The multidisciplinary conference papers described and analysed how Latin American social groups – indigenous peoples, Afro-Latin Americans, women, unionists – engage in the processes of making themselves visible and gain a place in public spaces and decision-making arenas in different countries of Latin America. The papers demonstrated that the politics of presence are articulated across a number of different social fields – including education, law and judicial procedure, development policy, social movement activism, and state multiculturalism – in ways that place questions of class, gender, race-ethnicity and citizenship at the forefront. 

In Latin America, the politics of presence is of great significance with the rise of indigenous and Afro-Latin American movements, the re-emergence of nationalist populisms, the complex politics around women’s formal and informal representation, the potency of global environmental concerns, and shifting forms of statehood and civil society-state relations. Such factors helped us move towards an understanding of Latin American politics of presence as a context structured by interlocking social hierarchies in which multiple axes of social difference may give rise to challenges. The papers – from a variety of disciplines and from established academics as well as doctoral students – analysed where, why and how these presences are articulated, and from where they derive their power. 

In contrast to Anne Phillips’ (1995) focus on formal electoral politics, the papers explored questions of voice and effective power in relation to the public sphere. We were privileged to have three plenary lectures by international speakers whose papers addressed core aspects. Hooker (U. Texas) analysed dynamics of overlapping territorial presence of black and indigenous populations in Nicaragua’s Atlantic Coast. Frigerio (Buenos Aires, funded by Abbey Santander via the Centre of Latin American Studies, Cambridge) described emergent black Argentine public identities. Hale (U. Texas) critically evaluated the extent of change associated with multicultural reform under neoliberalism. The quality of presentations was very high, as were the questions and discussion. Our final roundtable discussion offered an opportunity for participants to reflect on the key issues that came out of discussion, including issues of how presence comes into focus, and who recognises that presence. The primarily political and contested nature of presence was also highlighted, as well as the value of comparative work (between indigenous and black populations; across countries, etc). Questions were raised about the relative invisibility of certain dimensions of public life (gender, social justice, etc). 
We were extremely lucky to have the support of a number of institutions and individuals. The JISLAC committee on Latin American and Caribbean Studies provided financial assistance as part of its regional seminar series, facilitating local PhDs and academics’ presence. The Banco Abbey Santander via the Centre of Latin American Studies supported Alejandro Frigerio’s participation, for which we are very grateful. The Centre of Latin American Studies, especially the Director Geoffrey Kantaris and the Librarian and all-round publicist Julie Coimbra, gave logistical and moral support, which was invaluable. Finally, Sam Mather and CRASSH provided funds and organisational support without which this conference really would not have come together.

