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Introduction

In the complex world of international politics and history, Latin America is often glossed over, perhaps briefly noted on as the site of proxy wars between the United States and the Soviet Union during the Cold War and as the land of men who dare declare US President Bush “the devil” in front of the whole world. More often, Latin America is exoticized as the home to dashing revolutionary heroes, long-gone civilizations, and corrupt federales. But the nuanced reality of the subcontinent is rarely explored. Even less analyzed is the important role women have played in creating social change over the past few decades as Latin America undergoes revolutions, dictatorships, and crippling civil wars. 
This portfolio examines the intricacy of Latin American politics and the crucial role women have played in forming its contemporary state. It is my aim to provide a holistic picture of this abused subcontinent through the case studies of Cuba, Chile, Nicaragua, and Peru. 

Two to Salsa: the Difficult Dance of US-Cuba Relations addresses the complex relationship between the United States and Cuba over the past 48 years. It refutes the claim the US actually wants to normalize relations with the Caribbean nation and instead contends that the US actually politically benefits from the decades long embargo.

Chapter Two, Barefoot, Naked and in La Moneda: How Conservative Women Created a Female Presidency, argues that the contributions of the right wing Chilean women who helped oust Socialist Salvador Allende directly correlated with the election of Socialist president Michelle Bachelet in 2006. It explores how these highly conservative women prepared machista Chile for the election of a female president through increased political participation and enfranchisement of women of all social classes. 

The next piece is written as a letter to newly elected Nicaraguan President Daniel Ortega as he prepares to take office for the first time since the Sandinistas lost control of the government in 1990. It outlines concrete policy advice for increasing women’s rights, decreasing corruption, aiding the precarious economic situation, and staving off the hegemony the United States. 

Chapter Four is an exploration of former Peruvian congresswoman and presidential candidate Lourdes Flores. As the most influential conservative politician in Peru, Flores reflects the changing public perception of Peruvian women in positions of power as well as both the negative and positive stereotypes that accompany traditional female roles. 

Lastly, Over Privileged Revolution: An Expression in Three Movements is a reflection of the hypocrisy of privileged US citizens who cry for “revolution” while directly creating human misery in Global South countries. This poem is the culmination of the discourse of the past semester as well as my personal sentiments on the paradoxical paradigm of privilege. 

Ultimately, I hope to better enable engaged thinkers to critically scrutinize the political and social climate of Latin America today and reflect on the role individuals play in shaping the contemporary sociopolitical paradigm. 
Chapter 1

Two to Salsa:

The Delicate Dance of US-Cuba Relations

In his article “The Secrets of Castro’s Staying Power,” Jorge I. Domínguez presents a comprehensive view of the tenuous relationship between Cuba and the United States. However, his nuanced understanding of the standoff is undercut by not addressing the true basis of US policy towards Cuba. While Domínguez provides viable options for ways in which the United States can normalize relations with Cuba, he incorrectly assumes that the US wants to end its decades-long confrontation with the Caribbean nation.  

Domínguez clearly demonstrates that US action serves to keep Castro firmly cemented in his position as head of the Cuban regime. Politically, the US embargo of Cuban goods—and the US threat to other countries who trade with Cuba under the Cuban Democracy Act—augments global resentment towards the US and makes the ‘Yankees’ Castro’s scapegoat for hardship in Cuba. By limiting technological and informational access to the Cuban people, the US further cuts off the flow of communication to the island, only worsening the paucity of outside information created by Castro’s own media restrictions. If given more contact with the outside world and opinions other than Cuban governmental propaganda, Cubans—especially those currently working clandestinely to promote human rights—could gain the tools to work more overtly against the Castro regime. The US military presence in the Caribbean skies serves only to strengthen Castro’s notion that the US is an unfairly active aggressor: a country of 300 million citizens attempting to monitor a small nation of a mere 11 million people. This again solidifies the Cuban perspective that the US is an imperial, aggressive force and allows Castro to direct anger away from himself and to his unfriendly neighbor to the north.
 
Domínguez assumes that the United States does not realize the consequences of its actions and truly wants to move towards normalizing relations with Cuba. This basic premise is false. Domínguez asserts that with its recent trade liberalization, “Cuba looks increasingly like just another island in the Caribbean”.
 The United States government would gain no additional benefit from opening trade with Cuba as Cuba would not provide any significant economic boost to the US, which already has trade partners throughout the Caribbean. Nor would the United States gain much in the international political community by ending the standoff; anti-Americanism is so pervasive throughout the world that normalizing relations with Cuba would not significantly change the US’s position in the minds of most people worldwide. 


It is also more politically opportune for the United States to continue its stalemate with Cuba rather than to stabilize trade and travel to the country. Cuban-Americans, a largely affluent population base that fled to the US after the forces of the Cuban Revolution redistributed their land, despise Castro and actively lobby to continue the embargo. Their vote plays a vital role in US elections, especially in increasingly politically polarized Florida. With over 800,000 thousand Cubans living in Florida alone, Republican legislators (as well as some Democrats like President Bill Clinton), the major US opponents of the Castro regime, cannot afford to “appease” Castro. To do so would compromise an influential and wealthy constituent base. By continuing and promoting the Cuban conflict, legislators maintain their stronghold over elections and soft money campaign donations. Ultimately, this plays a vital role in US-Cuban interaction and dictates much of US policy. 

Some may contend that it would be more beneficial for the US to end Castro’s regime in order to set up a soft democracy which would be easy to manipulate and control. The implementation of neoliberal policies on the island would solidify the US’s economic hegemony in the region and would send a clear message to leaders throughout Latin America who are not ideologically in the line with the United States. While Washington does have an interest in spreading its economic policies, and would be pleased if Havana became another easily controlled Bogotá or Lima, the US stands to gain more politically by passive-aggressively promoting the conflict. Thus, while Socialism and anti-“Yankee” sentiment remain in Cuba, the US will continue the deadlock, increasing its domestic political support.  By failing to take the true intentions of the United States into account, Domínguez ensures that his ‘quick fix’ solution to the conflict will never come to fruition. 

Chapter 2
Barefoot, Pregnant and in La Moneda:

How Conservative Women Created a Female Presidency


The 2006 election of Socialist president Michelle Bachelet may seem like a fluke in Chilean political history, an anomaly in a country still reeling from the effects of a seventeen-year dictatorship led by the late Augusto Pinochet. Today, Chile remains very conservative even by Latin American standards, rendering the election of a woman president even more astonishing. In this largely Catholic country where divorce was illegal until 2001 and abortion remains both illegal and taboo, Chilean women often take the backseat in national political movements. Prior to the election of Bachelet, visibly active Chilean women often took staunchly conservative political positions, helping to defeat Allende in the 1964 presidential elections and to organize (albeit unsuccessfully) the ‘Sí’ campaign for the 1988 national plebiscite, all the while contending that their actions remained apolitical. Just 42 years after conservative Chilean women helped defeat a communist presidential candidate because they believed he challenged traditional gender roles and their moral values, Bachelet embodies a direct challenge to the ideal of the traditional Chilean woman. 

What prompted the social and political transformation through which Bachelet, with a clear mandate from Chilean citizens, became the first woman president? What changes did Chilean women undergo to now have one their own in the highest position in the country? By actively increasing political thought and promoting activism for all Chilean women, the actions of right-wing women in the 1960s, 1970s, and 1980s helped prepare Chile to elect a woman president in 2006. 
The 1964 presidential contest between Socialist Salvador Allende and Christian Democrat Eduardo Frei proved instrumental in increasing political involvement and awareness of women at all socio-economic levels. While conservative women adamantly considered themselves to be apolitical and outside of the (traditionally male) political sphere, they were highly influential in this new female galvanization, affecting the outcome of the 1964 election through a trans-class, female mobilization network. Right-wing middle- and upper-class women, fearful that a new Communist government would threaten both their social position and traditional way of life, organized against Allende through highly conservative groups such as Acción de Mujeres de Chile. The organization “provided an entrée for elite conservative women into modern Chilean politics.”
 These women were also crucial in the success of the Scare Campaign of the 1964 presidential campaign.
 Directed by both the conservative Chilean political elite and the United States, the Scare Campaign was designed to increase the conservative female voter turnout of all social classes by appealing to staunchly held beliefs of the importance of traditional gender roles that were prevalent in Chile at the time.
 The campaign was successful in galvanizing not only women voters from the upper echelons of society, but those of lower classes as well. “In no working-class or poor neighborhood in Santiago did more women vote for Allende than for Frei,” proving that working-class women conservatives now represented an important—and active—electoral base.
 
Specifically targeted in the campaign because they had proven to be consistently more conservative than men, women became crucial voters in the 1964 election. Indeed, Allende’s loss in 1964 can be attributed to his failure to gain the support of women, giving females more confidence to be politically active.
 Thus the Scare Campaign and conservative women’s groups successful penetrated Chilean women’s collective psyche, planting seeds of political involvement which later enabled women to be in the forefront of national politics. 

 The Christian Democratic Party’s (PDC) creation of nation-wide Mother’s Centers also played a key role in spreading political awareness among women of all classes by specifically targeting a hugely important, though largely ignored, sector of society: poor, working-class women. The PDC expressly focused on women in the poblaciones to successfully organized poor women in unprecedented numbers in order to expand beyond its traditional middle-class base.
  Mother’s Centers “took the specific reality of women, especially poor ones, into account”
 and provided women a much-needed social outlet while directly campaigning for their votes, thus “us[ing] the contacts and relationships it developed with poor and working-class women in the Mother’s Center to organize a substantial sector of their women against the UP government.”
 This campaign was hugely successful; “seventy-five percent of first-time female voters cast their ballots for Eduardo Frei.”
 Although the PDC did not promote direct involvement by women in politics or aim to fundamentally transform the role of women within society, it did successfully proliferate political participation for women of all social strata through the creation of the Mother’s Centers. 

While Pinochet disbanded Acción de Mujeres de Chile after he came to power in 1973, women began to be increasingly and overtly active in national politics under his regime. The formation of an enormous, all-volunteer women’s civic association designed to increase national support for Pinochet’s military rule also resulted in women being recognized as a major political force.
 For instance, the National Secretary of Women (SNM), led by First Lady Lucía Hiriart de Pinochet, had 145,000 women volunteers, making it the largest civic association during Pinochet’s seventeen year reign. Importantly, this role visibly pushed Hiriat into national politics, allowing her to become a particularly powerful figure in the 1988 plebiscite. Viewing the “plebiscite as an opportunity to advance herself politically,” as well as support her husband, Hiriat spearheaded the ‘Sí’ campaign by turning to women in her volunteer movement, who were among Pinochet’s most loyal supporters.
 As this was the most important election in Chilean history, Hiriat’s role was crucial in advancing women’s visibility and involvement in politics. In preparation for the plebiscite, many right-wing women ended their involvement in the volunteer movement to begin working for political parties that had recently formed, such as the Independent Democratic Union and the National Renewal party.
 

For the first time, right-wing women publicly acknowledged that they were not apolitical actors, but instead took a new, overtly political stance, reasserting their autonomy in politics.
 Though they lost the plebiscite vote, right-wing women established that they had successfully made the transformation from an uninvolved, ignored sector to an admittedly politically active force on the national level. By promoting political activism among all social classes, encouraging voting, and then supporting women volunteers, right-wing women successfully emerged as a politically active bloc capable of influencing the highest levels of government thereby preparing Chile for the election of a woman president. 

Michelle Bachelet’s 2006 presidential victory represents the culmination of the political transformation that Chilean women began in the 1964 presidential election. Winning with 53% of the vote, Bachelet’s success is especially remarkable considering Chile’s otherwise conservative adherence to traditional gender roles. A trained doctor, single-mother, self described agnostic, and Socialist, Bachelet served as both the Health and Defense Ministers under the previous president, Ricardo Lagos.
 This marks an even starker contrast to Pinochet’s authoritarian, ultra-conservative regime which ended only 18 years ago. She “represents a new phenomenon in Chilean politics: the rise of a candidate from outside the male political elite.”
 It was right-wing women who set the stage for Socialist Bachelet’s election; prepared over the past few decades by conservative female political involvement, Chileans are now ready to be led by a woman. 


Because Bachelet’s liberal political views differ greatly with those of conservative women, it could be argued that she won the Chilean presidency in spite of the political prominence of these women. It could be further stated that Chilean women could have made more progress had it not been for the activeness of women like Hiriart and those who participated in the Scare Campaign. However, the paucity of Latin American female heads of state suggests that this probably would not have been in case in Chile. Presidents like Violeta Chamorro of Nicaragua, Isabel Perón of Argentina, and Janet Jagan of Guyana, and Mireya Moscoso of Panama all won the presidency on the coattails of their deceased husbands, rendering their presidencies—while still impressive—not nearly as politically legitimate as Bachelet’s reign. Considering the sexist machismo and conservativeness prevalent in Chile, there is no evidence to suggest that Chile would have overcome the subcontinents’ trend and voted for an autonomous, left-wing woman without the decades-long political contribution of right-wing women. 

Other factors also contributed to the election of Michelle Bachelet. Left-wing women also raised national awareness of the power of women within Chilean politics through their campaigns against Pinochet in the 1980s. Bachelet’s predecessor and supporter, Ricardo Lagos, enjoyed nearly a nearly 70% approval rating and Bachelet campaigned on a platform of continuing to support his free trade initiatives while spending more money for social programs.
 While Bachelet is a Socialist (as every Chilean president has been since 1990), she governs a center-left coalition which does not fundamentally threaten conservatives in the same way as some other Latin American socialist parties. Similarly, Bachelet does not have an obvious ‘feminist’ agenda, further expanding her popularity among Chileans. 

While these other factors must be acknowledged, the political engagement of right-wing women in national politics played the most important role in setting the stage for a woman to become president. By increasing political consciousness and awareness, directly campaigning for women’s votes and support, engaging women in volunteer political movements, and then moving into an indispensable and overtly political role with the ‘Sí’ campaign, conservative women effectively transformed the position of women within the Chilean political sphere. Although conservative women did not set out to challenge the status quo in this way, their decades-long political action resulted in a fundamental restructuring of traditional female roles which resulted in the election of Socialist president Michelle Bachelet. 
Chapter 3

Advice for Daniel Ortega
Nicole Kligerman

1600 Grand Avenue

St. Paul, MN 55105

United States

President Daniel Ortega

Casa de la Presidencia 
Managua, Nicaragua
21 de noviembre, 2006

Muy Señor mío: 


I write to you to offer my congratulations on your recent presidential victory. Many people in the United States who followed the Sandinista campaign through your unsuccessful bid for the presidency in 1990 are surprised to find you back in office. It is clear to me, however, that Nicaragua’s trajectory since Violeta Chamorro’s election, with its embrace of neoliberal social and economic policies and the subsequent drop in the quality of life for Nicaraguans, led to your election. With only 38% of the vote, however, you did not receive a clear mandate from the Nicaraguan people. I thus write to you to urge you to accept some vital suggestions that will not only increase your popularity but will also benefit your citizens and set an important precedent for all of Latin America. 

In an effort to broaden your appeal to wealthy, elite Nicaraguans as well as the Catholic Church (and perhaps to avoid a repeat of the United States intervention that Nicaragua experienced when you first came into power), you profess to have abandoned your Marxist ideology for pragmatism. This “pragmatism” is just crafty political jargon, however-- a clever code to signify that you increasingly “pander to the church, the business community and conservative voters” to consolidate your own power.
 In a striking example, at your recent marriage your “old nemesis, Cardinal Miguel Obando [of the Roman Catholic Church you persecuted during the 1980s], presided over the religious ceremony”.
 Over the past seven years, you have aligned with the Liberal Constitutionalists which effectively led to your election by “lowering the electoral bar [to a necessary 35% of the vote] for a first-round victory,”
 further indicating that your idealism and devotion to the revolutionary cause of the early Sandinista years was replaced with a desire for increased political power. By supporting a law that bans abortion even in the case of rape and when the mother’s life is in danger, you have turned away from the Nicaraguan women you once supported. 

 Despite this, I have not lost hope in your ability to enact real social change in Nicaragua. Latin America is on the dawn of a new era and if you deviate from your current course, embrace the revolutionary social change you once embodied, and enact policies that will help all Nicaraguans (not just the political and social elites), you will be at the forefront of the movement that challenges the neoliberal, Western imperialism paradigm that has ravaged your continent. The policy plan I present to you focuses on the necessary changes you must make in the social, political, and economic sectors. 

One of the most impressive accomplishments of the Sandinista Revolution was its acceptance and internalization of gender equality within the guerrilla force and, initially, in the FSLN government that came to power in 1979. The unprecedented involvement of women in the guerrilla warfare stands in stark contrast to other Latin American revolutions, such as that in Cuba. While the Cuban Revolution supposedly espoused ideals of equality for all, ingrained sexism prevailed and women generally only served in traditional female roles. Conversely, female Sandinistas made up about 30% of the guerrilla force, carried the same forty pound pack as men, held leadership positions in crucial battles (such as Dora María Tellez’s siege of León and the National Palace in 1978), and formed all-women battalions. While women still were not entirely equal to men, female involvement in the guerrilla movement was crucial in challenging the sexist and machista status-quo in Nicaragua. The FSLN government initially took steps to advance women’s rights while you were in power in the 1980s, importantly including the effective decriminalization of abortion, enacting paid maternity leave, legal equality in relation to divorce, adoption, and paternal responsibility, and more equal access to education.
 Some notable women were appointed to high governmental positions, such as Dora María Tellez who became the Minister of Health.  Disappointingly, women’s rights were put on the backburner as the Contra war progressed and the FSLN government focused its attention towards its fight against the Contras and the United States. The leading women’s organization, the Asociación de Mujeres Nicaraguenses Luisa Amanda Espinoza (AMNLAE), became more feminine than feminist, undermining the ability of women to fight for their rights. Although the Coalición Nacional de Mujeres formed out of AMNLAE’s inability to gain genuine women’s rights, they too were largely unsuccessful in their goal of increasing the number of women in political office.
 The election of Violeta Chamorro proved to be extremely detrimental to Nicaraguan women. During her administration, “support services for battered women, marriage counseling, and workshops to prevent domestic violence were all eliminated.”
 Similarly, “reproductive services became less available.”
 Your support of the recent legislation against abortion in all situations proved you also reinforce the anti-women status quo. 

It is necessary to put an end to this trend of anti-feminism. Abortion must be decriminalized, as it was under your first presidency, and must be available in cases of rape, incest, and when the mother’s life is in danger. Birth control should be made available to prevent unwanted pregnancy, thus decreasing the need for abortion. I understand that Nicaragua’s fervent Catholicism objects to family planning. However, Chile, a similarly conservative and Catholic country, now provides over-the-counter birth control—including emergency contraception—to all women aged fourteen and older, a measure that you too should enact.
 There should be increased education on domestic violence, gender equality, and women’s rights in schools so that children are sensitized and sympathetic to equality for women at a young age. Expanding education and resources available to women will create a more stable Nicaragua and improve your country’s standing in the international community. In this way, increased gender equality will have a positive impact on Nicaraguan society as a whole. 

Another issue that needs to be addressed for the benefit of Nicaragua and your own political reputation is the lack of governmental accountability and corruption that has been a source of major consternation in Nicaragua. I urge you to take measures to decrease this rampant problem. The FSLN set a negative example for modern-day Chile with the “piñata” scandal, in which “a series of laws put in place just before [you] lost power in 1990 allowed the Sandinista leaders to take for themselves confiscated property worth hundreds of millions of dollars.”
  Arnoldo Alemán, who served as president from 1996 to 2002, was “charged with embezzling $100 million during his tenure…[and] was convicted on corruption charges and sentenced to 20 years’ imprisonment.”
 Regardless of this sentence, he has yet to go to prison and remains under house arrest. To diminish corruption, you must follow through with the prosecution of corrupt officials, starting with Alemán. This will send a powerful message to the Nicaraguan people and other government officials, acting as a deterrent in the future and providing some semblance of accountability and trust in public officials. You should also create an independent oversight body to monitor governmental activity and decrease corruption. Jimmy Carter, who monitored the recent Nicaraguan election, may be able to provide guidance and resources to create this group. 
Finally, Nicaragua’s new economic policy must be reconsidered.  The neoliberal policies brought to Nicaragua under Chamorro’s rule have increased substantially with the recent passage of the Central American Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA). I am deeply disappointed to see that Nicaragua signed CAFTA and urge you to take measures to decrease its negative effects upon your citizens. CAFTA has the potential to result in a severe human rights crisis by forcing Nicaraguan farmers to immigrate to the US as Nicaraguan crops are devalued on the international market compared to US-subsidized produce.  Mexico, who signed the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) in 1994, provides a clear example of what will happen to your vulnerable citizens if immediate measures are not taken to protect them. Farmers and peasants will lose their jobs and, faced with the choice of leaving to make money to provide for their families or watching their families starve to death, will choose the former. Nicaraguans crossing through Mexico and the United States without documents will face grave human rights abuses at the hands of both the authorities and Mexican and US nationals. Guaranteed, some Nicaraguans will die as a result of this immigration. Do not go the way of Mexico and favor multinational companies and personal gain in favor of the lives and futures of your citizens. 

To combat the negative microeconomic effects of CAFTA, I urge you to give subsidies to your farmers to encourage them to stay in Nicaragua and make their crops competitive in the global market. Similarly, you need to create a social safety net for the inevitable economic fallout that some Nicaraguans will incur as a result of CAFTA. Substantial funds are needed to finance this social policy. Historically, Global South countries have gone to the International Monetary Fund (IMF) for this funding but this is a grave mistake to which I hope you will not fall prey. “In return for a loan, [the IMF] will demand cuts in public spending, increasing taxation of labor…and a speeding of the process of economic liberalization. As a result, programs for the most vulnerable will likely get pared back.”
 Therefore, you must find another source of mobile capital. Venezuela, who already supports you by “provid[ing] municipalities under Sandinista governments with fertilizer and oil”
 is a possible source of this mobile capital. Other countries that could potentially give Nicaragua aid include Brazil and China, both of which are strategically trying to combat US economic and political domination. 
In case policy makers in Washington should try to convince you that their brand of imperial neoliberalism will be best economically for Nicaragua, please remember the track record of the United States within the Americas, specifically in Nicaragua, and realize that the US never considers the interests of Latin American citizens. “The United States armed and financed a counterrevolutionary war against Nicaragua throughout the 1980s, utilizing primarily the forces of the defeated dictator Somoza [the Contras] operating out of Honduras.”
 Approximately 30,000 Nicaraguan citizens were killed as a result of this war, which led to the election of the US-endorsed United Nicaraguan Opposition candidate Violeta Chamorro. Similarly, the United States orchestrated a 1973 coup in Chile against democratically elected socialist president Salvador Allende, which resulted in the seventeen-year brutal dictatorship of Augusto Pinochet.
 These are just two examples of atrocious policies in Latin America which occurred to protect US ideological, economic, and geopolitical interests. Although you probably fear a repeat incident of the Contra-war and subsequently losing control over the presidency (which is why you safely define yourself as “pragmatic”), you should not try to appease the US’s purely selfish interest in your country. Your obligation is to Nicaragua, not to the United States. 
What does this mean for Nicaragua’s relationship with the United States? Advantageous for you, the world is very different now than it was twenty years ago. The fall of the USSR means that the US is no longer afraid of Marxism and Soviet expansion. The country is also engaged in expensive and taxing wars in Iraq and Afghanistan that show no sign of ceasing. These two factors combined significantly weaken US potential imposition in Nicaragua because both US citizens and much of the government would staunchly oppose more foreign involvement. Latin America’s political shift to the left also increases your chances at carrying out policies with less US involvement because you will have the support of leftist leaders such as Chávez of Venezuela, Morales of Bolivia, da Silva of Brazil, and Kirschner of Argentina. 
Therefore, you must take my suggestions to decrease corruption, increase women’s rights, and actively promote subsidies and social policies that will help peasants who are bound to suffer under CAFTA, regardless of your fear of US intervention. Now that you have been elected president, you can stop pandering for votes from the conservative and business community who think only of themselves and do not consider the larger Nicaraguan population. Now is the time enact real and positive change that will further the vision of Augusto César Sandino through autonomy and self-determination. 

Thank you for your time and, again, congratulations on your election. 

Atentamente, 

Nicole S. Kligerman 

Chapter 4
Lourdes Flores: A Lens for Understanding Peru 

Introduction

In both 2001 and 2006, Lourdes Flores attempted—and failed—to become president of Peru despite her prominent position as a congresswoman from 1990 to 2000. Despite her loss, much can be learned about contemporary Peruvian women and culture through the examination of Flores’ career, public image, and the context in which she gained power. It is imperative to understand the political backdrop in Peru that coincided with Flores’ tenure and assisted her rise to national prominence. Unprecedented new opportunities for female politicians during the 1990s allowed Flores to be more active in congress, helping her to become the most important right-wing politician in Peru. Paradoxically, the simultaneous positive and negative stereotypes that Peruvians hold of women furthered her career as a congresswoman while potentially ensuring her loss of the presidency. Flores’ political career and campaign thus act as a mirror, reflecting the changing public perception and role of women in Peru from 1990 until today.

Las Peruanas under Fujimori


Flores’ tenure as congresswoman, which began in 1990, coincided with Alberto Fujimori’s controversial presidency. Fujimorismo, which made significant advances for women, is vital in understanding Flores’ importance despite widespread machismo in Peruvian society. It was partly Fujimori’s embrace of women in politics that allowed Flores to become one of the most powerful politicians in Peru. Because of Peru’s precarious economic situation in the late 1980s after President Alan García’s economic populism, divisions within the democratic left, and the weakening of the popular movement, Fujimori’s rise to power in 1990 was largely applauded by the Peruvian population, especially the poor.
 Despite his “blend of authoritarianism on a formally democratic framework,” Fujimori remained popular chiefly because of his success in curbing the economic crisis and pacification of domestic strife caused by the Maoist terrorist group Shining Path that had terrorized Peru for the previous two decades.
 He maintained widespread support in low-income areas because of “a number of social compensation programs aimed at providing immediate but limited material rewards—in the form of food donations or housing ownership titles,”
 which directly aided poor women and families. 

In 2001, Fujimori resigned as president of Peru following a scandal in which released videos revealed the director of the National Intelligence Service, Vladimiro Montesinos (a graduate of the US Army’s School of the Americas), paying an opposition congressman to switch to Fujimori’s Peru 2000 party for the 2000 elections. Fujimori was subsequently charged with murder, kidnapping, and crimes against humanity by Interpol. In 2003, the Peruvian congress approved charges against Fujimori for forced sterilization, giving rifles to the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC), the disappearance of 67 students and several residents from the towns of Huancayo and Chimbote, and funneling $15 million to Montesinos. Transparency International listed Fujimori as leading the seventh most corrupt government of the past two decades in its “Global Corruption Report 2004,” stating that he may have embezzled $600 million in funds during his presidency. Fujimori is currently detained in Chile, where he faces extradition charges from Peru.
 

Despite the obvious corruption and illegalities of Fujimori’s regime, women made significant gains in the political and civil sector during his tenure. Fujimori worked to increase women’s involvement in national politics, creating a group of fujimorista congresswomen who “acted as very visible and loyal spokespersons who defended the regime and portrayed the president as a ‘good father’ for the people of Peru.”
 Fujimori’s employment of traditional gender roles not only served to endear him to the Peruvians because of this fatherly image, but also increased public consciousness of the important role of women in his government. The adoption of a gender-blind quota system for Congress and municipal governments increased women’s participation in politics. In order circumvent a constitutional provision that bars discrimination based on gender, the quota obligates political parties “to nominate a minimum of 25 percent of candidates of both genders in electoral lists for Congress.”
 The quota was subsequently raised to 30 percent in 2001.
 Under the new quota system, “women’s share of municipal council seats increased from 8.5 percent in 1995 to 21 percent in 1998. As for congresswomen, their share increased from 10.8 percent in 1995 to 21.7 percent in 2000.”
 

The newly formed permanent congressional Commission on Women, a main supporter of the quota measure, was instrumental for inter-party collaboration between congresswomen. Feminist groups and activists also participated in the Commission, helping to form some crucial political and legal policies won for women during Fujimori’s term. A law addressing domestic violence was passed in 1993 and a law that “absolved a perpetrator of rape form penal sanction if he subsequently married the victim” was rolled back in 1997.
 Similarly, public prosecution of sexual violence crimes was made mandatory during this time. Overall, both women politicians and Fujimori gained much from their symbiotic relationship. As he enabled congresswomen to make key gains for women’s rights, as well as promoted increased political and civic participation of women, women were necessary in lending Fujimori the legitimacy and the ‘fatherly’ image that made him popular in Peru until the corruption scandal was made public in late 2000. These critical gains for women’s rights were imperative for increasing gender equality in Peru, as well as vital in promoting public acceptance of congresswomen such as Lourdes Flores. 


Despite these positive reforms, the rollback of the 1979 Constitution, which contained articles explicitly calling for equal opportunities and pay for men and women, was a major setback for women’s rights. The article was replaced with a significantly weaker anti-discrimination statement. Fujimori’s stance on family planning placed women’s rights activists in a particularly difficult situation as his seeming dedication to women’s health was called into question. Fujimori advocated family planning and reproductive health through the Programa Nacional de Salud de Reproductive y Plantificación Familia 1996-2000, ignoring the opposition of the conservative Catholic Church. However, reports of over 200,000 forced sterilizations in public medical clinics in indigenous regions in Peru scandalized women’s groups—and the country—as it became clear that a main goal of Fujimori’s health plan was population control. Women’s groups were thus put in the complex position of supporting Fujimori’s overarching women’s health programs and his neutralization of the Catholic Church while simultaneously vehemently opposing the mandatory sterilizations. 

While Fujimori moved toward positive change for women, social and economic gains were not achieved during his terms in office. His neoliberal policies served to break down the social safety net that many poor Peruvians depended upon while simultaneously increasing the number of households in extreme poverty. As throughout all of Latin America, Peruvian women “have been affected more drastically than men by the adoption of the neoliberal development model.”
 Thus, as with his overall political tenure, Fujimori’s record on supporting women is a mixed and complicated one. Regardless, it is in the context of increased political and civil rights for women, as well as unprecedented governmental acceptance of women, that Lourdes Flores was accepted and internalized into mainstream Peruvian politics to become the most important right-wing politician in Peru. 

Flores’ Political Participation 
A lawyer by training, Flores was elected to the national congress in 1990 and quickly rose to power to become the leader of the Popular Christian Party (PCP), a main center-right political party. Flores remained highly influential in Peruvian politics until 2006, when she fell short of winning the presidency for the second time. Although she served as a congresswoman during Fujimori’s tenure, Flores was not a fujimorista and actually ran for president in 1995 against him (although she later dropped out of the race because of lack of popular support).
 Despite her open opposition to the president, Flores’ political participation was aided by Fujimori’s support of female politicians as well as changes within the national government during her tenure. The decrease in influence of elite party politics during the 1990s meant that congresswomen like Flores could more actively pursue political measures that promoted women’s rights, such as the quota measure.
 Flores clearly acted upon this unprecedented opportunity for congresswomen; during her ten years in Congress, Flores sponsored bills to strengthen penalties against rape and domestic violence perpetrators as well as those to promote DNA testing in paternity cases.
 Her prominent role in right-wing politics enabled Flores to help found the National United coalition, which consolidated four conservative political parties. In both the 2001 and 2006 elections, Flores was the National United coalition’s natural choice for presidential candidate. It is clear that there is a strong correlation between the Peruvian public’s increased acceptance of women in leadership positions during Fujimori’s reign and Flores’ ability to become one of the most important politicians in Peru, an unprecedented role for a woman. Similarly, Fujimori’s acceptance and openness to women’s rights measures helped Flores push through important bills which surely aided her national prominence as well as created an atmosphere in which she was accepted as an integral member in the national political sphere.  

Despite her promotion of some women’s rights measures in Congress, Flores’ is by no means a feminist nor do the majority of her policies serve to aid the disenfranchised population in Peru. Her promotion of neoliberal economic policies and privatization did little to alleviate poverty in Peru and, as mentioned earlier, more dramatically hurt women. In her presidential campaigns, she was a favorite of the business community for her conservative economic plan which emphasized help for “small farmers and small businesses,”
 along with the creation of more jobs. Therefore while it is highly significant and telling that the most important right-wing politician in Peru is a woman and that her gender played a large role in her campaign, Flores does not advocate particularly pro-women policies. As in all of Latin America, feminism does not hold a positive connotation. Thus Flores’ political and economic conservativism, coupled with her staunch Roman Catholic beliefs and rejection of feminism, gave her a wider base of support from mainstream Peruvians. 

In both the 2001 and 2006 presidential elections, Flores failed to make the second round of voting despite broad popular support and pre-election polls which indicated that she had a good chance of winning. In the 2001 race, Flores came in third place with 24.3 percent of the vote, losing to Alejandro Toledo, who ran as a pro-democracy, anti-Fujimori candidate. The 2006 presidential election had a similar outcome; Flores ran under the National Unity party and again came in third place with 23 percent. The presidency eventually went to Alan García. In both of these elections, Flores narrowly lost in the first round of voting.
 
 A contributing factor to her loss was the perceived racial slur that Flores’ father flung at Alejandro Toledo, her main contender in the 2001 race, which alluded to his Indian heritage.
 Many Peruvians today believe that Flores lost the election because of this derogatory slur (he called Mr. Toledo “un auquéndido [the animal family which encompasses llamas and alpacas] de Harvard”). This sheds light on public impression of women and displays how the ingrained sexism in Peru tainted Flores’ campaign. “Analysts say some voters assume that a woman will be more dependent on her advisors and that she will always be her daddy’s girl.”
 Thus, by extension, some voters may have perceived Flores to be racist against indigenous people although she herself did not say the epithet.
 This was particularly controversial—and damaging to her campaign—because of the large indigenous community in Peru. The incident also sheds light on the importance of the perception of women by the Peruvian public, as it was this sexist presumption that contributed to her loss. 

The Image and Portrayal of Women
Peruvians’ complex view of women complicated Flores’ run for presidency as she had to deftly contend with the delicate balance between pervasive stereotypes of women, both negative and positive. In general, Peruvian women are seen as more “honest, loyal, just, and sensitive to social and human issues” while men are generally viewed as harder and more efficient workers.
 Interestingly, a poll in Lima—where a third of the Peruvian population resides—showed that women are “seen as having as much or even more to offer than men in terms of public leadership and responsibility.”
 Due to the perception of honesty, women have been put in key positions in the police force to combat corruption. For instance, “Lima replaced its male traffic officers…with women because many of the men took bribes rather than wrote tickets. The new officers have proved far more courteous and honest, officials and motorists say.”
 This stereotype aids female candidates as they present themselves as an alternative to the male-dominated corruption that seems to be the norm in Peruvian political and civil life. It is believed by much of the public that women politicians would not defraud the country because it would be akin to defrauding their families.
 This sentiment was especially important in the 2001 election because of the Fujimori-Montesinos corruption scandal. 

 Despite the sometimes positive usage of gender stereotypes, Peru’s ingrained belief in traditional gender roles often leads the public—both male and female—to believe women candidates will be weak and ineffective if elected. “Machismo is not only a masculine trait, it is also a feminine attitude,” says Flores herself.
  Polls taken by the MORI Latin opinion research in Santiago, Chile indicate that men are more likely to vote for a female candidate than women are. Many women self-identify as weak and thus are less likely to vote for a female political candidate.
 There are also high levels of machismo within many Peruvian males, many of whom automatically discounted Flores because of her gender. Thus Flores battled machismo prevalent in both genders, further increasing her electoral difficulties. 

Flores attempted to balance this paradoxical interplay of stereotypes in her presidential campaigns. While she radically differed from traditional female roles because of her powerful and high-profile role as a congresswoman, at times Flores openly used gender stereotypes to her advantage. In her 2001 campaign, she capitalized on the positive image of women with a campaign slogan that declared her to be “Unimpeachable,” portraying herself to be the antithesis of Fujimori’s previous corrupt regime.
 In the same vein, she compared Fujimori to a father abandoning his family.
 By extension, Flores tried to present herself as a mothering figure that would not misuse and exploit her constituents—or ‘children’—as Fujimori did, despite her status as a single woman without children. 

At the same time, realizing that most Peruvians perceive women to be weaker than men, Flores worked to portray herself as tough. In interviews in 2001, she said she would assert her authority over the military once elected, particularly important after domestic turmoil between the Peruvian military and the Shining Path.
 Other campaign promises included reducing the armed forces, putting the military under control of a civilian defense minister, and cutting wasteful arms programs.
 Flores tried to transcend the stigma of weakness placed against Peruvian women by directly addressing male-dominated spheres such as the military, thus signaling to the public that while she possessed the honesty and sensitivity necessary to lead Peru out of the difficulties caused by Fujimori’s tenure, she would be firm when necessary. 

Flores’ presidential candidacy put women’s groups in a difficult position. While liberal women opposed her center-right political views, conservative women who agree with her politically oppose her candidacy because they viewed it as subversion of traditional gender roles. Indeed, “Lourdes’s candidacy is a polarizing factor [for women’s rights groups] because women are so divided over her politics,” says Maria Esther Mogollon, director of the Inclusive Women’s Movement in Lima.
 Some women’s groups aim to increase female candidates regardless of politics, while others support some female candidates “but adamantly oppose[d] Flores, whom they see as unrepresentative because she is single and a conservative Roman Catholic.”
 Indeed, her opposition to abortion and her supporters in the highly-conservative religious sect Opus Dei are contrary to the goals of women’s groups.
 Similarly, despite attempting to portray herself as an alternative to the corrupt, male dominated political status quo, her image was complicated in the 2001 presidential race when she ran on the same ticket as some legislative candidates who were allies of Fujimori.
 By surrounding herself with people connected with the biggest political scandal in Peruvian history, she undercut the image of motherly honesty and incorruptibility that she worked to create. 

Conclusion 
Now working as the director of the Universidad San Ignacio de Loyola, Flores is a single manifestation of the combined impact of Fujimori’s changes in the 1990s and the seemingly contradictory stereotypes of Peruvian women. While Flores attempted to herself as portray kind, nurturing, and motherly—the stereotypical image of women—she also worked to present herself as firm, the antithesis to the traditional woman. Additionally, while Flores was not a fujimorista, she directly benefited from and capitalized on Fujimori’s support of female politicians, further complicating his already tumultuous ten year presidency. Though Flores took advantage of this opportunity to advance women’s rights, she by no means directly challenged the prevalent machismo and, had she been elected president, probably would not have worked to change the patriarchal status quo. By studying Lourdes Flores’ place in politics, we gain a much greater understanding of the intricate complexities Peruvian society. 

Chapter 5

Over privileged Revolution:

An Expression in Three Movements 

Movement One: The Angry Guilt of an Over-privileged White Oppressor 
You’re paying $250 to sit in this classroom for 90 minutes to watch me talk 

While 2/3 of the world lives on less than $2 a day

And you say you want a revolution, 

Overthrow the global order, global paradigm, global exploitation?

You are the source of this slavery, exploitation, degradation

Your $160,000 private education 

Will be the first to come down if there’s real global change by people with

Real complaints 

More than an Institute for Global Citizenship

More than President Rosenberg’s catering to the US News and World Report

Because millions become the statistics of the unnecessary deaths on the World Report 

Genocide, malnutrition, dirty water, dirty wars

You are the repressive status quo

You think you’re a liberal revolutionary because you hate Wal-Mart, think globally act locally, buy organic, make sensitive comments about ethnocentricity? 


We in this room will be the first overthrown if a real Revolution comes


And then will you want the Revolution? When it means losing your privileged 
status? When it means losing your $160,000 education? 


You say you want a revolution?


Well, you know


We all want to change the world

And me

Of course, most of my anger is self directed, put in the second person because it’s too painful to acknowledge that my actions directly contribute to human misery elsewhere 

So I externalize it, direct it at you, continuing my denial as if I am not part of the system 

As if I don’t cause catastrophic suffering 

As if the fact that I vote my conscious and bandage blisters in Mexico 

Exempts me

But no, I realize that 

I am the Oppressor

The direct benefactor of neoliberalism

One of a tiny fraction who benefit from war in Iraq, 

The murder of Allende, 

The Contra Wars, 

The SOA, the FTAA, the CIA, the NSA

The acronyms provide my personal protection 

George Bush flows oil money from Saudi Arabia directly into my pocket

And then I cry for revolution?

Movement Two: Our America 

The best hero they got, the fighting revolutionary 

Born with an Argentine star on his forehead and his finger on the trigger

Fighting for the oppressed masses

While the keys to the gay concentration camps dangle behind his back with orders to shoot sons in front of fathers

And repress all forms of expression that deviate from government-sanctioned propaganda 

Because he knows José Marti would have wanted Our America to be a heterosexist, patriarchical society 

But que será como El Che, 

Because at least he died young

And the Sandinista Front, fighting the Somozas and Nicolasa and capitalism

While their leader rapes his daughter, the consciousness and trust of el pueblo Nicaragüense, of Our America thrown into oblivion in the name of equality 

But he’s pragmatic now, 

Because it’s pragmatic to rape your daughter and have the case thrown out of a fixed court, pragmatic to be the US’s tool,

Pragmatic to personally steal hundreds of millions of dollars from 

The land of poets


Wake up, Our America! What’s happened, that you’ve become a slave continent?

Has something in your composition allowed you to sink this low? You can blame the White Oppressor for 500 years but maybe it’s time for self-reflection

Movement Three: A Counter-Argument  

But are you

Am I

Are they 

Guilty for merely being born into this position?

Should we write off the misery of human history as a social construct and place no blame because that’s human nature and maybe we were predestined to fail? 

Just as the indigenous women of Northern Chile whose sons and fathers were killed by that circling helicopter weren’t guilty for their mere presence, I am not guilty of mine

I deserve a twenty minute hot shower

My family deserves two cars

I deserve this overpriced education, six pairs of jeans, ten sweatshirts, and expensive trips to Latin America

Because I work hard, my parents work hard, somebody works hard 

So I deserve this, right? 

It’s my manifest destiny, my pre-destination, my God-given right to overuse and exploit 

Can I pass it off as a social construct or evolution or human nature? 

Or should I forgo my white over-privileged guilt, the knowledge of my oppressive status, my extravagant life style

And try to incite that revolution anyway? 
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