CONCLUSIONS

I have attempted to offer a new perspective of the Colombian internal war, as a conflict of exclusionism versus multiculturalism, with substantial implications for the management and solution of the dispute. I based my analysis on the research by Malcolm D. Deas, Mary Kaldor, ‘Paz Pública’, the workshop of the Institute of National Strategic Studies, and Alfredo Rangel. As I am not expert in social sciences or security, each of those studies was instrumental for my better understanding of the problem. Those approaches helped me maintain, I expect, a minimum of objectivity, as much as my strong personal feelings allowed. Above all, I absolutely share the philosophy behind each one of those studies, on the need for us to ‘recognize the war to build the peace’.

I have attempted to prove that the long guerrilla fight has caused immense costs and has brought zero gains to the people. I have sustained that the paramilitaries are not different to the guerrillas in their methods, extreme insincerity, despise for the rights of the weaker, and hate towards the progressive segments of the society, as well as in the clear danger they pose to the rule of law and democracy. The members of the security forces that have, actively or passively, supported the paramilitaries have joined the group of outlaws in their war against multiculturalism and integration of the Colombian nation. I also have sustained that, as much as we must demand that the armed forces indiscriminately respect human rights, we must support their sacrifice and recognize their professionalism and the nobility of their mission.

I have concluded that the ripeness required for the negotiations with FARC ever producing substantive, sustainable advances, does not exists today. That will not change overnight. To create the missing ripeness, we have to reach consensus on a national strategy that prioritizes the strengthening of the armed forces and the efficacy of the justice system, as fundamental components of an integral effort to definitively conquest our territory and to fully integrate the marginal members of our community into the democratic, cultural and economic life of the nation. 

Moreover, the urgent need to restore security and justice is but the beginning of our immense challenges. Ambitious, sustained programs and the full commitment from the state to eradicate misery and improve the quality of life in rural Colombia, especially in areas under the reign of violents, and in the huge marginal belts of our cities, are essential for peace to consolidate. Those efforts could provide an alternative, positive focus to the energies of the Colombian people. The immense task of national reconstruction and economic, political and institutional reforms should not wait for any progress of the negotiations. It is our duty to start now. 

It is essential that we finally initiate the transition of the nation into a modern democracy based on the principles of rule of law, political tolerance, and solidarity. Several times in the past century that transformation was frustrated with the coward assassination of candidates that had a potential to lead a process of change and reform within constitutional grounds: Uribe, Gaitán, Galán, Pizarro, the UP members, or Gómez Hurtado. 

Although we reacted and condemned these and so many other crimes, our rejection lacked firmness and consistency. Foreign analysts acutely diagnose that our tolerance to violence is one of the main factors preventing the peaceful resolution of the conflict. We cannot wait any longer until the bloody tide of the war reaches our homes before we stand up and protest. We have to stop deceiving ourselves on the dimensions and costs of the internal war, trying to protect from the crude reality with an imagined shield.

Sooner than later, Colombians will learn to demand respect for their political space and to respect their fellow citizens’ space. Only then, modernity will substitute violence and corruption. Hence, the luck of guerrillas, paramilitaries, and anyone else playing old loathed games and abusing from the weak, will change. This cultural change occurs gradually, yet definitely. Even citizens in small isolated towns in the heart of the reign of violence, of all ages and conditions, have already raised their voices, loud, fearless, clear, solely armed with their spirits and their dreams. When globalization and multiculturalism visit remote, forgotten localities in many unexpected ways, those values often stay. Human progress and democracy, once inside the hearts of the people, are never defeated. 
