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The legacy of violence: building or destroying trust? Evidence
from Colombia’s La Violencia 1

Marı́a Alejandra Chávez Báez

Abstract
This paper examines how trust on institutions and organizations are shaped according to age and
exposure to violence during La Violencia. It also evaluates how people’s actual trust on different
groups (out-group trust) changes in municipalities that were exposed to violence in comparison to
municipalities that were not exposed. From 1950’s to the mid 1960’s, Colombia experienced a period
of intense civil wars and conflicts between social classes known as La Violencia. Using evidence on the
index of violence built by Guzman et al. (2006) during this period and the Political Culture Survey
of 2019, the main objective of this paper is to find whether people trust on State’s institutions and
people from different groups in municipalities that were mostly affected by violence. To complement
the analysis, I analyzed press articles and news by the newspaper El Tiempo from 1950 to 1990 to find
how is the perception of the State’s legitimacy. After gathering information on 13,413 interviewees,
I found that people who live during La Violencia trust less on government institutions and more on
certain groups of people (neighbours). Moreover, people over 84 years-old living in municipalities that
were exposed to La Violencia trust less on strangers and immigrants than younger people living in the
same municipalities. These findings are supported in two mechanisms: deficient government-citizens
relationship over time and risk aversion. That is, people who live in municipalities affected by violence
during the bipartisan conflict are more risk averse and therefore show less trust on different groups of
people. The revision of press articles suggest that there is a tendency of mistrust on State’s actions, at
least among high educated individuals.

Keywords: mistrust, violence, institutions, political participation, out-group trust
JEL: N30,N36, N46.
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El legado de la violencia: construyendo o destruyendo confianza?
Evidencia de La Violencia en Colombia∗
Marı́a Alejandra Chávez Báez

Abstract
Este artı́culo estudia cómo la confianza en las instituciones y organizaciones se determina según la
edad y la exposición a la violencia durante La Violencia. También evalúa cómo la confianza actual de
las personas en diferentes grupos (out-group trust) cambia en los municipios que estuvieron expuestos a
La Violencia en comparación con los municipios que no estuvieron expuestos. Desde la década de 1950
hasta mediados de la de 1960, Colombia experimentó un perı́odo de intensas guerras civiles y conflictos
entre clases sociales conocido como La Violencia. Utilizando evidencia sobre el ı́ndice de violencia
construido por Guzman et al. (2006) durante este perı́odo y la Encuesta de Cultura Polı́tica de 2019,
el objetivo principal de este trabajo es conocer si las personas confı́an en las instituciones del Estado y
personas de diferentes grupos en municipios que en su mayorı́a fueron afectados por la violencia. Para
complementar el análisis, analicé artı́culos de prensa y noticias del diario El Tiempo de 1950 a 1990
para conocer cómo es la percepción de la legitimidad del Estado. Después de recopilar información
sobre 13.413 entrevistados, hallé que las personas que vivieron durante La Violencia confı́an menos en
las instituciones gubernamentales y más en ciertos grupos de personas (vecinos). Además, las personas
mayores de 84 años que viven en municipios que fueron expuestos a La Violencia confı́an menos en
los extraños e inmigrantes que los más jóvenes que viven en los mismos municipios. Estos hallazgos se
sustentan en dos mecanismos: la deficiente relación gobierno-ciudadanos en el tiempo y la aversión al
riesgo. Es decir, las personas que viven en municipios afectados por la violencia durante el conflicto
bipartidista son más aversas al riesgo y, por lo tanto, muestran menos confianza en diferentes grupos
de personas. La revisión de los artı́culos de prensa sugiere que existe una tendencia de desconfianza en
la acción del Estado, al menos entre las personas de alto nivel educativo.

Palabras clave: desconfianza, violencia, instituciones, participación polı́tica, out-group trust
JEL: N30,N36, N46.
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Introduction

During the XX century, most of the civil wars 2 took place in developing countries (Murdoch and Sandler,
2002). Stewart and Fitzgerald (2002) estimate that 8 out of 10 developing countries suffer or have suffered
violent conflicts. In fact, the incidence of war increased since 1950 in most African, Central and South
American countries in which around 2 per cent of the population were killed in civil wars. The costs of
these wars are materialized in food production, infant mortality, human capital, infrastructure as well as
social capital losses. In the long run, some costs of civil wars are relatively easy to cover: infrastructure
deterioration during a particular war can be restored by foreign investment in the present. However,
there are consequences of civil wars that imply a longer recovery in the long-run (Fergusson et al., 2015b),
which means that they represent a mayor obstacle for policy-makers in any society. Some of the long-term
costs are related to trauma and mental health problems among victims, and even violence perpetrators
(Murshid and Irish, 2021; Alejo, 2014; Montgomery, 2008) which can be evidence in their way of dealing
with risk (Moya, 2018), and therefore, on the trust they have towards people (social trust). State’s actions
to repair these damages and in general all damages related to war, influence the level of trust that citizens
have towards institutions (McGrath, 2017) (political trust). Moreover, when the costs of civil wars repeat
constantly throughout history, trust in government institutions might be affected (Bachman and Jennings,
1975; Kijewski and Freitag, 2016; Juan and Pierskalla, 2014). However, war does not necessarily have
negative consequences on the population. Some investigations (Gilligan et al., 2014; Malesevic, 2009)
claim that war leads to collective action among victims as a response to the need of support inside a
community. Thus, trust on people within the same community may increase as a consequence of war.
This trust tends to be even more stronger among defined groups (Govier, 1997), such as indigenous people,
Afro-descendants and ethnic groups.
On the other hand, another theories mention that war can also lead to mistrust inside a community
thanks to the activity of armed groups (Sandor, 2017; Schlichte, 1990) and the fear they generate. Because
there is no theory about trust and violence that goes in the same direction, it is valuable to investigate
what the legacy of violence in Colombia has been in terms of social and political trust today. Also,
studying the long-run effects of civil wars might be useful to implement politics that try to mitigate the
costs they caused and contribute to current economic development.
Colombia is a country with high recurrence of civil wars in its history. In the nineteen century,
the historiography of civil wars gives evidence of more than twenty episodes of war in which much of
the country was involved (de Hincapie, 1987; Restrepo, 2009; Ponce, 2003; Pardo, 2004; Arrubla, 1984).
These wars did not only imply military and / or violent clashes but also spread to multiple spheres of
social and political life defining power relations throughout the Colombian territory. La Violencia was a
period of long bipartisan civil wars (liberales vs conservadores in 1948-1957) intensified by the murder of
the Liberal Party leader Jorge Eliécer Gaitán that then turned into a social classes-conflict (1958-1964). It
was also a period in which it is estimated that 200,000 people died combating (out of 11 million), placing
Colombia as the fist country with the highest rate of intentional killings by the end of 1960 (Oquist,
1978). In addition to deaths and maiming, the violence also caused several costs including illegal land
seizure and economic losses. Due to forced migration and illegal land seizure, a little less than 394,000
hectares of land were lost (?). Economic losses from idle land and asset destruction were also significant.
Violence during this period was not equal between regions. In Tolima, one of the hardest-hit states during
La Violencia, the value of estimated economic losses was close to the total national budget of Colombia
for 1955 (Guzman et al., 2006). La Violencia also constitutes one of the most important socio-political
conflicts in Colombian history for which its study is essential to understand the dynamics of violence
2
The definition of civil war follows Kalyvas (2005) as violent conflicts that take place in the limits of a sovereign entity
recognized by minimum 2 sides

3

during the twentieth century and the institutional development in twenty-first century. Thus, the case
of La Violencia is particularly useful for studying the implications of conflict because it was an episode
of intense civil wars from the mid 1940s to the early 1950s that likely affected households exposed to
violence between the traditional Liberal and Conservative parties.
This paper examines how trust on institutions and orgaizations are shaped according to age and
exposure to violence during La Violencia. Following North et al. (2009), I separate the definition of
institutions and organizations given the importance of the last in the accumulation of social capital.
Institutions are the patterns of interaction that govern and constrain the relationships of individuals, in
other words, the ones that impose ”rule of law”. Organizations are defined as the ones that coordinate
members action to pursue common and individual goals through partially coordinated behaviour. Given
these definitions, this paper evaluates how people’s actual trust on different groups (out-group trust)
changes in municipalities that were exposed to violence in comparison to municipalities that were not
exposed. Using evidence on the index of violence built by Guzman et al. (2006) during this period and the
Political Culture Survey of 2019, the main objective of this paper is to find whether people trust on State’s
institutions and people from different groups in municipalities that were mostly affected by violence. To
complement the analysis, I analyzed press articles and news by the newspaper El Tiempo from 1950 to
1990 to find how is the perception of the State’s legitimacy among high educated individuals (that are
those who usually write in El Tiempo).I define political trust as citizen’s approval on State’s institutions
actions and social trust as the willingness to share with different groups in the same community. After
gathering information on 13,413 interviewees, I found that trust on institutions and people increases as
people get older. Moreover, people living in municipalities that were exposed to La Violencia present
higher values of social and political trust than people living in municipalities that were not exposed to
La Violencia. These findings are supported in two mechanisms. Fist, the longer people are exposed to
conflict, the more they act in social cohesion within the community. Therefore, as people get older and
have been exposed to violence, their social trust is much higher. Second, violence of armed groups since
the beginning of La Violencia has been traumatic for rural citizens. Therefore, as people get older, they
trust less on armed groups actions and more on states institutions, contrary to young people’s beliefs:
they trust less on state institutions. Press articles analysis suggest that there is a tendency of mistrust
on State’s action, at least among high educated individuals.
Mistrust on institutions can be considered as a long-run consequence of civil wars through two main
mechanisms. First, when negotiation spaces between the faced sides exits, but the agreements made in
those spaces are not respected, civil wars repeat constantly creating a cycle of mistrust in the short run
and therefore, leading to a trust barrier on individuals and institutions in the long-run (Sambanis, 2004)
that materialized in political abstention. Second, when the state is one of the sides fighting in the civil
war, the systematically breaching of negotiations with the opposed group may lead to state’s illegitimacy
creating a mistrust environment on institutions in the long-run and therefore, reflecting low political
participation in local elections.
This paper is divided as follows: sections 2 and 3 will show the literature review and trust theoretical
framework. Sections 4 and 5, historical context of La Violencia and used methodology. Sections 6 and 7
will explain the results (both from regressions and from press analysis). And finally, section 8 will describe
the conclusions.

2

Literature Review

This paper contributes to the literature in two relevant aspects: first, the literature on the origins of inter
and out-group mistrust; and second, the literature on the social and institutional legacy of violence. Longterm war effects have been studied mainly in the economic and political activity fields (Collier et al., 2013;
4

Miguel and Roland, 2011; Bellows and Miguel, 2006; Kirschner, 2015). But the study of the non-material
effects of war has recently received considerably more attention. While in the short run civil conflict can
be the result of mistrust among groups (Rohner et al., 2013; Leeson, 2006; Ishiyama et al., 2018) and
on state legitimacy (Hutchison and Johnson, 2011), a wide range of literature has shown that war and
conflict-related violence have long-run consequences on social capital (Becchetti et al., 2014; Bauer et al.,
2016) and political trust 3 (Burnyeat, 2017; De-Juan and Pierskalla, 2014; Wong, 2016).
However, there is no clear consensus in the literature on the long-tern consequences of war over
trust. On one hand, recent studies show that civil conflict positively affects trust, contributing to the
consolidation of social capital (Voors and Bülte, 2014; Bauer et al., 2016; Mironova and Whitt, 2016;
Traunmuller et al., 2015). This happens when exposure to war drives to collective action as a response
to external threat, which results in people’s pro-social and altruistic behavior inside communities after
war, especially between inter-ethnic groups. Similarly, long-run trust as a consequence of violence can be
evidenced through a generational approach. Analysing the deportation of Crimean Tartars in 1944, Lupu
and Peisakhin (2017) show that war violence shaped refugees’ identities reinforcing in-group trust and
transmitting it across generations. Thus, descendants of individuals who suffered more intensely identify
themselves with their ethnic group and support more strongly the Crimean Tartar political leadership.
Other empirical works have shown that war and civil conflict have a negative impact on trust in the long
run, even after peace agreements (Steenkamp, 2005). Cassar et al. (2013) found that after the ten-year
Tajikistan civil conflict, victimization was associated with a decrease in trust among local communities
thanks to the disruption of social norms brought by war. Other studies have analyzed the consequences
of precolonial times in actual trust levels (Nunn and Wantchekon, 2011; Besley, 2014) showing that
individual’s mistrust on their peers nowadays can be tracked to slave trade and violence.
War has also long-run effects on political trust (Voors and Bülte, 2014; De-Juan and Pierskalla,
2014; Gilligan et al., 2014) and the outcomes can be positive or negative depending on the institutional
performance over time. When government is efficient 4 in responding to community’s needs after civil
conflict, studies have shown that confidence in institutions can be higher as well as political participation
(Gilligan et al., 2014; De-Juan and Pierskalla, 2014). On the contrary, when government systematically
fails to deliver desirable population needs after conflict, institutions are not legitimate and therefore not
trustworthy according to other studies (Voors and Bülte, 2014; Burnyeat, 2017).
The literature on the legacy of war in Colombia is wide. It varies from the effects of war and civil
conflict on education (Fergusson et al., 2015a; Sánchez and Rodrı́guez, 2012), domestic violence (Noe and
Rieckmann, 2013) to armed conflict and forced displacement (Sánchez, 2007; Rueda, 2011). However,
studies focused on the effects of civil war in trust levels are scarce. Similar to the cases above, mistrust
seems to explain violence inside communities in the short run. A case study of the origins of victimization
in Cali shows that out-group mistrust 5 levels leads lo higher levels of violence (Cuesta and Alda, 2012).
On the other hand, long-run war and civil conflict effects have shown to be positive and negative. In
the presence of crime and violence, the perception of insecurity over time makes people less confident
on institutions leading to a lower civil participation in the long-run (Blanco and Ruiz, 2013). On the
contrary, the engagement in civic life rises in the long run when in-group altruism and collaborative
behavior are cultivated in times of conflict (Taylor, 2016). Finally, Colombia is a country affected by drug
trafficking activity and the subsequent armed conflict, whose consequences influence the way individuals
trust and make decisions.A study by Garcia (2014a) examines the relationship between illicit crops, their
eradication strategies, and citizen ratings of trust towards municipal governments and the police. Results
3
The concept of political trust is commonly known as an individual’s confidence in government institutions based on
perceptions of their performance throughput the years
4
According to Hutchison and Johnson (2011), government efficiency is related to government and/or state capacity
5
mistrust among groups that do not share ideologies or identities
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show that the higher incidence of drug trafficking in a municipality has a negative relationship with levels
of public trust in mayors.

3

Theoretical Framework

Following Betts and Elder (2011), I define trust as the believe and expectancy of a person, group or
institution on the reliability, competence and honesty of someone or something. Trust is important
for interpersonal, inter and out-group interactions as it is a critical component of cooperation between
governments, social groups, ethnic groups, and trading organisations (Govier, 1997; Corkalo, 2011; Farrell,
2005, 2009) in the short and long run. While the interactions - and therefore trust - between individuals
and governments may be different from the interactions between different civil groups, I distinguish the
concepts of political trust and social trust -trust within individuals of the same community 6 and trust
between different groups- for the purpose of this research.

3.1

Political Trust

It refers to the reliance that a community has on government institutions based on their performance
(Hetherington and Rudolph, 2008) and focuses on the vertical relationship between the ruling and the
governed (Cheung, 2011). The first modern theoretical approaches to political trust began in the twentieth
century with the writings of Friedrich Hegel (Realpolitik ) and Thomas Hobbes (The Elements of Law )
(Agassi, 2016) that discussed the cost of trust and its benefits in the political sphere. According to Hegel,
there was no place for trust in politics as a powerful government acts only on its own interest without
needing individuals approval 7 . On the other hand, Hobbes believed in the benefits that the state could
have under the existence of trust. According to this philosophy, the acquisition of people’s trust requires
a cost that is borne by the State and the consequent cooperation of civil society. In other words, the
State gains the trust of the community (and therefore, receives a benefit) when it incurs into the cost
of responding to its specific demands over time. This action positively influences the perception that
citizens will have of the state’s performance by inducing cooperation, which theoretically materializes in
political participation (support for political parties). Therefore, under this theory, government’s good
performance drives political trust (Hetherington and Rudolph, 2008; La-Porta et al., 1997) and in its
absence, the state is no legitimate(Hutchison and Johnson, 2011) or sovereign (Odzuck, 2017), which leads
to non-participation from the community (Gopalan, 1997). Although this theory had huge acceptance on
it beginnings, the existence of political coercion (specially in Colombia) challenges it’s validity. For that
reason, I will use information of surveys that specifically address political trust, instead of using political
participation in this research.
It is important to mention that trust is achieved in the long-term. Following You et al. (2020) and
Zannakis et al. (2015), the key to consolidating political legitimacy lies on long-run efforts to build good
and effective governance. Government actions towards building trust -i.e. responding to community’s
demands - might be done in the short run, but if those efforts are done only to be effective in the
short-run, people can distrust in government institutions in the long run.
Finally, most of the evidence on the role of the state on citizens’ trust do not distinguish between
different social groups, assuming implicitly that the effects of the state on trust are the same for all
groups of people (Fitzduff, 2016; De-Juan and Pierskalla, 2014; Hutchison and Johnson, 2011; Gilligan
et al., 2014; Blanco and Ruiz, 2013). As modern societies are characterized by high levels of ethnic and
cultural heterogeneity; so are their perceptions of public institutions’ legitimacy (Herreros and Criado,
6
7

The groups can be related to ethnicity, race, gender or a particular ideology
This theory was especially put into practice during the Nazi German Regime. For more information see (Agassi, 2016)
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2008). Thus, the assumption of equal political trust among groups is difficult to validate. For example,
people exposed to war may have different perceptions of public institutions than those who were not
exposed (Burnyeat, 2017; Bauer et al., 2016; Cassar et al., 2013). As war brings not only the destruction
of physical capital but also the state’s fragility (Rohner et al., 2013; Becchetti et al., 2014), the response to
victim’s demands are slower or just not given. Under this scenario, victims of war tend to have lower levels
of trust in institutions and more pessimistic beliefs about politicians’ morality (Conzo and Salustri, 2019).
This might hinder political participation and politician’s accountability. Within the bipartisan conflict
of La Violencia in Colombia, analyzed in the next sessions, is important to distinguish between State
and Government in order to understand the concept of political trust in Colombia. Following Robinson
(2013), State refers to the political organization of society while Government to action to achieve State’s
goals.

3.2

Social Trust

It comes primarily from the social capital research (Freitag and Traunmuller, 2009) and is the expectation
that people will contribute to the well-being of a person or group, or at least refrain from harmful actions
(Cook and Hardin, 2001). Although the research on the beginnings of social trust is wide (Jasinski, 2011;
Söllner and Leimeister, 2013; Lewandowski and Znoj, 2008), there are two general perspectives of how
social trust is formed. The first is based on rational choice theory and defends that a person’s trust is an
evaluation of his or her social environment and therefore, is grounded in concrete experiences recreated
in social interactions. (Alesina and Ferrara, 2002; Perelman, 1998; Hardin, 2002). According to this
theory, an individual trust or distrust based on other’s -family or strangers- past reputation or behavior
in certain situations. As this trusting criteria occurs during the individual’s lifetime, it holds only in the
short run. The second perspective emanates from physiological theory and describes trust as a general
propensity either innate or learned early in life to rely or not rely on others 8 (Tyler, 2001; Cook et al.,
2005). As the individual applies trust principles according to what she or he has learned in the first
years of life, the criteria can be hold in the long run (because beliefs passed down from generation to
generation). But even under both theories, the literature has shown that people trust closest individuals
more than strangers and these attitudes of trust and distrust characterize whole groups of people (Govier,
1997; Alesina and Ferrara, 2002; Jasinski, 2011). Closest individuals generally share experiences, history,
ideologies or ethnicity that constitutes a particular identity and makes them rely and collaborate more
with members of their same group (in-group trust) (Govier, 1997; Lei and Vesely, 2010; Holm and Nystedt,
2010). The identity of a group includes its relations with other groups, including trust or distrust that can
last by the passage of time (out-group trust) (van Hoorn, 2014; Kuwabara et al., 2007; Bernhard et al.,
2006). For example, distrust between the Mohawk Indigenous Community in Canada and the Catholic
Church grew over a period of two hundred years because of land disputes that began on the eighteen
century and that are not solved today (Govier, 1997).
The relationships between groups in the context of war are crucial, especially in the long run (Govier,
1997; Bajohr and Low, 2016). Whether groups have suffered in the hands of others or if they both
suffered war in similar conditions, the attitudes of trust or distrust are recalled not only on they direct
descendants, but also by members of generations to come (Fischer, 2006). Considering this background
theory, my definition of social trust is built within the long-term framework. It combines both aspects of
rational choice and psychological theory and is defined as the ability to rely on members of a community
that intensifies when an individual belongs to a particular group.
8

Even if the individual suffers shocks that change his or her attitude on trust, there is a tendency to follow the beliefs
learned at the beginning of life. For more information see Cook (2001)
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4

Historical Context and Hypothesis

4.1

La Violencia in Colombia

During half of the twentieth century, Colombia experienced a period of political power struggles between
the two traditional parties at that time: Liberal and Conservador, characterized by exclusion and polarization. The intensification of those struggles unleashed a severe political conflict, causing a lack of state’s
legitimacy that lead to a Partial Collapse of the State (Oquist, 1978) and a period commonly known as
La Violencia (”The Violence”) in the country, especially in rural areas.
The antecedents of La Violencia go back to the conflict over the change of government in 1930, when
president Enrique Olaya Herrera (from the liberal party) assumed power and displaced the opposition
party (conservadores) from public office (Gaitan, 2019). From that moment on, a persecution from liberales against conservadores was unleashed 9 , generating vengeful attacks (Urdaneta, 1960), violence and
insecurity (Nieto, 1956) where the main victim was the peasant population 10 . In 1946 the Conservador
party assumed the presidency with the leadership of Mariano Ospina Perez, where violence and impunity
were lived as a daily routine (Guzman et al., 2006). Although the largest outbreaks of violence occurred
in rural areas, cities began to witness several communist-influenced strikes 11 that threatened to generate
a coup in 1947, causing significant political tension and an increasingly evident government impotence
(Urrutia, 2016; Nieto, 1956; Mejia, 1983). The influence of communism did not only bring new and robust
revolutionary ideas but mainly the provision of weapons to peasants, who never had had access to them
(Fluharty, 1959). As communism was a threat to government, the generation of the first paramilitaries
took place in 1947 know as ”pajaros”, -(”birds”)- intensifying bipartisan violence and disturbing the public order both in rural and urban areas (El Tiempo, 1948) that ended in the public assassination of the
most important liberal-party leader, Jorge Eliecer Gaitan in 1948 (Osorio, 1949), marking the beginning
of what is known as La Violencia.
La Violencia (bipartisan) is commonly divided it two waves, the first between 1949 and 1953 affecting
most of the central departments of Colombia, especially Tolima. The second, (1954 to 1958) was considerably more circumscribed, affecting the West-Center departments of the country. This last conflict
however emerged as a need to fight against the State’s illegitimacy, in which the violence was more intense.
The first wave of La Violencia was preceded by the popular tension generated by Gaitán’s assassination. As Gaitán was a political leader that represented the working and peasant class, his death sparked
a thirst for revenge among the peasant population (Guzman et al., 2006), whose main objective was to
overthrow the government. This event intensified political polarization inside the country, especially in
rural areas 12 . By the 1949 presidential elections, the conservadores came to power - led by Laureano
Gomez - excluding the liberales and implementing a system of repression in the cities and the countryside
through the police to anyone who did not share the government’s ideals (resistance committees). This
lead to the declaration of civil resistance by the liberales (Lleras, 1955; Gaitan, 2019) which soon resulted
in the creation of armed groups. Thus, between 1950 and 1954 violence reached alarming levels in the
center of the country: genocides in major cities, mass shootings both in urban and rural areas, violent
9

Especially in Santander and Boyaca, Colombian geographic departments.
According to Guzman et al. (2006), Colombian press recorded mass executions of peasants and dispossession of their
property. Churches were also burned as liberales were against the catholic doctrine and numerous priests were killed
11
The Drivers’ Strike in Cali and the attacks to government vehicles ended in a Site Status. In 1947, the General Transport
Strike destroyed bridges and roads (Guzman et al., 2006)
12
After the death of Gaitan and the consequent violence (e.g. massacre at the House of Representatives on September
8, 1949 (El Tiempo, 1949)), numerous peasant leaders met in Huila to plan attacks on the police, giving rise to one of
the first illegal armed groups known as ”Los Muchachos”. They thus became defenders of the peasants and pursuers of
freedom against the government oppression. Its financing was made through the collection of fees from the community and
the eventual theft of livestock. For more information see Franco (1959) and Guzman et al. (2006)
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assaults on municipalities, burning of public offices, rapes of rural women (Uribe, 2019) 13 . As a result, 14
Colombia experienced a complete alteration of political and legislative institutions (Oquist, 1978) generating a complete State illegitimacy. This lack of legitimacy was even more evident in municipalities were
the government never exercised control, which later incentive the organization of the first guerillas ”as
self-defense movements” where its members (mainly peasants) mobilized to defend themselves, developing
a broad movement in neighboring municipalities (Fidelis, 1955).
The second wave of La Violencia (1954 to 1958) began with the government’s failure towards peasants
who surrendered their weapons in response to the reduction of sentences and the improving of their living
conditions in 1953 - during President Gustavo Rojas Pinilla’s dictatorship-. Such non-compliance by
the State was enough for the armed groups to reveal with violence, intensifying the massacres and the
confrontations with the government. It is important to highlight that although this period of La Violencia
strengthened armed-groups organization and resistance in central departments of Colombia, the peasant
displacement and family disintegration’s were massive as their homes were destroyed as a result of multiple
government-rebels confrontations (Guzman et al., 2006).
Aggression against the civilian population during La Violencia was intense. Estimates of the extent
of deaths during this period diverge. Oquist (1978) calculates that around 194,000 people died between
1948 and 1966 and Guzman et al. (2006) estimate that 200,000 were killed up to 1962. As a percentage
of the population of 11 million, the casualties were higher than the sum of all American deaths during
the two world wars and the Korean wars combined (Lipman and Havens, 1965). In addition to deaths,
La Violencia also caused several costs. Due to forced migration and illegal land seizure, a little less than
394,000 hectares of land were lost (Oquist, 1978). In addition, economic losses from asset destruction were
also significant. In Tolima, one of the hardest-hit states during this period, the value of estimated economic
losses was close to the total national budget of Colombia in 1955 (Guzman et al., 2006). However, it was
the rural population who suffered the intensity of this victimization (Pecaut, 2003) which caused forced
migration to urban centers. As a result, urban population levels experienced a sharp increase between the
1930s and 1960s: the percentage of the population living in urban areas was 31% in 1938, 39% in 1951,
and 52% in 1964 (Fergusson et al., 2015a).

4.2

Hypothesis

I will argue that exposure to conflict may have profound effects on social norms, especially at the local
level, by creating different dynamic of trusting people in a community in the long run. Thus, people
who live in municipalities that were more exposed to La Violencia are prone to have a different way of
out-group trust behaviour in the long run than municipalities that were not exposed to violence. As La
Violencia intensified the fight between Liberales and Conservadores, it is expected that the feelings of
trust and distrust can last over time and be more remarkable in municipalities more exposed to this period
of violence. Violence and trust can also be related to risk aversion. Following Moya (2018), violence brings
higher levels of risk aversion. Therefore, a higher risk aversion can lead to low levels of trust in strangers.
In alliance with Roldan and Ortiz (2003), violence during La Violencia in Colombia should not be
seen as a consequence of lack of State, but as a consequence of the historical relationship between local
government and its citizens. Therefore, knowing the forms of State’s presence in different regions even
before the 1950’s is crucial to understand La Violencia in Colombia. The State’s failure to protect the
civilian population in rural areas was evident during La Violencia: forced displacements, attacks by the
police against the opposition, etc. This then reflects a poor relationship between local State and citizens
that sparked violence and a lack of public order. Thus, the current levels of political trust will be a result
13
14

For more details, see El Tiempo (1948) and El Tiempo (1949)
And as a consequence of President Laureano Gomez’ public resign

9

of the historical local government-citizen relationship and not of violence as such.

5

Methodology

5.1

Data & key variables

I use two main sources of data. The first is the primary source of information on the phenomenon of
La Violencia compiled and analyzed by Guzman et al. (2006) in 1963. These data began to be collected
by the end of the second wave of La Violencia in 1958 thanks to president Alberto Llera’s government
initiative to mitigate the damage caused in this period. The initiative consisted in the appointment of a
commission - named as the Investigating Commission of the Current Causes of La Violencia (CCCLV) and
was composed mainly by investigators and priests- in charge of visiting the most affected municipalities
to document people’s problems and needs. The research was a combination of the commission’s personal
experiences inside the most affected areas as well as interviews to peasants, guerillas and exiles. Thus,
the data collected by Guzman et al. (2006) use CCCLV’s information to establish levels of violence from
0 to 6 in each municipality, where 0 means no affected by violence and 6, very affected by violence. The
information is available in two time blocks: first and second waves of La Violencia. More specifically, a
municipality M in the dataset had a level of violence x ∈ {0, ..., 6} during the first wave of La Violencia
and y ∈ {0, ..., 6} during the second wave of La Violencia. The dataset has available information for 755
Colombian municipalities (see Table 1).
The second source of data is the Political Culture Survey (PCS) carried out by the National Administrative Department of Statistics in Colombia (DANE) in 2019. This survey focuses on three fundamental
dimensions: social and citizen participation; elections and parties (electoral behavior, involvement of
social minorities in political participation); and democracy (concepts and associated aspects, service to
citizens, perception of corruption and social capital). The respondents are 18-year-old and older citizens that define a particular household across Colombian main regions 15 . Social and Political Trust are
assessed on modules E and G that contain specific questions related to social capital, democracy and
participation answered mainly in a point-scale from 1 to 5 (see table 2) and by the yes-not answers16
I built an data set with information of 13.493 respondents of the PCS in 2019, level of violence
in each municipality based on Guzman et al. (2006) records, and municipality’s historical and current
characteristics based on CEDE municipal panel (presence of land conflicts at the beginning of the 20th
century, attacks by armed groups and municipality development indicators). Thus, an individual i on
dataset living on municipality M, will have a level of violence equal to X if M had X level of violence during
La Violencia according to Guzman et al. (2006). In consistency with the historiography of La Violencia,
considering migration from violent municipalities to less or non-violent municipalities is crucial. Therefore,
using information from PCS, I consider whether an individual has lived in the same municipality for five
years 17 . This variable will capture whether there is any medium-run persistence of trust in municipalities
of the survey. Table 2 summarizes the main variables of interest of the built dataset.

15

For years 2013, 2015 and 2017, the PCS covered urban municipalities only. In 2019, the coverage of the survey was
expanded to rural municipalities
16
Table 2 contains only main variables of interest. Information of additional descriptive statistics of CVS available per
request
17
As the PCS covers only this question to consider the period lived in a municipality, I used it for analyse migratory
dynamics. However, model might my endogenous as there is no more information tracking individual’s past.
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Table 1: Descriptive Statistics. La Violencia
Variable
Early Violence Index (1949–1953)
Late Violence Index (1954–1958)

Obs
755
755

Mean
0.34
0.58

Std. Dev
0.68
1.27

Min
0
0

Max
4
6

Table 2: Main Descriptive Statistics. Political Culture Survey 2019 (PCS)
Variable
Age
Highest education level18
Belonging to a ethnic community
Belonging to a peasant community
Housing Conditions
Housing level (estrato)
Electricity
Gas
Sewerage
Aqueduct
Migration
5 years in the same municipality
Social capital and trust
Level of satisfaction: neighborhood safety (1 to 5)
Level of satisfaction: safety in municipality (1 to 5)
Individual affected by neighborhood insecurity
Individual affected by discrimination in neighborhood
Membership in charity organization
Membership in religious organization
Membership in environmental organization
Membership in community action board
Membership in security organization
Trust in family members (1 to 5)
Trust in work colleagues (1 to 5)
Trust in unknown people (1 to 5)
Trust in neighbours (1 to 5)
Trust in friends (1 to 5)
Trust in foreigners (1 to 5)
Unwillingness to live close to:
People of different ethnicity
Armed conflict victims
Former guerrilleros
18

Obs
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

Mean
44.06
4.39
0.04
0.02

Std. Dev
17.08
14.20
0.19
0.12

Min
18
1
0
0

Max
102
7
1
1

13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

1.61
0.98
0.57
0.68
0.83

0.91
0.13
0.49
0.46
0.37

0
0
0
0
0

4
1
1
1
1

13,473

0.90

0.06

0

1

13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

3.51
2.97
0.29
0.02
0.01
0.2
0.01
0.05
0.00
4.77
3.18
1.66
2.82
3.20
1.71

1.27
1.32
0.45
0.16
0.08
0.5
0.1
0.23
0.05
0.57
1.15
1.01
1.13
1.08
1.00

1
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
1
1
1
1
1

5
5
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
5
5
5
5
5
5

13,473
13,473
13,473

0.00
0.09
0.50

0.07
0.28
0.49

0
0
0

1
1
1

Answers are from 1 to 7. (1): No education at all. (2): Kinder Garden. (3): Primary School. (4): Secondary School.
(5): High School (10 & 11 grade). (6): Bachelors Degree. (7): Master’s or other
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Table 2: Main Descriptive Statistics. Political Culture Survey 2019 (PCS)
Variable
Former paramilitares
People from different religion
Immigrants
Political Trust
Use of rights protection mechanisms
Membership in government participation groups
Membership in municipality council
Individual belonging to a political movement
Trust in (1 to 5):
Attorney
Town Hall
Military Forces
Congress
Judges
Assembly
Comptroller
Council
Police
Political Parties
Ombudsman’s Office
Governor’s Office
Prosecutor’s office
Presidency
Municipality Characteristics
FARC Attacks
ELN Attacks
% invested in culture
Municipality Development Index

Obs
13,473
13,473
13,473

Mean
0.51
0.02
0.06

Std. Dev
0.49
0.13
0.23

Min
0
0
0

Max
1
1
1

13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

0.18
0.00
0.02
0.01

0.38
0.08
0.13
0.12

0
0
0
0

1
1
1
1

13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

2.59
2.66
3.09
2.39
2.43
2.44
2.58
2.60
2.84
2.21
2.92
2.63
2.71
2.76

1.16
1.19
1.25
1.16
1.14
1.09
1.13
1.14
1.23
1.11
1.18
1.17
1.19
1.24

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1

5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5
5

13,473
13,473
13,473
13,473

8.96
3.79
0.01
0.57

1.36
1.09
0.00
0.11

0
0
0
0.27

65
65
0.07
0.86

For a deeper analysis of political and social trust, I used two additional sources of information. For
social trust, I use electoral results of Colombian peace agreement referendum with FARC in 2016, at a
municipality level. Results will give an insight of how far can people trust on other groups, FARC in
this case. For political trust, I use information on press articles of Colombian newspaper El Tiempo from
1958 to 1990. Political and social trust have been recently studied in Colombia (Garcia, 2014b; Skolnik,
2020; Guarnizo and Diaz, 2011) using information from interviewees, Latino-barometer and political
participation. However, press analysis has been less used to capture trust mechanisms in society. Press
chronicles, stories, articles and news often show valuable information of how people adapt and/or react
to government changes. As press analysis has been less used to capture trust mechanisms in society, I
used it as a first approach to capture political trust construction of concepts throughout history.
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5.2

Analytical approach

After gathering information, my objective is to establish a relationship between exposure to violence
and trust in people (social trust) and institutions (political trust). I determined exposure to violence
by combining 2 main variables: the age range within which each individual in the PCS is classified,
and whether each individual is living in a municipality affected by La Violencia in the 1950s. Thus, an
individual will be more exposed to violence as it gets older and if, at the same time, it has lived in a
municipality that was affected by violence in the 1950s. I used this measure of exposure to violence both
for social trust as well as political trust:

Social T rusti = β0 + β1 Agei + β2 V iolencei + β3 AgeXV iolencei + β4 P ermanencei + β5 P articipationi
+ β6 Individual Characteristicsi + β7 M unicipality Characteristicsi + Department F E + i
In this estimation, social trust is the willingness of each individual to live close to former guerrilleros,
former paramilitares, armed conflict victims and immigrants. It also includes the level of trust from 1 to
5 in strangers and neighbours. Willingness to live close to people who have been involved in the armed
conflict or have been exposed to it, reflects in a certain extent a positive perception towards the behavior of
these people within the community, and therefore, is related to trust that an individual may have on these
people. Age is the age range for each individual. This variable is divided in 6 ranges of 10 years each. Thus,
Age 1 is equal to 1 if an individual is between 18 and 28 years old, and zero otherwise. Age 2 is equal to
1 if an individual is between 29 and 39, and zero otherwise. Age 3 is equal to 1 if an individual is between
40 and 50, and zero otherwise and so on until Age 6, which is equal to 1 if an individual’s age is between
73 and 83. The base or comparison group is people over 83, who lived during La Violencia. Violence is
a dummy variable equal to one if the individual i lives in a municipality with a level of violence over 0
during La Violencia and zero otherwise. β3 is the coefficient of interest, as it captures the exposure to La
Violencia. This interaction is divided in 6 as per the age ranges: Age 1XViolence; Age 2XViolence; Age
3XViolence;...; etc. Permanence provides information on whether the individual has lived in municipality
M in the last 5 years. This is the variable that comes closest to capturing the migration effect in this study,
as the PCS does not include information on the individual’s municipality of residence for periods longer
than 5 years. Participation in community groups has shown to have a positive correlation with trust in
community members. In fact, Sossa et al. (2019) study the association between community participation,
trust and perception of rights protection in 18 countries of Latin America and the Caribbean, finding
a positive relation between community participation and trust. Thus, the variable Participation gives
information on whether the individual participates in community groups: environmental and/or security.
Knowing the importance of individuals’ perceptions in relation to the community functioning, Individual
Characteristics variable captures information on: if the individual belongs to an ethnic organization,
perception of the neighborhood’s and municipality’s security , including if she/he have been a victim of
theft or discrimination (as they all are related to trust through risk aversion). Because ethnic communities
have been strongly exposed to violence and conflict in Colombia (Manrique et al., 2003), it is important
to analyze whether there are differences in their perception of trust in people related to armed conflict,
and trust in other people. Finally, Municipality Characteristics includes all relevant features to take into
account by municipality that might affect social trust: number of attacks by armed groups and percentage
of municipality’s funds invested in cultural activities. Department FE shows a dummy per department
and  is the error.
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For political trust the equation to estimate is describe as follows:
P olitical T rusti = α0 + α1 Agei + α2 V iolencei + α3 AgeXV iolencei + α4 P ermanencei
+ α5 P rotection M echanismi + α6 ICi + α7 M Ci + Department F E + νi
In this case, the explained variable provides information on the level of trust, in a 1-to-5 scale, individuals have on six State institutions: Congress, Judges, Assembly, Council, Police and Town Hall.
Political Trust variable also include trust on political parties. Age, Violence, the interaction between
and Permanence are the same shown on Social Trust equation. The use of rights protection mechanisms can influence how much people trust on political institutions or simply shape people’s perception
of the effectiveness of those mechanisms (Didenko et al., 2020). Thus, variable Protection Mechanism
shows whether individuals have used at least one of the following rights protection mechanism in their
municipality: enforcement action, popular action, guardianship action or tutela, right of petition, group
actions. IC is a variable that captures information on the individual’s social and cultural characteristics.
Specifically, whether the individual belongs to a peasant community, highest education level and estrato
or housing level of income. As it has already shown throughout this article, peasant population was not
only the one that struggled the most during La Violencia, but the most affected. Even nowadays, despite
increasing recognition and demand of their rights, their recognition and support on public policy has not
been enough (Carrillo, 2020). In addition, and according to social trust theory, beliefs tend to pass from
generation to generation, especially among defined social groups: indigenous, peasants, Afro-descendants,
and others. Thus, it is worth to see how the ideal of trust has been shaped among peasant population.
Both highest level of education and level of income (estrato) were included to evaluate if they may have
any influence on political trust. MC includes two municipality characteristics: whether municipality was
under land conflicts during 1910 to 1930, and its Performance Index in 2019. The notorious inequality in
access to land ownership in Colombia has been a problem that dates back to the 19th Century (Sanchez
et al., 2007), and has been considered one of the starting conditions for violence in Colombia and the
persistence of armed conflict (Guzman et al., 2006).Al the beginning of the 19th century, the top of land
that could be allocated to the same person or company ranged from 5,000 to 1,000 hectares (Londono
et al., 2016). According to Catherine Legrand’s calculations, between 1901 and 1931 881,720 hectares were
allocated to just 4,011 people in three departments of Colombia (Londono et al., 2016; Legrand, 1983).
This inequality has persisted over time despite multiple agrarian reforms (Trujillo, 2014). Therefore, it
is important to know the perception of individuals who have lived in municipalities historically exposed
to land conflicts. The Municipality Performance Index is and indicator built by the National Planning
Department since 2000 from 0 to 1 and evaluates public management (in its programming, execution
and monitoring stages) and decision-making in the use of municipality’s resources. The year used in this
investigation is 2019. Finally, Department FE shows a dummy per department and ν is the error.
To complement the research on political trust, I did an analysis of the news and information written
in the press from 1950 to 1990 based on Colombian newspaper El Tiempo. The information collected
shows how the perception on the State’s legitimacy is being formed over the years. Although the news
and journalistic columns of this newspaper do not represent the opinion of the population most affected
by La Violencia (peasants), they show how State’s actions are perpetuated over time and in turn build
the image of trust within this particular population.
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6
6.1

Quantitative Results
Difference in means: social and political trust

Table 3 shows a first approximation to the differences in individual’s political and social trust by municipality’s exposure to La Violencia. The reader can see that the differences between the treatment group
(people who live in municipalities affected by La Violencia) and the control group (the rest) are significant,
except for the level of trust in the attorney general’s office, registry office and unknown people. That is,
the level of trust of individuals in these 2 institutions and in unknown people is almost the same between
the two groups of analysis (2.60/5 for attorney general’s office, 2.90/5 for registry office and 1.66/5 for
unknown people). Given that these two institutions do not have a clear relationship with the violence of
the 50s, the result obtained makes sense. In the same way, it is normal that people, regardless of the analysis group, do not trust strangers, especially in a country like Colombia. According to the World Value
Survey, Colombia is on the lowest scales of trust in strangers along with other Latin American countries.
Therefore, the result also makes sense. The unwillingness to live close to people of different ethnicity and
immigrants is not significant for both groups either: only 1% of the sample would not be willing to live
close to people of different ethnicity and 6% would not be willing to live close to immigrants. Finally,
there are no differences in both groups in terms of departmental government’s perception of corruption,
since both had a perception of 3.88/5, where 5 is the highest level of corruption.
Individuals living in municipalities affected by La Violencia in the 50s, trust less in 80% of the State
institutions than individuals from the control group and that difference is significant. The institutions that
this group trusts the least are the congress and political parties (2.33 and 2.17), while the institution they
trust the most is the military forces. In the political trust results section I will explain this finding in more
detail. In addition, the perception of corruption of the national government within the treatment group
is 1.01 times greater than that of the control group. Specifically, the perception of government corruption
in people living in municipalities affected by La Violencia is 4.02, while people living in municipalities not
affected by violence is 3.96. In general, although the differences between groups are significant, trust in
political institutions is low, with the exception of the military forces. In terms of social trust, individuals
belonging to the treatment group trust their family, colleagues, friends and neighbors less than those in
the control group. The most significant differences are shown in trust in friends (-0.24) and neighbors
(-0.20). In addition, the unwillingness of people to live close to former combatants of armed groups is
higher than 50% in the entire sample. However, this non-disposition is greater in people in the control
group.
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Variable
Trust in (1 to 5):
Attorney
Town Hall
Military Forces
Congress
Judges
Assembly
Comptroller
Council
Police
Political Parties
Ombudsman’s Office
Governor’s Office
Prosecutor’s office
Registrar’s office
Presidency
Unknown People
Neighbours
Family
Colleagues
Friends
Foreign People
Unwillingness to live with:
People of different ethnicity
Armed conflict victims
Former guerrilleros
Former paramilitares
Immigrants
People from different religion
Perception of corruption (1 to 5):
National Government

µ(T )
2.60
2.59
3.12
2.33
2.38
2.40
2.55
2.56
2.80
2.17
2.87
2.59
2.70
2.90
2.69
1.66
2.71
4.77
3.14
3.06
1.74
0.00
0.07
0.45
0.45
0.06
0.02
4.02

µ
2.60
2.67
3.09
2.40
2.43
2.44
2.58
2.61
2.85
2.21
2.92
2.64
2.72
2.89
2.77
1.67
2.82
4.78
3.19
3.20
1.72
0.01
0.09
0.51
0.51
0.06
0.02
3.99

5,678

5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678

5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678
5,678

N (T)

3.96

0.01
0.10
0.55
0.56
0.06
0.02

2.59
2.72
3.08
2.45
2.47
2.47
2.61
2.64
2.88
2.24
2.96
2.67
2.74
2.89
2.83
1.67
2.91
4.79
3.22
3.30
1.71

µ(C)

7,795

7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795

7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795
7,795

N (C)

0.06

-0.00
-0.03
-0.10
-0.11
0.00
-0.00

0.01
-0.13
0.04
-0.12
-0.08
-0.07
-0.06
-0.08
-0.08
-0.07
-0.08
-0.08
-0.04
0.01
-0.14
-0.01
-0.20
-0.02
-0.08
-0.24
0.03

µ(T ) − µ(C)

Table 3: Difference in means: La Violencia, social and political trust in 2019 given by the CPS

0.00***

0.12
0.00***
0.00***
0.00***
0.72
0.33

0.58
0.00***
0.05**
0.00***
0.00***
0.00***
0.01**
0.00***
0.00***
0.00***
0.00***
0.00***
0.06*
0.55
0.00***
0.52
0.00***
0.05**
0.00***
0.00***
0.07*

P

6.2

Social Trust: regression results

Results from tables 4 and 5 show the results for social trust using data from Guzman et al. (2006) and
the PCS in 2019. These results show that people living in municipalities affected by La Violencia are
less willing to live near immigrants with a significance of 10%. Results were not significant for other
groups of people although coefficients were negative. That is, there is a low social trust (out-group trust)
in people who live in municipalities that were affected by La Violencia. These first results contradict
the theory of social trust under collective action, where in the presence of violence there is a tendency
of social cohesion within people of the same community. On the contrary, the results of this research
on social trust are better aligned with the theory of risk aversion. In other words, exposure to violence
makes people more risk-averse and therefore less trusting on people from other groups (out-group trust),
especially immigrants. Second, results also show that people between 18 and 50 years-old trust less on
their neighbors than people over 84 years-old, regardless of whether they live in a municipality affected by
La Violencia. This is related to the time of exposure or relationship with people from different groups. In
other words, a person 84 has probably had more interaction with their neighbors than a person between
the ages of 18 and 50, making them more trusting on their neighbours. The results are similar in terms
of trust in strangers among people between 29 and 50 years-old. With a significance of 10%, results show
that individuals belonging to this age range trust less on strangers (out-group trust) than people older
than 84 years. Third, exposure to La Violencia (living in a municipality that was affected by this period
interacted with age range) in people between 62 and 72 years-old shows a higher trust in immigrants in
comparison with people over 84 years-old. That is, under exposure to La Violencia, people between 62
and 72 years trust more in immigrants than people over 84 years-old with a significance of 10%. This
clearly shows the effects that violence can have on building trust towards people, especially out-group
trust. People over 84 years are those who lived through this period of partisan conflict and violence, so
the traumas and negative effects of this violence do show to have an influence on the trust that these
people place in new individuals of the community. The results are repeated in trust on strangers. With a
significance of 10%, people who live in municipalities that were affected by La Violencia between 40 and
61 years-old trust more on strangers than people over 84 who live in municipalities affected by the same
conflict period. In addition, and with a significance of 5%, people between 73 and 83 years-old living
in municipalities affected by La Violencia trust more on strangers than people older than 84 living in
municipalities with the same characteristics.
Social trust coefficients in former guerrilleros, paramilitares, strangers and foreign people are significant
at 1% for people belonging to ethnic organizations. This group of people trusts guerrilleros, paramilitares
more than all other people of the sample. According to Manrique et al. (2003), ethnic organizations
have been strongly exposed to violence and conflict in Colombia. In addition, their relationship with the
State has been deficient due to the lack of guarantees and civil rights. Therefore, and thanks to exposure
to conflict, ethnic organizations have had a greater relationship with illegal armed groups, which makes
ethnic organizations trust them more. On the contrary, these organizations trust strangers and foreigners
less, which again confirms the theory of trust based on risk aversion. By not having relationships with
strangers and foreigners, ethnic organizations generate an aversion to risk that makes them trust less in
these groups of people. Attacks by armed groups in the municipalities of the sample yield interesting
results. With a significance of 1%, trust that interviewees have in former guerrilleros and paramilitares is
higher among the inhabitants who live in municipalities that have had most attacks from FARC in the last
10 years. The same occurs with trust in victims of the armed conflict. However, increase of trust in these
groups is not higher in nominal terms. Likewise, results also show that people living in municipalities
that received more FARC attacks in the last years, trust more on strangers (significance of 1%) and more
on their neighbours (significance level of 5%), which better aligners with social cohesion trust theories.
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Table 4: Social Trust results by exposure to La Violencia
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6.3

Political Trust: regression results

Table 6 and 7 show results of political trust. The tables show that people living in municipalities affected
by La Violencia have less trust in government institutions compared to people living in unaffected municipalities, with the exception of council and mayor’s office. This first result is aligned with the argument
line of Roldan and Ortiz (2003) and shows that in municipalities affected by La Violencia, State-Citizen
relationship is deficient or has been deficient over time, which leads people who lived through this time
to trust less in the government. Second, results of political trust by age range is lower compared to the
population over 83 years-old regardless of the municipality of residence and whether it was exposed to La
Violencia (most of the coefficients are significant at 1%).This means that people over 83 trust government
institutions less than all other age ranges. However, this trend changes when people living in municipalities affected by La Violencia are compared with people living in other municipalities. For the range of
people under 29 years-old who live in municipalities affected by La Violencia, the results show that this
group of people trust the congress, judges and police more than people over 83 years-old in the same
characteristics. La Violencia, as was well documented in the historical context of this article, was characterized by the abuse of police force to the opposition during the stage of partisan conflict. Therefore,
the results shown in tables 6 and 7 are in line with the mistrust that older people (who lived during this
period) may have towards the police. Mistrust or low confidence in congress and judges is related to the
lack of guarantees and compliance with the rule-of-law by local governments. Trust behavioral patterns
(on judges, police and congress) are similar for people who live in affected municipalities and in the other
age ranges. With a significance of 10%, trust in organizations (political parties) is lower in people older
than 83 years who live in affected municipalities. Here, the citizen-organization relationship is different
from the state-citizen relationship, so low older people’s trust in political parties is due to failures in the
fulfillment of objectives set out and agreed upon those organizations. According to the theory of Douglas
North, organizations are created for citizens with the objective of carrying out a common goal. When
this objective fails, trust or credibility in organizations decreases, which is reflected in these results for
the group of people older than 83 in comparison with the group of 51-61 years-old and exposure to La
Violencia
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Strengthening the discussion: exposure to violence and the relationship with trust

Although empirical results show a positive relationship between exposure to violence and trust, violence
has generated profound negative effects on civilian population that influence their trust on institutions and
people. Colombia is a country historically exposed to violence since the XIX Century. While there is not a
single explanation behind the beginnings of violence, civil population nonconformity on government’s rule
of law is a persistent characteristic over time. Since the period of Independence, failure on institutional
order, fights for political power and ignorance on the ways of governance (Prados de la Escosura, 2006)
were the beginnings of a generalized discontent of civil population on the State’s order and legitimacy, that
was materialized many times in civil wars. At the beginning of the XX Century, the incessant political
competition between liberales and conservadores linked to governments’ oppression against opposition,
perpetuation of power and short-run governance goals rapidly lead to violence as a way of protest to
the State abuses, specially among peasants. This discontent promoted the first ideology of guerrillas in
Colombia in the 1960s with the later influence of communism. Given the State’s lack of legitimacy in
various areas of the country, guerrillas began to impose a governance order that throughout the years
lead to violence and fear because of narcotrafic operations. Thus, violence and the dynamics of conflict
have disastrous effects on civilian population because of fear and uncertainty. These are strongly linked
to mistrust as people cannot rely on legal government institutions because of State absence and nor on
people outside close networks due to the illegality and violence perpetuated in zones were the State has
not been present throughout the years.
Finally, harm caused by violence goes far beyond physical damage, especially nowadays. Violence
causes depression, anxiety, and other mental health disorders. According to the World Health Organization, violence might conduct to the development of cancers, heart disease, stroke, and HIV / AIDS,
as victims of violence often try to cope with their traumatic experiences by engaging in risky behaviors,
such as using tobacco, alcohol, and drugs, as well as with risky sexual practices.
Figure 1 and 2 show a first approach of the long-run consequences of violence. Although those figures
are far to be conclusive, they do show how the concept of out-group trust is shaped in regions that were
exposed to violence at the beginning of 1950s. Departments of Tolima, Valle and Viejo Caldas 19 were the
most affected by the period of La Violencia. The writings of Guzman et al. (2006) describe and witness
how those departments deeply suffered sadism and tyranny. In Tolima, 40 of 42 municipalities received
the impact of violence by the action of partisan groups, police and the forces commanded by guerrilla
leaders. Violence in Valle and Viejo Caldas had urban components -that is, was not only rural- and more
intensified for economic purposes than from political purposes. Valle was the only affected department in
which guerrilleros leaders were not properly established, so violence was very diffuse and therefore, hard
to eradicate. In viejo Caldas, a department where a most of the population from Antioquia emigrated in
the 19th century, violence was justified more for economic reasons. The department was known at that
time for its smallholder coffee growers and exporters, and therefore, it was a very prosperous department.
The confusion unleashed by violence and the search for property through non-institutionalized means,
unleashed theft and the lust for land in the department. Finally, violence in Antioquia, although very
heterogeneous around the department, was revolved around sexual rape and sadism. As one of the victims
stated:
”The chulos arrived at their house, his wife was waiting a baby and they took her anyway, I don’t
know why, they slit her open, took the baby out, they hung her hands and feet and threw stones in her
belly, and they opened her mouth and put the child in his mouth” (testimony of Leonor, victim of La
19

Viejo Caldas was a Colombian department that existed between 1905 and 1966. It was conformed by Risaralda, Quindı́o
and Manizales actual departments
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Violencia). With such level of violence, it is plausible to stay that different trauma episodes and events
remain in people lives over the years, and therefore, a small possibility of trusting strangers or people
from different groups.

Figure 1: Level of violence during La Violencia (left side) and willingness to life with a former guerrillero
or paramilitar in 2019 (right side)
Figure 2 shows a second approach to social trust in the long term. Using the results of the elections of
2016 plebiscite, the levels of violence in the 50s were related to the willingness of Colombians to vote for the
peace agreement with FARC in 2016. It is important to mention that people’s decisions are conditioned
by their aversion to risk (Callen et al., 2014; Dave et al., 2021; Jakiela and Ozier, 2019; Kim and Lee,
2014). In the case of exposure to violence in Colombia, Moya (2018) finds that more violence brings leads
to higher levels of risk aversion. Moreover, the effect of risk aversion is driven by severe anxiety disorders.
If the voting results of the 2016 plebiscite are analysed, people will vote for the option that generates
the least risk. In Colombia, municipalities with complete FARC control have had the least presence of
the State and, therefore, the governance of the armed groups has been traditional (Bermudez, 2012).
Even according to Arjona (2016), the armed groups have been able to establish order and laws in these
areas. On the other hand, the municipalities most affected by violence are those that have historically
had more political polarization and where confrontations between armed groups and the government have
been more frequent (Guzman et al., 2006). Therefore, governance of FARC might be not clear and due
to the influence or pressure from government, it can be risky. Figure 2 shows the departments most
affected by La Violencia and the voting results of 2016 plebiscite in favor of ”yes”. Figure shows that
the departments most exposed to violence and political polarization are the ones that least vote in favor
of ”yes”. In other words, they are more averse to the possibility of FARC entering the government. On
24

the contrary, departments most exposed to armed conflict, and accustomed to FARC governance, are the
ones that most vote yes, since their type of governance does not represent a risk to their population. Once
again, we can see that departments exposed to violence are either unwilling to trust the perpetrators of
violence, or do not trust the government’s institutions to carry out the peace process.
What can be said about the behavior of institutional trust over the decades? Based on the articles
and journalistic news of El Tiempo, I made an analysis of the different opinions that its columnists
wrote about the perception of the government from 1950 to 1990. It is clear that what is written in
this newspaper does not represent the opinion of people most affected by La Violencia and violence in
general (the peasants and the most vulnerable people). However, it can give an indication of how trust
(or mistrust) in government institutions is formed within the educated population that writes in this
medium.

Figure 2: Level of violence during La Violencia (left side) and difference in voting elections for ”yes”

7.1

1950 to 1960: From treason and hate to violence

At the end of the 40s, Colombia was already experiencing an agitated political crisis due to several events
of public order and persecution from the traditional conservador party to liberal party (opposition):
President Mariano Ospina’s betrayal to liberal party in 1946, the assassination of liberal leader Jorge Elicer
Gaitan in 1948, and the 1949 political campaign under President Laureano Gomez (from conservador
party) focused on using military forces to oppress the liberal party. This not only unleashed a significant
rejection of the liberal party, but also of the liberal peasant population, who rose up in arms due to
the government’s persecution. Thus, the country entered in an era of extreme violence in which many
departments were in a state of siege. Moreover, In 1953 and helped by former president Mariano Ospina
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Perez, President Gustavo Rojas Pinilla (dictator) deployed a pacifist campaign to the country requesting
guerrillas the delivery of arms in exchange of a dignified life and a reduction in judicial penalties. However,
although many peasants responded with a certain distrust to this request, government never complied
with the agreement even though the plan was published, unleashing the anger of peasants and guerrillas
with greater fervor, who in the midst of protest initiated a much stronger and resistant wave of violence.
As violence was more intense, so was the aggression by he government. Indeed, peasants suffered aerial
bombardments, attacks with machine guns, assassinations to their leaders in 1954 and, most importantly,
violence generated a massive displacement to the mountains, separating many families that were living
in rural areas. It is only until 1958 when government was aware of the ravages of violence and repression
in the country. One of the actions followed by this awareness was the creation of the CCCVL impulsed
by Alberto Lleras (from liberal party) and the first conversations around peace (See figures 5 and 6 in
Appendix).
It is evident that with a decade full of violence and repression, an atmosphere of citizens’ mistrust and
perception of state’s illegitimacy exists. The press release ”Need for a Crusade” recounts exactly what
the war’s and lack of transparency effects create on building citizens’ political trust even before 1953:
”(...) The more cases of administrative corruption that occur, the more difficult it will be to root
out and suppress it. (...) the comptroller has allowed himself to report that there are more than 100
processes frozen, detained, inert. The dramatic figure invites us to reflect on the urgency of undertaking
the campaign to purify all layers of public administration. (...) what is seldom remembered is that
[this] arouses animosity against the functions of the state to the point of giving a path to the
instinctive feeling of mistrust” (El Tiempo, Jan 1952)
The above quote reflects a concern about the form of government at the time, reflected in the lack
of transparency in the administration of public resources. Following Roldan and Ortiz (2003), this little
transparency is interpreted as a relationship of poor communication and accountability between the
government and citizens, which is why feelings of mistrust in the form of government are aroused. Another
e example of this is the communique of January 1952 and the subsequent failure of Rojas Pinilla to comply
with the arms delivery plan. Therefore, government’s lack of transparency of unleashes a natural feeling
of mistrust in public institutions among citizens. On the other hand, rejection was also expressed towards
groups that supported violence unleashed in Rojas Pinilla’s government. The publication of El Tiempo
in 1959 related to the attack suffered at its offices by followers of Rojas Pinilla reflects this and also the
general concern on social disturbance:
”A group of rojistas (...) attacked the offices of El Tiempo yesterday afternoon. We are not interested
in the damage suffered. We are struck by the fact as an index of this alliance that can become a serious
factor of social disturbance. (...) cannot accept the attitude of a democratic newspaper to the excesses,
sins and crimes of the dictatorship” (El Tiempo, Feb 1959)
From this publication is possible to analyze a generalized discontent with Gustavo Rojas Pinilla’s
reforms, by using adjectives such as ”sins” and ”crimes of dictatorship.” With a discontent in the forms
of government, it is expected to think of a possible formation of mistrust on the type of government that
those years repressed.

7.2

1960 to 1970: protests an rejection to an illegitimate State

This decade began with a governance pact between elites conservadores and liberales as a result of two
threats: first, violence (Bejarano and Segura, 2010; Paredes and Diaz, 2007) and second, Gustavo Rojas
Pinilla’s intentions to perpetuate himself in power (Archila, 1997; Davila, 2002). In addition to violence
against peasants, the government of Rojas Pinilla, due also to its dictatorship characteristics, broke with
all traditional political schemes, generating a collective rejection within the traditionally ruling elites or
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with significant influences20 . Figures 6 and 7 on appendix show several rejection declarations against
Rojas Pinilla and for the first time, a collective objective to end with the dictatorship with the so called
Frente Nacional :
”(...) The Liberal and Conservative directories of Bogota, faced with the disrespectful attitude of
Rojas Pinilla when refusing to receive the commission of the honorable Senate of the republic, once
again express their condemnation of the overthrown dictatorship, as well as their unwavering adherence””
(El Tiempo, May 1958) and ”Bogota’s liberalism adheres to Frente Nacional and rejects the subversive
attitude of Rojas Pinilla” (El Tiempo, May 1958)
Public disclosures and rejections against Rojas Pinilla by the traditional parties, the church (an
important actor at the time, see figure 10 in the appendix), student and general strikes (Archila, 1995)
led to the resignation of power by Rojas Pinilla in 1957. It is important to highlight that all this
collective rejection was accompanied by a weak and absent government, as Davila (2002) pointed out,
which was later taken by the traditional political parties thanks to the March 1957 Pact (Pacto de Marzo
o Benidorm) (Daza, 2019) materialized in the plebiscite in the same year. At this point, it is plausible
to state that the ideal of Frente Nacional was strategic because although liberal and conservador parties
were historically divided, the circumstances and the interest of recovering political power made their
proximity and coordination possible to reestablish a ”democracy” ruled by them.
In general, the coalition between liberales and conservadores generated a collective rejection of guerrillas and liberal peasants (Cruz, 2001; Basset, 2017; Pécaut, 2014), but above all it unleashed a great
disapproval of the Amnesty Law (Jaramillo, 2011). This law promised the criminal suspension of people
who had committed crimes related to violence in departments of Valle, Tolima, Viejo Caldas, Huila and
Cauca (those most affected by violence in the 1950s). This fact of rejection determines one of the first
findings of political trust in Colombia. Due to the failure of Rojas Pinilla in 1953 and the consequent
repression of the peasant guerrillas, this amnesty rejection clearly reflects a distrust of government institutions. Mistrust on government institutions was also reflected in the reactions of the Communist Party
in the early 1960s. The communist party had expressed its support to the Frente Nacional government in
relation to the rehabilitation of areas most affected by violence by ending the armed struggle (Torres del
Rio, 2015). However, the assassination of communist leaders in 1960 by the military forces caused a huge
rejection that was materialized in the creation of self-defense groups and armed colonization in areas far
from state control:
”The revolution can advance by peaceful means. But if the ruling classes force it, through violence
and systematic persecution against people, [Communist Party will] be forced to take the path of armed
struggle, as a main way, although not the only one (...). The revolutionary path in Colombia can become
a combination of all forms of fighting.” (Pizarro Leon Gómez, 1991). Taken from Torres del Rio (2015).
However, Frente Nacional government increasingly toughened its terms, responding with military and
police abuses. In fact, the government, and with the support of Senator Alvaro Gomez, strongly responded
by calling the areas under guerrilla control ”independent republics” that were targeted by military forces
and the blockade of economic activity in 1964 (Covolo, 2010; Perez, 2016). This release generated several
protests and the state of site that lasted three years (Juan Gardeazábal, 2005), and to the formation
of militant self-defense groups to fight guerillas (Romero, 2003). Protest were very common among
students because of their rejection on government’s public spending management and incompetence of its
authorities (Acevedo and Gonzalez, 2011; Archila, 1997). Is important to stay that the increase of protests
Colombia is accompanied by the numerous changes that occurred in the country in terms of education,
demographics and the labor market compared to the 1950s. For example, education statistics improved
substantially, women obtained the right to vote and therefore their capacity to participate in politics,
and the population was and less rural and more urban. Therefore, a more informed and demanding
20
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society suggests an increase in social protests, especially when the government is tied to the traditional
ideals and forms of governance, as was Frente Nacional. Government was not only reluctant to respond
to population’s requests, but to censor the press. The following publications testify to these facts (See
figures 13 and 14 on appendix):
”No one can challenge the coalition of the parties: Lleras’s 21 candidacy is the most important thing.
Former Minister Augusto Ramı́rez Moreno said last night that no Colombian can challenge the current
coalition of parties and urged Colombians to stop the wave of rumors in the face of a coup.” (El Tiempo
Jun the 1st 1964)
”Severe control of radio broadcasts: The Ministry of Communications today ordered through the
government of the valley, a strict control on radio broadcasts, in order to avoid the dissemination of
unfounded news, which instead of contributing to citizen tranquility, constitute reason for disturbance”
(El Tiempo, January 1969)
In addition, and according to Archila (1997), protests and demands were much more noticeable in
regions that were further away from State power, that is, where the State does not exercise a presence
(with the exception of Bogota): departments in central and south-west Colombia. Government did not
only respond to citizens’ demands in isolated regions, but begin persecution against socialist and peasant
defenses, that with the years lead to the strengthening of FARC and the Republic of Marquetalia.
¿How is the perception of trust or mistrust shaping in this decade? Although one of the purposes of
Frente Nacional coalition regime was to gain popular support to remain in power, it failed in the attempt.
With the collective rejection and the intransigence of the government to dialogue with citizens, illegal
mechanisms of political action began to strengthen, as did population’s social rejection. Thus, mistrust
on government institutions is a reflection of the illegitimacy of the State and its inability to govern. An
article published by El Tiempo during the decade testify this mistrust (See figure 15 in the Appendix):
”Last Sunday, (...) Dr. Carlos Lleras Restrepo expanded the various phases of his sensitivity, and
reminded the country about the unfulfilled commitment that the two parties acquired for this second
stage of the national front, in a specific aspect . It is about the reform of the legislative branch of power,
which has been greatly diminished in the public concept due to the progressive demonstration of its
ineffectiveness, its disorder, its lack of timely responsibility and its repeated impertinence.
(...) There is a lack of assistance, that is, lack of responsibility in the personnel chosen to carry out this
task, for which they are paid, the only case in the country where no one would dare to receive an order and
collect a salary without executing it. (...) This is a irresponsible voting of laws that cannot be complied
with, with the obvious intention of deceiving local electorate”. (El Tiempo, August 1963)

7.3

1970 to 1980: Government’s non-compliance, management of economic crisis
and the beginnings of drug trafficking

Political mistrust during this decade revolves around four main moments: First, the betrayal of Gustavo
Rojas Pinilla to ANAPO. Second, the government’s neutralization of ANUC (peasant movement). Third,
the government’s response to student’s demands (Programa Mı́nimo) and fourth, the financial disorder
caused by UPAC. The first moment begins with the election of Misael Pastrana in 1970, the last period
of Frente Nacional and therefore, the last period of liberales’ and conservadores’ governance. Due to the
disturbances caused during 1960s, an opposition movement emerged and was widely accepted towards
the end of the decade: the National Popular Alliance (ANAPO in Spanish) led by former President
Gustavo Rojas Pinilla. ANAPO ran for the presidential elections in 1970 with a government program
based mainly on political neutrality, popular election of public offices, free education and medical services,
an agrarian reform on the distribution of uncultivated lands, among others (Torres del Rio, 2015; Ayala,
21
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1996, 1995). Due to its great acceptance, ANAPO was a clear threat to the 1970 elections, so the
current government opted for a campaign against Gustavo Rojas Pinilla, calling him ”unworthy” and
”incompetent” (see images 16 on Appendix). The results of those elections were very gruelling and
Frente Nacional’s candidate Misael Pastrana obtained an advantage by very few votes 22 . This clearly
generated a discontent among voters who had supported Rojas Pinilla, to the point of claiming fraud
in the elections (Torres del Rio, 2015; Acuña, 2015, 2013). Consequently, the government, headed by
Carlos Lleras Restrepo, proceeded to compulsory recruitment and the use of military force for anyone
who tried to revolt. As Ayala (1996) mentions, the government publicly announced ”its power to reduce
to impotence any attempt at subversion through all the means that war between nations allows, as well as
the compulsory recruitment of all those who participate in strikes”. Gustavo Rojas Pinilla was then placed
in house arrest (Gonzalez, 2018) and since then, he presented insecurity of governing due to government’s
accusations. Even according to Torres del Rio (2015), this clearly reflected an agreement between him and
the government. Thus, Rojas Pinilla lost a lot of popularity and consequently, ANAPO movement. This is
where the first element of institutional mistrust appears: Due to Rojas Pinilla’s betrayal on his electorate,
many departments rejected him when running for city and department elections (Moreno, 2011). The
inconsistencies of ANAPO and the government’s repression the opposition led to the consolidation of the
first urban guerrilla, the M-19 (Benitez, 2006). Also, the struggles for land at the end of the Lleras’
administration led to the political independence of peasant leadership forces such as ANUC and the
creation of indigenous movements such as CRIC (Torres del Rio, 2015).
The neutralization of the ANUC (National Association of Peasant Users for its acronym in Spanish)
by the government was an event of non-legitimization of the State, especially after the statements of
President Misael Pastrana of ”understanding with all the groups that divide opinion national ”(El Tiempo,
March 9, 1970. See figure 17 on Appendix). ANUC’s ideals revolved around the free and immediate
redistribution of land, support for community exploitation, collectivization of agro-industries, liquidation
of backward forms of production, and in general all those actions for the benefit and protection of peasants
in Colombia (Gutierrez, 2018). The invasions of land were a marked characteristic at the beginning of
Pastrana’s mandate, especially in the areas of large cattle ranches and large agrarian companies (Alban,
2011). Therefore, government action was directed to the control of peasant movement through the use of
military forces. In addition, the peasant mandate was denounced as subversive and the peasant invasions
as a ”red revolution” (Torres del Rio, 2015). It is then that the government agrees to the Chicoral pact
in 1972 with the large landowners, which consisted of the payment of taxes in exchange for the large
exploitation and the end of the redistribution of the land (Villamil, 2015), ideals contrary to ANUC.
Student strikes continued in the 1970s. What was new was the student organizations presented the
government with a Minimum Program with certain demands that implied a drastic change in higher
education. Beyond the objective that these proposals could have, the government responded with the use
of military force in universities and ordered the closure of 11 of them (SOURCE). How is political trust
structured in this case? Through systematic government responses to student requests. The systematic
unwillingness to dialogue on the part of the government generates a rejection of the demanding groups
that is cultivated over time in a perception of institutional mistrust. Finally, increased urbanization in
the country made the government focus on investment in construction and housing for Colombians by
creating savings funds. As a result, the UPAC (Constant Purchasing Power Unit) was created with the
support of the banking sector and with the aim of supporting Colombians in obtaining housing loans.
However, its implementation suffered many failures and by 1990, it left many Colombians homeless.
The publication of the weather article testifies to what happened in 1974 (see figure 18 in Appendix):
“Within the accumulation of distressing concerns created by the UPAC financial system, due to its onerous
repercussions and its exaction of monetary resources from the less favored classes, there have been many
22
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incontrovertible theses of the best essayists and experts in public finance of our nationality . (. . . ) It
makes us ponder over the complicated disturbances that its stubborn validity is going to produce in the
social political structure of our nationalist formation” (El Tiempo, March 1974)
The previous communication clearly reflects the population’s concern regarding the management of
state resources, especially when it is recurrent. When the government systematically fails to comply with
the population, it becomes illegitimate over time.

7.4

1980 to 1990: Armed conflict and inability of security guarantees

This decade was characterized by the efforts of the government in the fight against guerrillas, drug
trafficking. At the beginning of the decade, cocaine production had risen substantially (reaching 6% of
GDP in 1982), (sources 6.2 and 6.3) as well as the cultivated hectares. This was added to a difficult
economic situation in which the external debt, the fiscal deficit and the devaluation increased, making
the government increasingly weak (sources 6.4 and 6.5). Due to the growth of drug trafficking activities,
corruption began to be more notorious in the government, to the point of allowing drug traffickers to
run as candidates for Congress (source 6.5), unleashing murders and terrorist attacks in the face of any
disapproval. As for the guerrillas, this decade meant a period of strengthening due to the massive arms
trafficking caused by drug trafficking and the weakness of the state. The government, although weakened
by the economic crisis, used military force to combat drug trafficking, as well as eradicate illicit crops
with glyphosate, leaving devastating consequences for the population, both physical and emotional. The
then state’s struggle with drug trafficking, undoubtedly due to pressure from the United States, led to the
emergence of extreme right-wing groups (or paramilitaries) that caused the greatest violence and terrorism
in the country. In general, the government did not carry out a clear anti-drug policy that went beyond de
jure power, generating widespread discontent among the population and a crisis of mistrust. Even in the
first attempts at peace with the armed groups, the government implemented the National Rehabilitation
Plan, with the aim of reaching remote areas affected by the conflict. However, NRP resources were
actually destined for municipalities other than those hit by violence. Thus, the only beloved group that
disarmed and demobilized was the M-19, in part because after the attack on the courthouse, it was
militarily defeated. The State then could not guarantee order and security.

8

Conclusions

This article aims to add to the literature in economics that seeks to better understand the role of violence
on trust. It is clear that violence has an important influence on the way in which individuals trust groups
(in-group and out-group trust), as well as institutions and organizations. According to the literature,
there is no consensus on the characterization of this influence: violence has positive effects on trust
through collective action, or it has negative effects due to the traumas it leaves behind. The objective of
this research was to find a long-term relationship between municipalities that were most affected during
La Violencia and the level of trust their citizens currently have. In addition, a pattern of discontent
towards institutional management was sought, making use of information in the press since 1950. The
results of this research are interesting. In terms of social trust, elder population living in municipalities
most affected during La Violencia, trust less on strangers and immigrants. The foregoing is explained
under a risk aversion mechanism, since in areas most affected by violence, people live and experience more
traumas that leads the to trust less in unknown people. In terms of political trust, results suggest that
people who live in municipalities most affected during La Violencia trust less on political institutions in
general, but specially among people above 84 years-old. My explanation for this result lies in the negative
and deficient relationship that the State has with these citizens over time. In other words, trust is not
30

a consequence of violence but instead, of the poor relationships that the State has with their citizens.
People living in these municipalities have experience a lack of transparency and legitimacy, as well as a
failure in civil rights that results in less trust compared to other groups of people who do not lived in this
period. Finally, the results of press research suggest a similar trend in trust. Newspaper articles of El
Tiempo documented since 1950 show that there is a trend of mistrust towards the State’s governance that
translates into political distrust. I warn that analyzing what is written in a single communication medium
can generate an important bias and therefore, more newspapers will have to be included in future research.
However, this study confirms the theory of trust based on the State’s legitimacy and risk aversion.
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Appendix

Figure 3: Publication by El Tiempo: January 1952

Figure 4: Publication by El Tiempo: January 1952
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Figure 5: Publication by El Tiempo. February 1959 (continuation)
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Figure 6:

34

Figure 7: Caption 2

Figure 8: Publication by El Tiempo: May 1958

Figure 9: Publication by El Tiempo: May 1958
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Figure 10: Publication by El Tiempo: May 1958

Figure 11: Publication by El Tiempo: July 1962
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Figure 12: Publication by El Tiempo: July 1962 (continuation)

Figure 13: Publication by El Tiempo: June 1964

37

Figure 14: Publication by El Tiempo: January 1969
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Figure 15: Publication by El Tiempo: August 1963
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Figure 16: Publication by El Tiempo: March 9 1970
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Figure 17: Publication by El Tiempo: April 30 1970

Figure 18: Publication by El Tiempo: March 21 1974
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Figure 19: Publication by El Tiempo: September 1988
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josé de apartadó, colombia. Antı́poda 29, 17–40.
Callen, M., M. Isaqzadeh, J. Long, and C. Sprenger (2014). Violence and risk preference: Experimental
evidence from afghanistan. American Economic Review 104 (1), 123–148.
Carrillo, F. (2020). Proteger al campesinado para proteger la vida. Technical report, Carta al Presidente
Ivan Duque.
Cassar, A., P. Grosjean, and S. Whitt (2013). Legacies of violence: trust and market development. Journal
of Economic Growth 18 (3), 285–318.
Cheung, C. (2011). Political Trust and Social Cohesion Orientation in Hong Kong. In B. Curtis (Ed.),
Psychology of Trust, Chapter 2, pp. 27–52. New York: Nova Science.
Collier, P., , and M. Duponchel (2013). The economic legacy of civil war: Firm-level evidence from Sierra
Leone. The Journal of Conflict Resolution 57 (1), 65–88.
Conzo, P. and F. Salustri (2019). A war is forever: The long-run effects of early exposure to world war ii
on trust. European Economic Review 120 (103313), 1–23.
Cook, K. (2001). Trust in Society. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Cook, K. and R. Hardin (2001). Norms of cooperativeness and networks of trust. In M. Hechter and
K. Opp (Eds.), Social Norms, Chapter 11, pp. 327–348. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Cook, K., R. Hardin, and M. Levi (2005). The Significance of Trust. In K. Cook (Ed.), Cooperation
Without Trust?, Chapter 1, pp. 1–19. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Corkalo, D. (2011). Determinants of Post-conflict Trust: The Role of Ethnic Identity, Personal and
Collective Victimization and Intergroup Emotions. In B. Curtis (Ed.), Psychology of Trust, Chapter 5,
pp. 59–80. New York: Nova Science.
Covolo, M. (2010). Mujeres militantes en grupos insurgentes latinoamericanos. V Congreso de Relaciones
Internacionales, 17–40.
Cruz, A. (2001). Las fuerzas militares en colombia: de sus orı́genes al frente nacional. Historia y
Espacio 17, 133–166.
Cuesta, J. and E. Alda (2012). The effects of trust on victimization in Colombia. Journal of Peace
Research 49 (6), 833–846.
Dave, D., D. McNichols, and J. Sabia (2021). Political violence, risk aversion, and non-localized disease
spread: Evidence from the us capitol riot. National Bureau of Economic Research 45 (1), 134–156.
44

Davila, C. (2002). Democracia pactada.El Frente Nacional y el Proceso Constituyente del 91. Bogotá:
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