
According to (Adelina) Nicholls, “Solidarity begins and ends 
with people’s needs, with their families here and in 
Mexico. We’re no longer dealing with traditional social 
movements led by political organizations,” she insisted, 
“but with people who enter politics by forming clubs 
that raise money to send to their hometowns — for 
roads in Guerrero, for a clinic in Zacatecas, or to help 
people deal with the drug issues in Michoacán. In the 
absence of government assistance, people have no 
choice but to undertake these people-to-people initiatives. 
This is the future of solidarity.” 
 
Adelina Nicholls’s words and work reflect what 
will become the prevailing model of solidarity 
in the age of climate change, mass migration, 
and rapidly changing racial-ethnic and electoral demographics; 
an age of technology-mediated organizing and 
the shredding of the welfare state; an age witnessing the 
rapid decline of U.S. hegemony in Latin America, the 
rise of new non-state actors, and the emergence of new 
forms of solidarity, including that of the Latin American 
Right in the U.S. 
 
For Leroux, who, along with philosopher 
Charles Fourier and economist Henri Saint-Simon, was 
one of the early champions of “socialism,” solidarity 
could replace Christian concepts of charity; solidarity, 
Leroux contended, was a more collectivized alternative 
to the individualism and lack of equality that, in his 
view, was inherent to Christian charity. What’s more, 
socialism, Leroux believed, could be achieved by first 
highlighting and then expanding the ripples of solidarity 
that were already present within society itself. 
 
Kerry’s rise from Vietnam vet and solidarity 
activist to U.S. Secretary of State illustrates how current 
and future opponents of left-leaning Latin American 
solidarity will themselves have experience with how 
solidarity movements work. 
 
In 2014, Secretary of State Kerry denounced a period of anti-government unrest 
in Venezuela that left a total of 43 people dead — the 
same number disappeared in Ayotzinapa — as a government- 
backed “terror campaign.” Although many 
of those beheaded, shot, and otherwise killed during 
the 2014 upheavals were Chavistas — a point that was 
largely lost on most U.S. media outlets — conservative 
Venezuelan groups in Miami and New York garnered 



as much, if not more, attention than those shining a 
light on state-backed violence in Mexico — this despite 
the existence of abundant, but largely overlooked, human 
rights reports showing Mexico’s security forces are 
responsible for killings, disappearance, and torture on 
a scale that far surpasses that of any other government 
in the region. 
 
The political fight around Venezuela — and the 
absence of such a fight around U.S. policy toward 
Mexico — is just one illustration of how today’s solidarios 
face a playing field that is evermore skewed to 
the right, even as the rise of the U.S. Latino electorate seems to have helped the Democratic Party 
consolidate 
the presidency for the foreseeable future. The case of 
Venezuela also highlights how solidarity work in the region 
must now contend with the fact that the positions 
of major media networks and the U.S. government tend 
to be aligned with those of right-wing Latin American 
advocacy groups, many of whom have also taken up 
organizing in the U.S. 
 
Because of their legal status, Central Americans had 
to exercise power and organize below the radar, leaving 
the false impression that Anglos alone conceived of and 
led solidarity movements with El Salvador or Guatemala. 
In fact, the primary leadership and directives — not just 
the “moral leadership” that is often mentioned in books about the Sanctuary Movement — came 
from Salvadorans 
and Guatemalans themselves, like those who founded 
the Bloque Popular Revolucionario support groups in San 
Francisco in the mid-1970s. Today, the leadership of the 
Central American, immigration, and other movements is 
more clearly coming from below, in ways that reflect new 
opportunities for regional cooperation around a nontraditional 
solidarity issue like immigration. 
 
 
The Obama Administration’s decision in 
early January 2016 to launch raids and deportations 
targeting Central American women and children fleeing 
violence in their homelands has only deepened a sense 
of common cause between Central Americans and other 
Latino groups, as well as between Central Americans 
and their homelands. In many ways this is a complete 
inversion of the rich-North-funds-and-defends-thepoor- 
South model of solidarity from an earlier era. 
Already over 60 Latino-led groups have held joint actions 



in Los Angeles, San Francisco, and other major 
U.S. cities, denouncing the Obama Administration’s deportation 
orders. And that is just the beginning. 
 
After so much devastation and so many broken 
promises — Latino voters remember that Obama promised 
to shut down the deportation programs he ended 
up expanding throughout the country — disillusionment 
runs deep within Latino communities. And here lies the potential for a politics of solidarity that 
transcends 
the electoral sphere within the borders of the 
U.S. 
 
“I think it’s cowardly to go after vulnerable people who 
came here fl eeing the kind of extreme violence we’ve 
never seen here in the U.S.,” (Esther) Portillo argues. “I mean, 
we’re talking about children, children being held in prison 
because they left an outrageously dangerous situation 
that our war and economic policies helped create!” 
 
Further reinforcing the connections being made by 
Portillo and other Central Americans are revelations 
made in July 2015 that, during the Honduran 
coup of 2009, then Secretary of State Clinton approved 
plans to keep deposed Honduran president Manuel 
Zelaya out of office — she even deployed her and husband 
Bill Clinton’s lobbyist lawyer friend, Lanny Davis, 
as a go-between with the golpista regime of Roberto 
Micheletti. This allowed Clinton to claim plausible deniability 
with respect to a coup about which the Obama 
Administration had remained silent. 
 
“Those reports of Clinton’s involvement in the 
Honduran coup bring Central Americans bad memories 
of the 1980s and how the Reagan Administration rejected 
refugees fleeing wars,” said Suyapa Portillo Villeda, 
an assistant professor of Chican@-Latin@ Transnational 
studies at Pitzer College. “When you consider that those 
wars, which the Reagan Administration sponsored, 
killed 80,000 in El Salvador and more than 200,000 
in Guatemala and that most of us are here because of 
those wars,” said Portillo. 
 
“The politicians who want our vote will soon realize 
we vote for our families here in the U.S. and back 
home,” Nicholls contends. “We have not forgotten immigrants 
and we will not forget Mexico.” 
 


