
Topic Area: The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia 
Background 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia, also known as “Fuerzas Armadas Revolucionarias de 
Colombia” or “FARC” by the United States is an ex-civil war movement turned insurgent militia. The 
presence of FARC in Colombia the last few years has been contentious as some of the country believes 
it’s time to start making peace. The most recent nation referendum that was held determined 
otherwise, and divided the country once again amongst boundaries of social and economic status.   
FARC’s inception began during the 1948 backlash to an event called “The Violence/La Violencia” that 
was a response to the assassination of populist Jorge Eliécer Gaitán. Gaitán was receiving a surprising 
amount of support from the people of Columbia and was the clear forerunner in the next presidential 
race. Because of this, his politics were causing tension amongst other countries and even political groups 
in the region. Although it was never proved why he was assassinated there have been proven ties to the 
CIA, USSR, and many political parties in Columbia.  
This backlash from Columbia’s people led to 50 years of continued violence and fighting in the region. 
Most of the effectiveness from FARC has been attributed to its unstable and unpredictable nature; over 
the last 50 years FARC has mounted countless terrorist attacks, ran multiple drug trades, held hostages, 
and even resorted to the most extreme human rights abuses because they felt that their message was 
not getting across. FARC’s belief is that the violence that has occurred in Colombia is one that is founded 
on social order and demonstrates a true Marxist ideology on the political that is not shown anywhere 
else in the world. 
This topic is especially important right now due to the mounting challenges and dialogues that have 
begun in America about the “Wealth Gap” and the “1%.” Discussing what actions should be taken from 
either side, or even an independent 3rd actor, would provide ample room for debate on the nature of 
Capitalism, violence, government, social order, and class. While their methods have been violent and 
have helped further political turmoil in the region, a debate on social inequality that isn’t focused on the 
United States would be very beneficial and educational for those debating at the NPTE.  
Potential Affirmative Arguments 
Capitalism Criticism – Although most debaters would claim that the capitalism criticism has inroads on 
every topic, this K is uniquely relevant to this debate topic due to the issues that not only created FARC 
but kept continued conflict for 50 years. The way in which the government and its citizens interact with 
members of FARC and the way they’re represented through their social media can certainly be 
problematic.  
Actions that Columbia itself can take – This of course can be presented either way; whether Columbia 
should take more drastic actions against FARC or pardon them are both spaces to be debated on this 
topic. Columbia itself is split almost exactly 50/50 on how to approach FARC and its members, as the last 
referendum that occurred returned with a 50.24% vote for not reaching out for peace with FARC. This 
shows that not only is the public split but that the political climate in Columbia is divisive, and that now 
is an important time to be having these conversations.  
Actions that FARC can take – Much like the last bullet point, the affirmative could potentially debate 
about actions that FARC could take given the current political climate. Whether now is the correct time 
to find a new motivation for Marxist ideologies or the time to put down weapons and move to find a 
more peaceful solution could both be up to the affirmative team. Depending on how the resolution is 
framed, the affirmative would be able to determine the actions of one of the several actors that is tied 
up in this conflict. 
Potential Negative Arguments  
Other Countries Involvement –  Columbia, much alike other countries in South America, have been 
influenced by many other countries during the last 100 years. The negative team could potentially 
determine whether involvement from this country could be a good thing. This could take form in many 



ways; direct involvement with Columbia and its people, consultation, monetary support, and even 
several other actions that could potentially solve for the same things that the affirmative claims to.  
Included in this could even be the other countries finding and supporting FARC members in similar types 
of ways. The negative team could take a stance on the issues independently of the affirmative in 2 
different ways, whether Columbia or FARC is correct and what the best method is to helping that party.   
Columbian Political Scenario – The politics of FARC have left Columbia and its nation damaged, and even 
more surprisingly somewhat dependent on them. Not only would interacting and solving the FARC 
“problem” hypothetically cause new strings of violence to occur due to the nature of such of long lasting 
clash, but even things like the Columbian economy could take a hit due to major markets being cut off. 
Drugs, weapons, and other less than ideal markets have kept this 50-year conflict prolonged. The 
affirmatives use of immediately removing these sorts of “stability” could have devastating effects on 
Columbia, it’s neighbors, and even the world.  
Columbian international relations – It may be the case that the way that Columbia deals with the issue is 
the more important factor, as countries have been watching Columbia struggle since this conflict began. 
The negative team could potentially argue that by dealing with FARC in a certain way it could ultimately 
cut off Columbia from achieving certain goals and relationships with countries and organizations on an 
international level. For example, perhaps completely eradicating FARC from Columbia’s borders would 
an effect on their participation within the United Nations. Debating about how countries interact with 
one another is core topic ground for this resolution.  
Capitalism Criticism – Both sides would be able to debate this area. The way in which Columbia acts and 
has acted with FARC is indicative of a much larger problem with its social classes. Depending on how the 
affirmative defends action with FARC, it could lead to much more problematic outcomes for those that 
aren’t privileged with wealth.  
Potential Resolutions 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia should make peace with Columbia 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia should disregard Columbia’s recent peace deal 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia should break its ceasefire with Columbia 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia should be held accountable for its human right’s abuses 
The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia members should get equal land ownership as part of 
Columbia’s peace deal 
Columbia should recognize The Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia as a political party within its 
system 
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