectively on this agenda. This is not a problem that 
can be solved on a national level and our solidarity and cooperation must be signi�icantly 
increased. This will enable the left and progressive forces to present its alternative vision 
and policies far more coherently – and with the con�idence and militancy that it deserves.

Thank you.

ALBA BLANCO

 Thank you very much Kate. Now we give the �loor to Ricardo Canese, Member of 
the Parlasur parliament, from the Frente Guasú of Paraguay, thank you.

RICARDO CANESE

Many thanks to the organisers of this important joint seminar.

How do we propose to confront the right-wing in our country and also Lawfare in times 
of pandemic? 
First, I have to start by saying that the Paraguayan people have been suffering under a 
right-wing, even extreme right-wing, practically fascist, authoritarian conservative re-
gime of the Partido Colorado for seventy-four years. With just a four-year interregnum, 
which was the government of Fernando Lugo (2008-2012), ousted through a parliamen-
tary coup d’état on 22 June 2012. Seventy-four years.

A bit of history: Paraguay was the only nation in South America to experience a true 
radical democratic revolution, of independence between 1811 and 1870.  The model of 
independence was based on the fact that the land belonged to those who worked on it, and 
the state played an active role in communications, transport, fundamental exports of nat-
ural resources, as well as education. The country was self-�inancing, meeting its domestic 
demand, in a process of growing industrialisation, without foreign debt or illiteracy. Un-
like practically all the countries in the region.

The free trade and extractivist model was imposed on Paraguay by blood and �ire through 
genocide, through the war of the “Triple Alliance” from 1864 to 1870. A war led by the 
oligarchies of Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay, and even seconded by the Paraguayan oligarchy, 
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with the �inancing of Great Britain. From 1870 onwards, two parties were formed. One, 
the Liberal, the other, the Colorado or Conservative, ravaged the country for more than 
75 years, between 1870 and 1947, with various coups d’état. In 1947, we had a civil war 
similar to the Spanish civil war, which pitted democratic and left-wing forces against con-
servative forces. Unfortunately, the latter triumphed, the reactionary forces led by the Col-
orado Party, which in a few more years began the long dictatorship of Alfredo Stroessner, 
from 1954 to 1989.

In this entire period, from 1870 to 1989, more than a century, all the presidents of the re-
public took of�ice on the basis of a coup d’état or non-competitive elections, with a single 
candidate. In that century, an opposition candidate did run only twice, but in elections that 
were totally rigged and without any possibility of real competition. There was never any 
democratic competition in Paraguay until 1989, only coups d’état. A whole anti-democrat-
ic culture was created.

From the beginning of its era (74 years ago, in 1947), the Colorado Party ruled 
dictatorially until 1989, more than 40 years.  Since 1989, it did so as the hegemonic party, 
with public freedoms, it is true, but with a tremendously conditioned democracy. With a 
judiciary and electoral power dominated by the Partido Colorado itself, as well as all oth-
er public institutions. It was a requirement to be af�iliated to the Colorado Party in order 
to enter public service. To be a civil servant, a policeman, a military of�icer, a teacher, a 
nurse, you had to be in the Colorado Party. After 1989, when there were public freedoms, 
it continued in a more disguised form, with some exceptions. But in reality, this structure, 
the whole hegemonic and authoritarian structure of the Colorado Party has limited any 
possibility of democratic change.

The Colorado Party is the Paraguayan oligarchy’s best instrument of domination. For 74 
years, to exploit the people, to appropriate the natural wealth, to appropriate the coun-
try’s public revenues, which are always shared with the neighbouring oligarchies. And, of 
course, with the transnationals. For example Itaipù, the largest hydroelectric power sta-
tion in the world, is a business shared between the Paraguayan and Brazilian oligarchies.

The only time the people were able to defeat the Colorado Party from 1989 until now was 
when Fernando Lugo in 2008 led the “Patriotic Alliance for Change”, as it was called, based 
on a very broad unity of progressivism with other democratic forces.

It must also be said that the left in Paraguay is structurally weak. And we say structural-
ly weak because we do not have a process of industrialisation. So we can say that it has 
grown a little: from 10%, when there were public freedoms in the last 30 years, to 20%, 
where the largest grouping is the Frente Guasú, (Large Front in Guaranì), but there are 
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also some other smaller expressions. The left is weak to a large extent, because in Par-
aguay extractivism predominates and there is very little formal work. Trade unions are 
weak or even non-existent, because of the absence of a process of industrialisation. With 
the exception of the public sector, which is often dominated by the hegemonic Colorado 
party, as we have said, with some exceptions.

In fact, the greatest strength of the left is in the peasant movement. Not in the labour move-
ment. The peasantry currently makes up 30% of the population, and the radical political 
position of the peasantry is mainly due to its confrontation with the large landowners 
(the very strong dominant sector), and also with agribusiness, which are systematically 
evicting peasants and indigenous people from their habitat.  The struggle is for land and 
even for life continues to be fundamental in Paraguay, because they come with agro-toxins 
and so on.

The Paraguayan oligarchy has been unscrupulous enough to put the brakes on peasant 
organisations. It has so far assassinated more than 100 peasant leaders: without having 
the level of violence that there is in Colombia, it is a relatively high �igure for our country. 
We are just talking about the years of public freedoms, the last 30 years. For these mur-
ders, as well as for the persecution, justice has not found a single guilty person. In other 
words, more than 100 peasant leaders have been assassinated and justice has not found a 
single culprit, despite the fact that it is well known what the murders are about, murders 
ordered by landowners through hired assassins. And in some cases it is known who the 
perpetrators might be.

The judiciary endorses the impunity of the landowners. I often say: the judiciary is really 
the landowners’ law of�ice. The judiciary supports the landowners and their hired assas-
sins, at the same time as it carries out all kinds of evictions of indigenous peasant settle-
ments, as there are at this very moment. Any request from the landowners to the justice 
system is immediately answered in favour of the landowners, with very strong repression, 
evictions, and where the landowners often have land that we call “ill-gotten” or outright 
stolen. According to the report of the “Truth and Justice Commission” on the dictatorship 
of Alfredo Stroessner published in 2008, almost 8 million hectares are ill-gotten, stolen 
land, almost 20% of the country’s surface area. This is no small thing.

An emblematic case of persecution of the peasant movement was the massacre of 
Curuguaty on 15 June 2012, perpetrated by landowners’ hired killers according to all the 
evidence, but which was attributed to the peasants. With this excuse, the parliamentary 
coup d’état against Fernando Lugo was executed in just one week, in a truly scandalous 
way, on 22 June 2012. The peasants were arrested and imprisoned for more than 5 years 
in the Curuguaty case. They were imprisoned despite the fact that they were obviously 
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innocent, and were sentenced to several years in prison until a permanent and growing 
citizen mobilisation managed to get the Supreme Court of Justice to declare them free of 
punishment and guilt.

Recently, even with the pandemic, a large part of the population, mainly young people, 
almost spontaneously mobilised massively and persistently throughout the month of 
March. There were also some social organisations that participated, but it was largely a 
spontaneous movement. About 30 days of this year 2021, demanding free health care for 
all because of the pandemic, given that people had no choice but to go and die in public 
hospitals or be left destitute because there were no medicines or medical supplies, de-
spite the enormous amount of money misspent by the Abdo Benítez government, which 
suffers from structural corruption and incompetence.

This popular struggle succeeded in bringing about some immediate improvement 
in medical care, although the public health service is still extremely de�icient. In the mo-
bilisations in March this year, for the �irst time, ordinary people, including non-politicised 
people, clearly criticised the Colorado Party, this 74-year-old instrument of the oligarchy, 
and even the hardest wing of the Colorado Party, headed by the ma�ia, by Horacio Cartes. 
There were mobilisations and demonstrations in front of Cartes’ house, and even the ad-
ministrative part of the headquarters of the Colorado Party was set on �ire, just as the 
digital networks popularised “Colorado Party Never Again”.

That was really quite striking, how people assumed that this conservative and authoritar-
ian hegemonic party that has ruled us for three quarters of a century was responsible for 
all the ills. It was always said that “Oh well, what happens is that this Colorado leader is 
bad, but there are others who are good”. Now the criticism is more structural.

The justice system, largely “Colorada”, co-opted by the Colorado Party, immediately 
reacted by charging young students who demonstrated, without providing evidence and 
with illegal measures restricting their freedom, just as in the case of peasant leaders, in 
order to demobilise and generate fear in the population. It must be said that there are 
thousands of peasant leaders (in this case it has already affected the student leaders as 
well), who are charged, and then they are immediately imprisoned for any event.

However, to a large extent people have lost their fear. This is an important factor. The de-
terioration of the Colorado Party’s image is considerable and could be the beginning of a 
process of profound change in Paraguay that could displace this hegemonic conservative 
party that has tyrannically governed Paraguay for ¾ of a century.  Such a change should 
be based on a democratic and progressive programme, taking the positive experience of 
the government of Fernando Lugo, to date the government best remembered by the entire 



23

Paraguayan population, as measured by all the polls. To realize this change will depend on 
Paraguay’s democratic and progressive leadership being able to articulate and formulate 
a project for change that is suf�iciently solid and forward-looking.

After 74 years of reactionary and conservative hegemony of the Colorado Party, change is 
possible in Paraguay. Thank you.

QUESTIONS

ALBA BLANCO

 Thank you very much Ricardo. Well, let’s move on to questions. We have 10 min-
utes to answer the questions, as we are already running a bit short of time. Most of the 
questions are directed to the issue addressed by Kate in the �irst part of the panel, but I 
encourage you both to answer. 

Marco Consolo asks: Can we talk about 21st century fascism, with slightly different char-
acteristics than in the past, even if not all right-wingers are openly fascist?

The second question is posed by Alonso Acosta on the fact that the right-wing as a whole 
is working to create a labour aristocracy alienated from its class character. Much of the left 
in Europe has abandoned the narrative of class struggle and proletarian internationalism. 
Is the left penetrated by opportunism, and if so, how to break with this disease?

The third question asked by Francisco: the right is following the extreme right. Does this 
mean that the extreme right is still making its way? What political attitude should we in 
Europe and Latin America have towards the extreme right?

KATE HUDSON

A lot of very interesting, very complex questions, and I’ve only �ive minutes. I will 
do what I can. 
Well, yes, of course, I think it is a useful concept in our debates, I think. But, as you may 
know, there are also many ways of describing different manifestations of far-right politics. 
In the articles I read (also in preparation for today’s presentation), we talk about the ex-
treme populist right, the radical right, the extreme right. Are there differences between 
these concepts? If we are very academic, yes, we could say that they are different. Never-
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theless, in the end they are labels, concepts that should not prevent us from realising the 
main thing, which is that we have to oppose them because they are bad. To simplify: in the 
30’s of the last century, there were authoritarian dictatorships with different names, the 
Nazis, and so on. But in the end, what we have to do is to oppose them in the name of the 
people and the peoples.

The second question, I hope I understood it correctly: if the class struggle is still 
on our agenda, on our programme. Of course it is, it has to be there. Because we see class 
struggle in many ways and in many places. For example, in Latin America. We have heard 
it today. There is class struggle in what we have heard today. In terms of strikes, for exam-
ple, in Britain it’s the clearest form of class militancy that you can see, although the truth 
is that there is less class struggle than we’ve seen in the past and than we would need in 
Britain for different reasons. But yes, whenever someone takes to the streets to defend a 
public library, a public service, that is class struggle. Every day we see and witness class 
struggle and that is the only way forward politically, if we recognise how broad and inclu-
sive class struggle is and from there unite and move forward.

Whether the left is sick or ailing… Well, I think the left and the lefts have strengths 
and weaknesses. In Britain we are very weak, because the trade union and Labour move-
ment took a tremendous kicking from Thatcher in her time and we haven’t recovered 
yet. The Labour Party itself has accepted neo-liberalism to some extent. So we are in the 
struggle from different positions, but we should de�ine ourselves better. That’s why we 
need to talk about solidarity and international cooperation. Here in the UK, to strengthen 
ourselves, joining with the Latin American and European left, to be less weak we have to 
be more self-con�ident. That is the way to �ind solutions that have to do with sustainable 
development, that self-con�idence.

What else? If the right is following the pattern of the far right? Certainly, it is in 
Britain. We have a right-wing government, and I said this in the presentation, which has 
accepted and incorporated many of the points of the far-right agenda. So here, in many 
ways and in many cases, the right is far-right. That is all. 
Thank you very much for the questions.

ALBA BLANCO

Thank you very much Kate. Really amazing your ability to summarize, because the 
questions were very complex. Ricardo, you have the �loor. Thank you.



25

RICARDO CANESE

 In our country, we have a strongly extractivist model, where the extraction is not 
mining, but agribusiness: a soybean and livestock model where large estates linked to 
agribusiness are the main form of appropriation of surpluses, of pro�it. Therefore, there 
is a contradiction between the peasant masses and agribusiness, extractivism, the land-
owners. That is why there is a process of politicisation of the peasantry, which in Paraguay 
was not so politicised before, but now it has become politicised and has moved to the left. 
Previously in Paraguay, despite the fact that we had a very small working class, it was 
more politicised towards the left. With the process of deindustrialisation, there are still 
people who are conscious, but it is not as signi�icant as in the case of the peasants. In fact, 
the Frente Guasú has the majority of its vote in rural areas, not in the urban centres, a bit 
like the case of Prof. Pedro Castillo’s “Perú Libre”.  

In any case, yes, in the popular urban neighbourhoods we also have electoral support, a 
good vote. But in any case, globally, just as Pedro Castillo lost in Lima, we also lost in Asun-
ción, in our capital, but we did win in rural areas.
In relation to the extreme right, and apart from the class struggle, I would say that the 
latter would be more the main contradiction. At the moment, in our country the main 
contradiction is not socialism versus capitalism. It is to create a state governed by the rule 
of law. Paraguay has never had a state based on the rule of law, where there is a social 
programme, a welfare state. Fernando Lugo’s government was popular because of that, 
it was a State under the Rule of Law, for the �irst time there was a State under the Rule 
of Law. For the �irst time people went to the hospitals and did not die. For the �irst time 
education worked, there was public education, public health and social security. So that’s 
the main contradiction. Creating the democratic State under the rule of law, a project that 
is against the ma�ia, which we have a bit like in Colombia. Although in Colombia it is obvi-
ously more truculent, in Paraguay we also have an oligarchy, a ma�ia bourgeoisie, linked to 
drug traf�icking, linked to money laundering, linked to smuggling, which dates back to the 
dictatorship of Alfredo Stroessner, and which is the real power, together with agribusiness 
and large landowners. It is the real power that uses the Colorado Party as an instrument. 
It is a ma�ia oligarchy, we could say. Well, those would be my comments Alba.

ALBA BLANCO

Thank you very much Ricardo, another question has come in directly for you. I 
think it’s worth taking advantage of the two minutes we have left before the end of the 
panel. 
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Hans is asking: have there been any attempts in Paraguay to form political instruments, 
parties, by the indigenous peoples?

RICARDO CANESE

 Yes, look, in the last elections a party de�ined as indigenous, or self-de�ined. It did 
not win any parliamentary seats. It has to be said that the indigenous population in Para-
guay is relatively small, we are not Bolivia, we are not Peru. In Paraguay, 2% of the popu-
lation considers itself indigenous. There are probably many people who are almost 100% 
indigenous, but who do not consider themselves indigenous. That’s probably true. But 
in reality we have a large majority mestizo population. And that’s why the peasantry is 
strong. 
Obviously, with the indigenous movement all the progressive left parties do coordinate. 
In fact, this indigenous party that presented itself and had its votes (although it did not 
win parliamentarians or departmental councillors) is a party with which it is possible to 
articulate. But we do not have the strength of the indigenous movement in Ecuador, Peru 
or Bolivia.

ALBA BLANCO

 Thank you very much. It has been a real pleasure to be with you on this panel. We 
will certainly have to follow the issue because, unfortunately, the rise of the extreme right 
is affecting us, both continents, and we left-wing forces have to be very attentive to every-
thing that is happening. Well, to conclude, we are pleased to have two comrades present-
ing the conclusions: 

Maite Mola, our Vice-President and head of international relations of the European Left 
Party, and Monica Valente, Executive Secretary of the Sao Paulo Forum. Thank you.

CONCLUSIONS

MAITE MOLA 

First of all, thanks to the speakers, moderators and for the introduction. Thanks 
also to the interpreters.

Very important analyses in times of pandemic not only at the international level 
but also of the speci�ic countries, France (as Alain explained very well), Colombia, Para-
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guay and the United Kingdom.

For all the reasons given, in particular by Kate Hudson, internationalism, international 
solidarity, the �ight against imperialism, for peace, equality at all levels and the analysis of 
the reasons for immigration are more important than ever.

I would also like to point out the “soft coups” that became “fashionable” with Lugo 
in Paraguay and ended (for the moment) with Morales in Bolivia. We have the issue of Peru 
pending, as has been mentioned here, but there is also Colombia. Anything can happen, 
but we are also in the same situation in Europe.  In fact, we have an extreme right-wing 
guy governing in Hungary who has made a law against homosexuality, etc. We are in a very 
complex situation. They are very well organised, capitalism is very well organised. The 
extreme right is very united on a planetary scale: to give an example, the slogan “Freedom 
or communism” has been used these months in the Community of Madrid elections by the 
Popular Party, by Piñera in Chile, by Duque in Colombia and by Keiko Fujimori in Peru, 
where Castillo is still waiting since the 6th of June to be proclaimed president because 
of the resistance of the neo-colonial oligarchy forces, linked to the multinationals, with 
lukewarm support from the USA and the EU.

We have also seen the vote in the UN of 184 countries against the blockade of Cuba, 
2 in favour and 3 abstentions. But as one of the opposing countries is the USA, nothing is 
done, and the inhuman blockade continues, just like the sanctions against Venezuela: pe-
ople are attacked, practically the whole world rejects the sanctions, but nothing is done, 
only very lukewarm declarations.
I found interesting what Alain Hayot said about the unity of the left, which is a central 
issue. Indeed, we have to have more than 30% of the votes, we want to be in government.
In this perspective, as has been said, it is very important to build alternatives and a differ-
ent political project. 

Finally, dear Monica, dear comrades of the Sao Paulo Forum, of the European Left Work-
ing Group coordinated by Marco Consolo (whose work has been fundamental for today’s 
meeting), we have to work on the unity of the left and of the progressive forces, and con-
tinue to work together the EL and the FSP with seminars like this one.  
I hope that soon these will be face-to-face.

If something fundamental has been demonstrated, it is the need to work together, because 
although we are two continents, we have to move forward so that we are many more to 
�ight them, because today the slogan “No pasarán!” is more important than ever.
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MÓNICA VALENTE

Good morning, good afternoon, good evening, to all of you, and a special hug to my 
dear friend Maite Mola, a struggling woman who inspires us so much, and many congrat-
ulations to Marco Consolo, Jorge Drkos, Alba, and all our panelists.

These two panels were very rich, we have to continue to debate a lot, to continue to deep-
en this issue of the extreme right and lawfare. 
During the presentations and from the questions and answers, one thing came to my mind: 
the current state of capitalism, the neoliberal model, seems to need violent, authoritarian 
and repressive mechanisms to impose itself in different countries around the world, as in 
many of our Latin American countries. Or, also, other anti-democratic mechanisms that 
we are being surprised witnesses, such as the issue of Fake News, hybrid warfare, the 
destruction of reputations, which is also a form of violence. Here we have the case of Lula, 
Rafael Correa, Cristina Kirchner, who are also a form of violence.

So, one thing that really strikes me is that neoliberalism, the neo-liberal model, in 
order to impose itself in the different countries, is going to need not only authoritarian 
mechanisms, but also mechanisms that are somehow anti-democratic, because Fake News 
on social networks is also anti-democratic. They are not normal things in a narrative dis-
pute, or in elections, or, as we say in the Sao Paulo Forum, in the “battle of ideas”. So, yes, 
we have a lot of work to do on these similarities that we have in our two continents. And 
this relationship between the Sao Paulo Forum and the European Left has been providing 
us with many inputs, many very important re�lections in this sense. 

In addition to the issue of the unity of the left, there is also the issue of managing to 
build an anti-neoliberal, in our case anti-imperialist, and also, in a certain way, post-cap-
italist political and economic project. This is a big challenge. None of us has the answers 
ready, but it is on the basis of this very rich exchange that we will be able to build them. 
We have to accept our differences, which are very small, in terms of our identities and our 
political values of solidarity, cooperation, peace and social inclusion, social justice, in Latin 
America and Europe.

I also hope, like Maite, that sooner rather than later we will be able to meet personally. 
Here in Latin America we are going through very dif�icult times, there are no vaccines for 
everyone. Well, you are following the cases in Brazil and Paraguay, which are very close, 
so the pandemic in our two countries is almost the same, the same suffering we are expe-
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riencing. But surely we are going to meet sooner rather than later in person and continue 
to deepen our identities and our debates. 
Congratulations to all of you. Alba, Ricardo, Alain, Kate Hudson, Aida Avella, Jorge Drkos, 
Marco Consolo and everyone. A big hug.

ALBA BLANCO

Thank you very much to all of you for your participation, we have reached this point today.  
Until next time, thank you very much.


