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PREFACE TO THE SET

How does one define Latin America? Geographically,
Latin America stretches from the Rio Grande River
on the U.S.-Mexican border and Cuba, bordering the
Caribbean Sea and the Atlantic Ocean, to Tierra del
Fuego at the southern tip of South America. The area
is two and one-half times the size of the United States.
Brazil alone is slightly larger than the continental United
States. Within this vast geographic region there is enor-
mous human and physical variety.

In historical terms, Latin America includes those
parts of the Americas that at one time were linked to the
Spanish, Portuguese, and French Empires and whose
people speak a Romance language (a language derived
from Latin, such as Spanish, Portuguese, French, and the
derivative Creole). When Napoleon III popularized the
term Latin America in the 1860s, he implied a cultural
relationship between France and those countries of the
Western Hemisphere where these language traditions
existed: Mexico, most of Central and South America,
Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Puerto Rico, Haiti,
Martinique, Guadeloupe, and French Guiana. A literal
interpretation of Napoleon III’s definition would also
include portions of the Southwest United States, Florida,
and Louisiana; Quebec in Canada; and the islands of
St. Pierre and Miquelon off of Newfoundland’s coast.
English is the first language of most Caribbean islands,
and Papiamento, a form of Creole, is predominant in
the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba. Amerindian dia-
lects remain the primary languages in parts of Mexico,
Guatemala, Ecuador, Peru, and Bolivia.

The mixture of languages illustrates the diversity of
race and culture across Latin America. The Amerindians,
or Native Americans, dominated the pre-Columbian
time period. In the 21st century, their descendants are
still prevalent in Mexico, Guatemala, Ecuador, Peru,
Bolivia, and the upper reaches of the Amazon River
in the Andes Mountains. Latin America was colonized
primarily by the Spanish and to a lesser degree by the
Portuguese, first and foremost in Brazil. British, French,
and Dutch interlopers followed, and in the 20th century,

XXV

the United States had a profound impact across the
region. For economic reasons, slavery was practiced most
notably in Brazil, along the Ecuadoran coast, and in the
Caribbean Islands. Each of these ethnic groups—and
the descendants of interracial relationships—produced
its own culture with unique religious traditions, family
life, dress styles, food, art, music, and architecture. With
accelerated globalization throughout the 20th century,
Western ideas and culture have had a significant impact
upon Latin America.

Geography and climatic conditions also play a major
role in the development of societies, their cultures, and
economies. Latin America is no exception. For example,
the Andes Mountains that traverse the west coast of
South America served as the centerpiece of the Inca
Empire in the pre-Columbian period, the source of gems
and ores during the Spanish colonial period, and the ores
and petroleum essential for modern-day industries. The
Andes westward slopes and coastal plains provided agri-
cultural products since the earliest of times. The rolling
plains, or pampas, of north-central Argentina, southern
Brazil, and Uruguay coupled with a Mediterranean-type
climate turned those areas into highly productive cattle
and grain centers. In contrast, the Amazon rain forest in
Brazil, while still home to undiscovered Native American
groups, offered little economic advantage until the 20th
century, when the logging industry and land clearing
for agricultural expansion cut deep into the rain forest’s
expanse. The tropical climate of the Caribbean and the
coastal areas of Central America offered fertile ground
for sugar, tobacco, and tropical fruits.

People, geography, language and culture, and eco-
nomic pursuits transformed Latin America into one of
the world’s most diverse regions. Yet, the 41 countries
and foreign dependencies that make up Latin America
share four distinguishable historical time periods: the
pre-Columbian period, followed by nearly three centu-
ries of colonial rule; the struggle for national identity
during the 19th century; and the quest for modernity
since 1900.



XXVi Preface to the Set

"The Encyclopedia of Latin America takes a chronological
approach to the examination of the Latin American expe-
rience. Divided into four volumes, each devoted to one
of the four time periods that define Latin American his-
tory, this unique reference work contrasts sharply with
traditional encyclopedias. It provides students and general
readers the opportunity to examine the complexity and
vastness of the region’s development and culture within a
given time period and to compare the time periods.

Volume 1, Amerindians through Foreign Colonization,
focuses on the pre-Columbian period from the ear-
liest Native American societies through the arrival
of the Spanish conquistadores. Scholars continue to
debate the number of Native Americans, or “Indians”
as Christopher Columbus labeled them, who resided in
the Americas when Columbus first reached the region in
1492. Estimates range from a low of 10 million to a high
of slightly more than 100 million. While most scholars
agree that the earliest waves of migrants came to the
Americas across the Bering Straits land bridge as early
as 40,000 years ago, there is continued debate over both
the dates of settlement and descent of the earliest settlers.
More recent scholarship in Chile and Brazil place the
earliest New World migrants to 33,000 B.c.E. and suggest
them to be of South Asian and Pacific Islander—rather
than Eurasian—descent.

By the time of the European arrival on Latin America’s
mainland in the early 1500s, three highly organized Native
American societies existed: Aztec, Maya, and Inca. Mexico’s
central valley was home to the rigidly stratified Aztec soci-
ety, which by the time of the conquest reached southward
and eastward to the Caribbean coast. The Aztecs had
earned a reputation for their military prowess, for the
brutal exploitation of the peoples brought into the empire,
and for ceremonial city building, evidenced by its capital,
"Tenochtitlin, the site of contemporary Mexico City. From
Peru’s Cuzco Valley, the Inca Empire in South America
stretched 3,000 miles (4,287 km) through the Andes
mountain chain and inland to the east from Ecuador, in the
north, to Chile, in the south. Through a tightly controlled
bureaucracy, the Incas exercised control of the conquered
communities. The Maya civilization began approximately
in 1000 B.c.E. and, through a system of independent city-
states, extended from Mexico’s Yucatin Peninsula through
Guatemala. For reasons not yet fully understood, Classic
Maya civilization began its political collapse around 900
C.E., but Mayan society and culture remained intact. Aside
from the three major groups, many other Native American
societies existed throughout Latin America, such as the
Arawaks and Tainos in the Caribbean and the Mapuche
and the Guarani in Argentina, Paraguay, and Chile.

Marked differences separated groups within the larger
society and each group from the other. For example, even
today, the Mexican government reports nearly 200 dif-
ferent linguistic groups; Guatemala, 26 different Mayan
dialects; and an estimated 10 million Native Americans
speak some form of the Quechua language in the high

Andes along South America’s Pacific coast. Elaborate
ceremonies that included human sacrifice characterized
the Aztec, Inca, and Maya religions. Agriculture was the
primary economic pursuit of all Native American groups,
while hunting and fishing were pursued by some groups.
Textiles and metalwork usually contained designs pecu-
liar to each indigenous group.

Volume 11, From Colonies to Independent Nations,
focuses on the Spanish colonial period, from the early
16th century through the early 19th century. At the
beginning of this time period, the Spanish explored the
South and North American continents, laying out an
empire in the name of the king and queen of Spain and
the Roman Catholic Church. Despite the vastness of the
empire, which stretched from Tierra del Fuego at the
southern tip of South America to the far reaches of
the northwest Pacific Coast, eastward to the Mississippi
River and into the Floridas, the Spanish attention focused
on the areas of modern-day Mexico and Peru. Both were
home to significant Native American societies and rich in
mineral wealth, particularly gold and silver. The colonies
existed for the benefit of Spain, and the application of
mercantilist economic policies led to the exploitation of
natural resources, regulation of manufacturing and agri-
culture, and control of international trade, all of which
contributed to a pattern of large land holdings and abuse
of labor. In effect, the system drained the colonies of its
specie and other wealth and negated economic develop-
ment and the emergence of a significant entrepreneurial
class in the colonies. The Spanish imposed their politi-
cal and cultural systems on the colonies, including the
Native Americans. A highly centralized governmental
structure provided little opportunity for political par-
ticipation by the Spanish colonial residents, except in
matters at the local level. The colonial laws and rules
were made in Spain and enforced in the New World by
officials appointed by the Crown. During the colonial
period, the Catholic Church became an entity unto itself.
It administered education, hospitals, social services, and
its own court system. It tithed its followers and charged
fees for religious services. Because the church was exempt
from taxes to the Spanish Crown, it emerged as a colonial
banker and a benefactor of the Spanish colonial system.
The church, therefore, was not anxious to see the system
change.

In theory, the Brazilian colonial experience paral-
leled the Spanish model, but in application, the Brazilian
model was much different. The states established on
Brazil’s Atlantic coast were administered like personal
fiefdoms by the king of Portugal’s appointed authorities.
Because the colony lacked natural resources for mass
exploitation and a Native American population to con-
vert to Catholicism, Portugal gave little attention to its
New World colony.

Latecomers to the New World, the British, French,
and Dutch colonization schemes were confined to the
Caribbean region. As with the Spanish and Portuguese,



each island fell victim to the political system of the
mother country. Over time, the local governments of the
British became more representative of the resident popu-
lation. The economic focus on sugar production caused
the importation of slave labor from Africa.

New World discontent in the mid-17th century led
to reforms in the Spanish colonial system, but it took
European events in the early 19th century to bring about
Latin America’s independence by 1826. Only Cuba
and Puerto Rico remained under Spanish rule, and the
British, French, and Dutch maintained control over their
Caribbean island positions. Brazil received its indepen-
dence on September 7, 1822, but continued to be gov-
erned by a member of the royal Portuguese family until
November 15, 1889.

The legacies of colonial rule became evident imme-
diately following independence. The establishment of
governmental institutions and the place of each nation
in the growing global economy that characterized 19th-
century Latin America are the subject of volume III, The
Search for National Identity. In addressing these issues,
political and religious leaders, intellectuals, and foreign-
ers who came to Latin America were confronted by the
legacies of Spanish colonial rule.

The New World’s Spanish descendants, the creoles,
replaced the Spanish peninsulars at the apex of the rigid
social structure and sought to keep political power con-
fined to themselves. Only conflicting ideologies sepa-
rated the elite. One group, the Conservatives, remained
tied to the Spanish tradition of a highly centralized
government, a privileged Catholic Church, and a hesi-
tancy to reach out to the world. In contrast, the Liberals
argued in favor of a greater decentralization of political
power, the curtailment of church privileges, and greater
participation in world affairs, particularly trade. Liberals
and Conservatives, however, did not want to share politi-
cal power or wealth with the laboring classes, made up
of mestizos, Native Americans, or blacks. The dispute
over the authority of central governments played out
in different ways. In Argentina and Chile, for example,
Conservatives Juan Manuel de Rosas and Diego Portales
produced constitutions entrenching the Spanish tradi-
tions. In Central America, it signified the disintegration
of the United Provinces by 1839 and the establishment
of Conservative-led governments. The contestants for
Mexican political power took to the battlefield, and the
struggle produced 41 presidents from 1822 through
1848.

The Latin American world began to change in the
1860s with the emergence of Liberal leaders. It increas-
ingly contributed raw materials to industrialized Europe.
The heads of state welcomed foreign investment for the
harvesting and processing of primary products and for
constructing the supportive infrastructure. And, while
the Liberals struck against church privileges, as in Chile
during the 1880s, they still retained political power and
continued to discriminate against the working classes.
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Brazil and the colonized Caribbean Islands fell
within the same purview as Spanish America. Although
Brazil peacefully achieved independence in 1822, it con-
tinued its monarchial form of government until 1889.
During that same time period, Brazil participated in the
world economy through the exportation of sugar, fol-
lowed by rubber and coffee. Meanwhile, the Caribbean
Islands from Cuba southward to Trinidad and Tobago
continued to be administered as part of European colo-
nial empires. Administrators from Spain, Great Britain,
France, and the Netherlands arrived to govern the island
and to oversee the exportation of primary products, usu-
ally sugar, tobacco, and tropical fruits.

Latin America’s participation in the global economy
accelerated in the 20th century, but the new era also
brought new players in the region’s economic and politi-
cal arena—the United States and Latin America’s lower
socioeconomic groups. These concepts form the basis for
the entries in volume IV, The Age of Globalization.

The U.S. entry into Latin American affairs was
prompted by the Cuban struggle for independence from
1895 to 1898 and the U.S. determination to construct a
trans-isthmian canal. The U.S. three-month participa-
tion in the Cuban-Spanish War in 1898 and its role in
securing Panama’s independence in 1903 also confirmed
long-standing assumptions regarding the backwardness
of Latin American societies, owing to the legacies of the
Spanish colonial system. More obvious was the need to
secure the Panama Canal from foreign interlopers. U.S.
policymakers combined the two issues—political and
financial irresponsibility and canal security—to justify
U.S. intervention throughout the circum-Caribbean
region well into the 1920s. U.S. private investment fol-
lowed the government’ interventions and together led to
the charge of “Yankee imperialism.”

The entrance or attempted entrance into the national
political arena by the middle and lower socioeconomic
groups remained an internal affair until after World
War II, when they were considered to be part of an
international communist movement and again brought
the United States into Latin America’s internal affairs.
Argentina and Chile provide early 20th-century examples
of the middle sector entering the political arena while the
governments continued to suppress labor. The results
of the Mexican Revolution (1911-17) provided the first
example of a Latin American social revolution addressing
the needs of the lower socioeconomic class at the expense
of the elite. In the 1920s and 1930s, small Communist
or communist-like political parties or groups emerged
in several countries, including Costa Rica, Chile, Brazil,
and Peru. While of concern at the time, the presence of
communism took on greater importance with the emer-
gence of the cold war in 1945, when the “generation of
rising expectations” fused with the Communists in their
call for a complete overhaul of the socioeconomic and
political structures rooted in Spanish colonialism. In the
ambience of the cold war, however, the 1954 presidential



XXViii Preface to the Set

election of Jacobo Arbenz in Guatemala, Fidel Castro’s
actions in Cuba in 1959 and 1960, the 1963-65 political
crisis in the Dominican Republic, the administration of
Chilean president Salvadore Allende from 1970 to 1973,
and the Central American wars during the 1980s were
intertwined into the greater context: struggles of free-
dom against international communism based in Moscow.
To “save” these countries from communism, the United
States intervened but in so doing restored and propped
the old order. The struggle against communism also
resulted in a generation of military governments across
South America.

Beginning in the 1980s, democratic governments
replaced military regimes across Latin America, and each

of the countries experienced the growth of new political
parties, mostly left of center. The new democratic gov-
ernments also accepted and implemented the neoliberal,
or free-market, economic model in vogue at the time. By
the mid-1990s, many of the free-market reforms were in
place, and Latin America’s macroeconomic picture had
vastly improved. Sdill, the promised benefits failed to
reach the working classes: Half of all Latin Americans
remained poverty stricken. In response to their personal
crisis, beginning in 1998 with the election of Hugo
Chévez as president of Venezuela, the Latin American
people started placing so-called leftists in their presi-
dential palaces. Latin America may be at the precipice of
another change.



HOW TO USE THIS ENCYCLOPEDIA

The Encyclopedia of Latin America explores broad historical
developments within the context of four time periods that
together make up the complete Latin American historical
experience. For example, the student or general reader can
learn about a given country, when it was a “location” during
the pre-Columbian period (volume I), a part of the Spanish
colonial empire (volume II), a new nation struggling for its
identity (volume III), or in its search for modernity (volume
IV). The same can be done with political ideas and prac-
tices, economic pursuits, intellectual ideas, and culture pat-
terns, to mention just a few of the themes that are explored
across the four volumes. To locate topics in each of the four
volumes, the reader should utilize the list of entries in the
front matter of each volume. Words set in SMALL CAPITAL
LETTERS in the body of a text indicate that an entry on this
topic can be found in the same volume. At the conclusion
of each entry are cross-references to related entries in other
volumes in the set. For further help with locating informa-
tion, the reader should turn to the comprehensive set index
that appears at the end of volume IV.
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Within each volume, the entries focus on the time
period at hand. Each volume begins with an introduction
providing a historical overview of the time period, fol-
lowed by a chronology. A glossary of terms can be found
in the back matter of the book. Each entry is followed
by a list of the most salient works on the subject, provid-
ing the reader the opportunity to further examine the
subject. The suggested readings at the end of each entry
are augmented by the select bibliography appended to
each volume, which offers a listing of the most important
works for the time period. The further readings for each
entry and selected readings for the volume together form
a comprehensive list of Latin America’s most important
historical literature.

Each volume also includes a collection of docu-
ments and excerpts to illustrate the major themes of the
time period under consideration. Offering eyewitness
accounts of significant historical events and personages,
they perhaps will encourage the user to further explore
historical documentation.
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INTRODUCTION
TO THIS VOLUME

This volume covers the national period in Latin American
history, from the time immediately following the wars for
independence (the 1820s) to the turn of the century. That
era was one of major transition in much of the region.
In the early decades of the 19th century, the mainland
Spanish colonies fought bloody and protracted wars in
order to break away from European imperial control.
The shift from colony to independent nation was accom-
panied by debates over governing and economic systems
and social order. Those conflicts often produced instabil-
ity as regional leaders vied for power, national borders
shifted, and foreign powers intervened. Nation building
was neither an easy nor a peaceful process. The entries
in this volume describe the precarious and volatile evolu-
tion of many of the new nations. While common themes
were evident, individual nations, regions, and peoples
often developed in very different ways. This volume also
details the nuances and individuality that defines the dif-
ferent Latin American cultures.

The shift away from colonialism began as early as
the 1790s when a black and mulatto revolt in the French
Caribbean colony of Saint Domingue eventually cul-
minated in the creation of the new sovereign nation of
Haiti. That successful movement to end colonial rule
combined with Enlightenment ideas about govern-
ing and with growing discontent over the injustices of
European imperial policies. Important members of the
creole elite in the Latin American colonies began to push
for reform, while others considered the possibility of self-
rule. That nascent interest in independence intensified in
the early years of the 19th century after French emperor
Napoléon Bonaparte set out to expand his empire across
Europe and beyond. In 1807, the French army invaded
the Iberian Peninsula, and by the following year, both
Portugal and Spain were occupied by the French. As the
Spaniards resisted the French incursion, they formed
various local juntas to govern in their monarch’s absence.
Similar self-governing committees formed in the colo-
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nies, and these later became the foundation for indepen-
dence movements throughout Spanish America.

The independence era lasted from approximately
1808 until the 1820s in the mainland Latin American
colonies, but the nature of the movements varied greatly.
Areas such as Mexico and Peru that were long-stand-
ing seats of royal authority witnessed the emergence of
strong loyalist groups that opposed the efforts of liberal
independence leaders to break completely from Spain.
Mexico and Peru were also home to large indigenous
populations, and many creole elite worried that chal-
lenging the traditional power structures would lead to
mass uprisings they would not be able to control. As a
result, independence leaders met with considerable resis-
tance in those countries, which achieved independence
more gradually and somewhat reluctantly. Other, more
peripheral regions of the colonies were not traditional
seats of royal authority and lacked large indigenous
populations. In Chile, Argentina, and elsewhere, the
wars for independence were no less violent, but indepen-
dence movements generally faced less organized loyal-
ist opposition and, thus, were able to break away from
Spain more quickly. The Portuguese colony of Brazil
had a unique independence experience as the Portuguese
Crown and 10,000 officials fled Napoléon’s invasion and
relocated at Rio de Janeiro in 1807. The Portuguese
Crown operated from the Americas until 1822, when the
king returned to Lisbon and his son Pedro, left behind
in Brazil, later declared that country’s independence. In
the Caribbean, only Haiti and the Dominican Republic
achieved independence in the early 19th century. Elites
in other Spanish colonies in the Caribbean (Cuba and
Puerto Rico) initially rejected the idea of independence,
largely because they feared revolt among their sizable
slave populations. The British, French, and Dutch also
held small colonies with slave-based economies in the
Caribbean and northern South America. Much of the
19th-century history of those areas was defined by trade,
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abolition, and immigration, and many remained under
European control until well into the 20th century.

In the areas that achieved independence in the first
decades of the 19th century, the shift from colony to
sovereign nation was rarely smooth. More than a decade
of warfare left the former Spanish colonies in disarray.
Vital economic sectors such as mining and agriculture
were damaged and struggled to recover. Furthermore,
new governments had to deal with the social and politi-
cal systems left over from the colonial era. Slavery and
other forms of coerced labor continued to exist, and the
new leaders in most nations spent several decades debat-
ing abolition and other labor reforms. Although African
slavery was eventually abolished in the former mainland
Spanish colonies by the 1850s, repressive and exploit-
ative indigenous labor policies continued throughout the
century. Cuba and Puerto Rico—which remained under
Spanish control—and the former Portuguese colony of
Brazil retained a slave-based labor force in their planta-
tion economies until the latter half of the 19th century.

One of the most significant consequences of indepen-
dence was the removal of the monarch as the legitimate
authority. Leaders in new nations attempted to fill the
power vacuum by writing constitutions and experiment-
ing with liberal and democratic political institutions.
Liberal leaders of the independence generation drafted
new governing documents in Argentina in 1819, Mexico
in 1824, and Chile in 1828. Other nations followed with
constitutions of their own in subsequent decades, and
many of those early documents were modeled after the
U.S. Constitution and the liberal Spanish Constitution of
1812. Constitutional experiments also required national
leaders to consider the complex system of caste and social
class in the context of citizenship and political rights. A
firmly entrenched system of social inequality remained
and many Latin Americans—including women, the poor,
the indigenous, and former slaves—were not incorpo-
rated into the political process until well into the 20th
century. Moreover, despite attempts to establish democ-
racy, the political systems in newly independent nations
remained shaky. Most countries went through mul-
tiple constitutions over the course of the 19th century.
Political elites competed for power, and those conflicts
frequently turned violent. New leaders who took power
by force often abrogated the constitution and governing
systems established by their predecessors in favor of a
political infrastructure better suited to their own imme-
diate needs.

Instability and political strife allowed for the emer-
gence of autocratic yet charismatic leaders known as
caudillos throughout Latin America. Caudillos were gen-
erally military men who had participated in the wars
for independence. They often built up a loyal following
and relied on those supporters to take power by force.
Caudillos ruled with a heavy-handed authoritarianism
but also exhibited personal characteristics that their

supporters found likable and even charming. Caudillos
emerged in nearly all of the former Spanish colonies
starting as early as the 1820s, and political rule under
caudillismo lasted for several decades. Caudillos’ use of
tyranny and personal favors complicated early efforts
at establishing lasting democratic institutions. Indeed,
many caudillos found it more expedient to circumvent
the constitution and dissolve legislative bodies than to
rule under the restrictions of a formal democratic pro-
cess. Many did, however, provide a much-needed sense of
stability in nations that were struggling to find their way
after more than a decade of violent revolution. Although
most nations began to move away from caudillo rule by
the 1850s, remnants of caudillismo were evident in Latin
American politics throughout the 19th century.

Spain proved reluctant to relinquish control over
its former colonies, and a real fear remained in Latin
America that the once-powerful European nation would
try to recolonize the areas that had just won indepen-
dence. Indeed, the Spanish did make an attempt to retake
Mexico in 1828. That effort was successfully thwarted by
a young and disorganized Mexican military. Spain was
more successful in later decades when it established an
empire in the Dominican Republic from 1860 to 1865.
Similar threats came from other European powers. The
French made several incursions into Mexico and Central
America. In an era known as the French intervention,
Napoléon III occupied Mexico from 1862 to 1867. He
installed a European emperor in an attempt to build an
empire in the Americas. The United States also became
a concern for leaders in the new Latin American nations.
The U.S. threat took some by surprise because the North
American independence experience had been a model for
many Latin Americans, and U.S. leaders had issued the
Monroe Doctrine in 1823 vowing to safeguard the inde-
pendence of Latin American nations. Nevertheless, by
the 1830s, U.S. expansionist interests had set their sights
on Latin American nations in the throes of instability.
The expansionist cause in the United States—also known
as Manifest Destiny—played a role in the Texas revolu-
tion in 1836 and the subsequent U.S.-Mexican War from
1846 to 1848. Mexico was forced to cede nearly half its
national territory to the United States at the conclu-
sion of that war. U.S. interests in Central America led a
number of filibustering expeditions in the 1850s. William
Walker even briefly installed himself as president of
Nicaragua during that time. In the last half of the 19th
century, U.S. interests shifted to the Caribbean, much of
which was still under European imperial control. The
threat of foreign invasion, territorial loss, and/or recolo-
nization exacerbated the internal political conflicts that
already existed in Latin America and frustrated leaders’
attempts to bring peace and stability to their nations.

Equally challenging to national stability were the fre-
quentarmed conflicts between neighboring Latin American
nations. Many early conflicts were over territory, trade,
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and access to resources. Brazil and Argentina fought the
Cisplatine War between 1825 and 1828 over the Banda
Oriental, or Cisplatine Province. The resolution of that
conflict was mediated by the British, who established
the independent republic of Uruguay as a buffer zone
between the two nations. In 1828, Peru fought a war
with the Confederation of Gran Colombia over bound-
ary disputes that were rooted in colonial administrative
divisions. Chile, Peru, and Bolivia went to war after
Bolivian caudillo Andrés Santa Cruz attempted to form
the Peru-Bolivia Confederation. In the Caribbean, Haiti
invaded neighboring Santo Domingo and occupied the
eastern portion of the island of Hispaniola for 22 years.
Dominicans finally ousted Haitian forces in 1844 after
more than a decade of organized armed opposition. In
the 1860s, the War of the Triple Alliance was fought
between Paraguay on one side and Argentina, Brazil, and
Uruguay on the other. Chile battled against Peru and
Bolivia in the War of the Pacific from 1879 to 1884. The
numerous intraregional wars resulted in shifting borders
or even the formation of entirely new nations, as in the
case of Uruguay in the 1820s and Panama in the early
20th century. Nineteenth-century wars also helped shape
the balance of power in the region with nations such as
Chile and Brazil emerging as formidable military and
economic powers, while Bolivia and Paraguay saw their
dominance decline.

Nevertheless, the most serious threat to national
stability in Latin American nations came from internal
power struggles. In the early 19th century, ideological
conflicts formed in many of the former Spanish colonies
as the liberal and conservative political factions com-
peted for power and sought to influence the direction of
national development. Conservatives generally wanted
to retain the power structures and social traditions that
had defined the colonial era. Liberals, on the other hand,
aimed to divest the new nations of the colonial practices
they considered were thwarting modernization and prog-
ress. The liberals eventually won the struggle. Many early
liberal leaders had helped lead independence movements,
and their influence is evident in many of the first Latin
American constitutions. In later decades, liberal leaders
were often intellectuals, many of whom denounced the
tyranny and corruption of caudillismo. Venezuelan literary
figure Andrés Bello was a contemporary of Simén Bolivar
during the independence era and later held a number of
government posts in Chile. Prominent Argentina liberal
leader Domingo F. Sarmiento was renowned for his
literary works, in which he denounced the rule of Juan
Manuel de Rosas. Mexican writer José Marfa Luis Mora
spoke out against the arbitrary rule of Antonio Lépez de
Santa Anna. His writings helped motivate other liberals
to oust the dictator in the 1850s.

Latin American liberals introduced policies intended
to reform the old ways. One of their most notable tar-
gets was the Catholic Church, which had become the
most powerful institution in Latin America by the end

of the colonial period. Reformers moved to secularize
society by placing some former church functions—such
as welfare, medical care, charity, and recording of vital
statistics—under state auspices. Liberals also targeted
the church’s vast real estate holdings in a series of land
reforms intended to facilitate the creation of a viable sec-
tor of small farmers. Supporters of the church and other
conservatives railed against such reforms. Convinced
that disturbing the long-standing social order would
lead to chaos, conservatives objected when liberal leaders
attempted to curtail the traditional system of social privi-
lege and legal protections, or fueros, enjoyed by members
of the church and the military. Hostilities between liberals
and conservatives contributed to decades of violence and
instability in many Latin American nations. Opposing
sides fought formal civil wars in Mexico, Colombia,
and Chile, while other nations saw near-constant power
changes as a result of violent coups and overthrows of
governments.

Although reformers encountered numerous chal-
lenges and resistance to change, Latin American society
underwent dramatic transitions in the 19th century.
Liberal policies gradually secularized society, and new
nations eventually became stronger and more viable.
Economic reforms were among the most notable
changes. In contrast to the closed mercantilist system
of the colonies period, in the 19th century, economic
policies were influenced by laissez-faire theories and
the notion of comparative advantage. More open trade
paved the way for impressive economic growth in the
last half of the 19th century. Healthy and more viable
economies brought much-needed stability to the region.
Laissez-faire policies and product specialization also had
drawbacks, however, as many nations turned to produc-
ing only one or two primary products for export. Soon
Latin American economies had become export-oriented
monocultures whose financial well-being was increas-
ingly tied to the volatile global market. The difficulties
that accompanied various short-term economic down-
turns were early indications that wholesale economic
liberalism would be problematic. The full extent of these
economic weaknesses did not become evident until well
into the 20th century.

In the last half of the 19th century, cultural and social
transformations often accompanied economic changes.
Permanent borders took root and national govern-
ments secured power. These developments helped shape
notions of national identity. In many nations, the infight-
ing between liberals and conservatives subsided, and
powerful liberal oligarchies made up of political elite who
also had a direct stake in the economy emerged. Those
leaders often used their nations’ newfound wealth to
shape concepts of nationalism at home and perceptions
of their nations abroad. Leaders in Mexico, Argentina,
Peru, and elsewhere became concerned with promot-
ing order, progress, and modernity. Latin American
elite were frequently influenced by Auguste Comte’s



theories of positivism. In Mexico, Porfirio Diaz con-
verted public spaces into displays of national greatness,
with monuments and grandiose government buildings.
Argentine leaders showcased Buenos Aires as the “Paris
of South America,” as European artistic styles and archi-
tectural designs became popular. Indeed, most nations
attempted to display their progress and modernity by
emulating European culture. Positivist policies facilitated
the construction of transportation and communications
infrastructure. In conjunction with European and U.S.
investors, Latin American leaders oversaw the construc-
tion of thousands of miles of railroad tracks, highways,
and telegraph wires. They also invested in port improve-
ments and military modernization to facilitate foreign
trade and safeguard national prosperity. In Brazil, the
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introduction of positivist doctrine had even more dra-
matic effects, since economic modernization helped
advance the abolitionist cause. The former Portuguese
colony became the last American nation to abolish slav-
ery, in 1888. Positivist influence also played a part in the
overthrow of Brazil’s monarchy one year later and the
formation of the Old Republic.

By the end of the 19th century, new nations had
emerged in areas that had for centuries been under
European colonial rule. The political, social, cultural,
and economic processes that defined this era of nation
building were firmly in place by the turn of the century,
and many of those 19th-century systems continued
to influence Latin American development in the 20th
century.



TIME LINE

(NINETEENTH CENTURY)

1791

1809

e Haitian Revolution begins after a weeklong slave revolt
on the island colony.

1795

* Spanish cede control of Santo Domingo to the French in
the Peace of Basel.

1804

* Haitian declaration of independence

1806

* Francisco de Miranda leads a failed attempt to incite an
independence movement along the Venezuelan coast.

¢ First British invasion of Buenos Aires, Argentina

* Rivalry between Henri Christophe and Alexandre Pétion
divides Haiti politically between north and south.

1807

British abolish the transatlantic slave trade.

Napoléon Bonaparte begins invasion of the Iberian Pen-
insula, setting off resistance movements in Spain, Portu-
gal, and the American colonies.

Portuguese Court relocates to Brazil.

Second British invasion of Buenos Aires, Argentina

1808

* Charles IV and Ferdinand VII abdicate the Spanish
throne. Napoléon installs his brother as Joseph I of
Spain.
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* French cede Santo Domingo back to the Spanish after
successful independence movement in Haiti.

1810

* Miguel Hidalgo y Costilla issues the Grito de Dolo-
res, marking the beginning of Mexico’s independence
movement.

1811

* Declaration of independence in Venezuela

* Declaration of independence in Asuncién, Paraguay

1812

¢ Caracas earthquake disrupts Venezuelan independence
movement.

1814

* Ferdinand VII is restored to the throne in Spain and abro-
gates the liberal Constitution of 1812.

* Dutch cede control of Guyana to the British.

1815

® Brazil becomes a kingdom on equal status with
Portugal.

* Simén Bolivar writes the Famuaica Letter; in which he out-
lines his vision of an independent and united America.

e Haitian leader Alexandre Pétion provides sanctuary to
South American independence leader Simén Bolivar.
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1823

* The first Argentine congress is formed and declares
independence.

* Publication of Mexico’s first novel, The Itching (or Mangy)
Parrot, by José Joaquin Ferndndez de Lizardi.

1817

e Brazilian forces invade the Banda Oriental.

* ‘Treaty between Spain and Great Britain abolishes the
legal transatlantic slave trade, although a nonsanctioned
slave trade continues.

1818

* Battle of Maip6 secures Chilean independence.

1819

¢ Simén Bolivar convenes the Congress of Angostura and
forms Gran Colombia.

1820

* Riego Revolt in Spain forces Ferdinand VII to agree not
to send Spanish military reinforcements to the Americas
and to reinstate the Constitution of 1812.

1821

* John VI returns to Portugal, leaving his son Pedro I to
rule Brazil.

* Brazilian regent John annexes the Banda Oriental and re-
names it the Cisplatine Province.

* Victory at the Battle of Carabobo secures the indepen-
dence of Venezuela.

* University of Buenos Aires is founded in Argentina.
* Haiti is reunited under Jean-Pierre Boyer.

® Treaty of Three Guarantees ensures Mexican indepen-
dence under a monarchy. Agustin de Iturbide is named
Emperor Augstin I.

1822

® Pedro I declares Brazil’s independence with the Grito de
Ipiranga.

1822

* Agustin de Iturbide is forced to abdicate the throne of
Mexico, marking the end of the Mexican Empire.

* U.S. president James Monroe issues the Monroe Doctrine,
which articulates a protective policy toward the newly in-
dependent nations of Latin America.

® Present-day Guatemala, Nicaragua, Honduras, Costa
Rica, and El Salvador form the United Provinces of Cen-
tral America after the collapse of the Mexican Empire.

1824

* Victory in the Battle of Ayacucho secures the indepen-
dence of Peru.

® Mexican republic is established under a constitution.

1825

* Creation of the Republic of Bolivia

* Thirty-three Immortals rebel against Brazilian forces in
the Banda Oriental, beginning the Cisplatine War.

* Indemnity agreement with France secures recogni-
tion of Haitian independence in exchange for large debt
obligation.

1826

* Promulgation of the Bolivarian Constitution

e Rebellion led by José Antonio Pdez erupts in Gran
Colombia.

* Code Rural imposes forced labor system in Haiti.

1828

¢ Treaty of Montevideo ends the Cisplatine War and cre-
ates the Republic of Uruguay.

1829

* Juan Manuel de Rosas comes to power in Argentina.

* Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna repels an attempted inva-
sion by the Spanish in Mexico.

1830

¢ Dissolution of Gran Colombia

1831

* Haitian leader Jean-Pierre Boyer invades neighbor-
ing Dominican Republic, initiating 22-year Haitian
occupation.

e Pedro I abdicates the throne in Brazil in favor of his five-
year-old son, Pedro II. Beginning of the Regency period
in Brazilian government.
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1832

183941

* The War on Cabanos begins in Pernambuco, Brazil.

1833

e Slavery Abolition Act gradually ends slavery in most Brit-

ish colonies.

* Antonio Lépez de Santa Anna is elected president of Mex-
ico for the first time.

1834

* Assassination of Juan Facundo Quiroga in Argentina

1835
* Onset of the War of the Farrapos in Brazil

e Siete Leyes dissolves state governments in Mexico, setting
off conflicts in the Yucatin and Texas.

1836

¢ Formation of Peru-Bolivia Confederation

¢ Chile-Peru War of 1836

* Texas secedes from Mexico and begins the Texas
revolution.

1837

¢ Livingston Codes go into effect in Guatemala, introduc-

ing a wide range of legal reforms.

1838

* La Trinitaria opposition movement forms in Santo Do-
mingo against Haitian forces.

* First railroad opens in Cuba between Havana and
Giiines.

* French blockade of Buenos Aires, Argentina
* Mexican forces fight the French in the Pastry War.

* Costa Rica, Honduras, and Nicaragua withdraw from the
United Provinces of Central America, leading to its even-
tual demise.

1838-51

* Guerra Grande civil war in Uruguay

1839

* War of the Supremes among competing caudillos in pres-
ent-day Colombia

1840

* Pedro II crowned, beginning Second Empire in Brazil

1841

* John Lloyd Stephens publishes his famous Incidents of
Travel in Central America, Chiapas and Yucatdn, which
chronicles his travels and his tours of Maya archaeologi-
cal sites.

1843

* University of Chile opens.

* Ecuador promulgates conservative constitution known as

the “Charter of Slavery.”

1843-79

* Guano age in Peru

1844

¢ Abolitionist plot known as the Ladder Conspiracy in Cuba
is brutally put down by Spanish authorities.

* Dominican opposition leaders finally oust Haitian forces,
ending the Haitian occupation.

1845

* Publication of Argentine Domingo F. Sarmiento’s Fic-
undo, based on the life of regional caudillo Juan Facundo

Quiroga

1846

¢ Dissolution of Peru-Bolivia Confederation

® Onset of the U.S.-Mexican War

1847

® Onset of the Caste War of the Yucatin in Mexico

e U.S. occupation of Mexico City

1848

e Slavery abolished in French colonies

* The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo ends the U.S.-Mexican
War and forces Mexico to cede its northern territory to
the United States.
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1858-63

* Onset of era of liberal reform in Colombia

* Hise Treaty grants the Accessory Transit Company exclu-
sive rights to construct a canal, railroad, and roads across
Nicaragua.

1850

e End of slave trade to Brazil

¢ Clayton-Bulwer Treaty forbids Britain and the United
States from seeking new territorial possessions through-
out Central America.

1851

* First rail line opens in Peru between Lima and Callao.

1852

* Overthrow of Argentine dictator Juan Manuel de Rosas

1853

e Liberal constitution promulgated in Colombia

* Mexico sells the Mesilla Valley territory to the United
States in the Gadsden Purchase.

1854

* First rail line in Brazil opens between Rio de Janeiro and
Petrépolis.

¢ Slavery abolished in Peru
¢ Island of Vieques permanently annexed by Puerto Rico

* Revolution of Ayutla in Mexico removes Antonio Lépez
de Santa Anna from office for a final time and sets the
stage for an era of liberal reform.

* In a conflict with the British, U.S. warships destroy Grey-
town along the Nicaraguan coast.

1855

¢ Chilean Civil Code goes into effect.

¢ Filibuster William Walker makes his initial attempt to
capture and rule Central America.

1857

* Brazilian José de Alencar publishes the novel O Guarani.

® Mexican leaders promulgate a liberal constitution.

1858-61

e Federal War in Venezuela

1860

¢ Chilean government initiates strategy to populate and de-
velop the Araucania.

* Gabriel Garcia Moreno rises to power in Ecuador.

e U.S. filibuster William Walker executed by Honduran
military

* In the Treaty of Managua, the British cede claims to the
Mosquito Coast to Nicaragua.

1861

* Spain reannexes Dominican Republic.

1862

* French forces invade Mexico, beginning the French
intervention

* Mexican forces win a surprising victory against the French
in the Battle of Puebla.

1863

* Colombia promulgates a second liberal constitution.

® Onset of the War of Restoration in the Dominican Re-
public to oust Spanish forces

e Slavery abolished in Dutch colonies

1864

® Pope Pius IX issues the Syllabus of Errors condemning
liberal ideas considered contrary to Catholic doctrine.

* Austrian archduke Maximilian and his wife, Carlotta, sup-
ported by the French military, arrive in Mexico to claim

the throne.

1864-70

* War of the Triple Alliance fought by the forces of Argen-
tina, Brazil, and Uruguay against Paraguay

1865

e War of Reform in Mexico

* Spanish ships blockade the Chilean port city of Valparaiso.

* Junta de Informacién formed in Spain to address demands
for reform in Puerto Rico and Cuba

* Era of the Second Republic begins in the Dominican Re-
public at the end of the Spanish annexation.
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1866

1876

* Treaty of Mejillones between Bolivia and Chile transfers
territory in the Atacama Desert to Chile.

1867

* Treaty of Ayacucho between Bolivia and Brazil grants the
Acre Province to Bolivia.

¢ Blue Revolution in Venezuela

* French forces are defeated by the Mexican army, and
Maximilian is executed.

* National University opens in Bogotd, Colombia.

1868
¢ Grito de Yara begins the Ten Years’ War in Cuba.

* Grito de Lares launches an armed insurrection against
Spanish royal presence in Puerto Rico.

1869

* Domingo Sarmiento conducts Argentina’s first national

census.

e First bicycles imported into Mexico

1870

* April Revolution in Venezuela

* Moret Law frees many slaves in remaining Spanish
colonies.

* Mexico passes national Civil Codes.

1871

* Law of the Free Womb passed by the Brazilian govern-
ment in an attempt to gradually phase out slavery

1872

e Initial publication of Argentine José Hernindez’s poem E/
gaucho Martin Fierro

1873

e First rail line opens in Mexico between Mexico City and
Veracruz.

1874

* Treaty of Amity, Commerce, and Navigation between
Haiti and the Dominican Republic fully recognizes Do-

minican independence.

e First refrigerated shipment of beef leaves Buenos Aires,
Argentina.

* Porfirio Diaz comes to power in Mexico, beginning the
Porfiriato.

1878

* Treaty of Zanjén ends the Ten Years’ War in Cuba.

1878-79

* Conquest of the Desert initiative to subdue the indige-
nous of the Pempas in Argentina

1878-1900

* Regeneration period of conservative reform in Colombia

1879

® Onset of the War of the Pacific between Chile, Bolivia,
and Peru

1880

* Brazilian Anti-Slavery Society founded by Joaquim
Nabuco

1881

* Chilean forces begin occupation of Lima in the War of
the Pacific.

1884

* Bolivia cedes the Antofagasta Province to Chile in the
Treaty of Valparaiso.

¢ Treaty of Ancén ends the War of the Pacific.

1885

¢ Chile passes national Civil Codes.

¢ Uruguay passes national Civil Codes.

1886

¢ Abolition of slavery in Cuba

1887

¢ Positivist-inspired Clube Militar founded in Brazil

e Rafael Nuifiez signs concordat in alliance with Catholic
Church in Colombia.
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1896

e Golden Law frees all slaves in Brazil.

* Argentina passes national Civil Codes.

1889

* Revolution of 1889 ends monarchical rule in Brazil and
ushers in the era of the Old Republic.

1890

* Brazilian novelist Aluisio Azevedo publishes The Slum.

® La Democracia newspaper founded by Puerto Rican Au-
tonomist Party

¢ U.S. businessman Minor Keith completes the first rail-
road across Costa Rica.

1891

¢ Financial crash in Brazil as a result of fiscal policies of the
Encilhamento

¢ Chilean civil war

* Pope Leo XIII issues the Rerum Novarum, which intro-
duces the notion of social Christianity.

1892

* Joaquim Machado de Assis founds the Brazilian Academy
of Letters.

1897

* War of Canudos destroys the religious community led by
Antonio Conselheiro in Bahia, Brazil.

* Political autonomy granted to Puerto Rico

1898

* Explosion of USS Muaine brings United States into War of
1898 for Cuban independence.

1899

* Legalist Revolution in Venezuela

* José Marti forms the Cuban Revolutionary Party.

1894

e Federal Revolution in Bolivia
* Onset of the War of the Thousand Days in Colombia
e Restorative Liberal Revolution in Venezuela

* Peruvian novelist Clorinda Matto de Turner publishes
Torn from the Nest.

* Minor Keith and Andrew W. Preston join forces to create
the United Fruit Company, which eventually becomes the
largest banana producer in Central America.

1900

¢ Uruguayan José Enrique Rod6 publishes the essay “Ariel.”

1901

* After centuries of isolation, settlements along the Mos-
quito Coast are absorbed by the Nicaraguan government.

1895

* Bolivian Syndicate is formed.

1903

* Liberal Revolution of 1895 in Ecuador
* Onset of Cuban movement for independence

¢ Coronation of the Virgin of Guadalupe in Mexico

* Bolivia cedes the Acre Province to Brazil in the Treaty of
Petrépolis.

e Panama secedes from Colombia.
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Accessory Transit Company The Accessory
Transit Company was founded in 1847 by U.S. shipping
and railroad businessman Cornelius Vanderbilt (b. 1794—
d. 1877). The company transported people and goods
across the Central American isthmus via the San Juan
River, which borders Nicaracua and Costa Rica. From
the San Juan River, travelers traversed Lake Nicaragua
and then followed a carriage road to the Pacific coast
port at Rivas.

United States interest in the Central American isth-
mus as a transit route between the Atlantic and Pacific
Oceans began in the mid-1840s (see TRANSISTHMIAN
INTERESTS). While Panama already provided a transisth-
mian transit route, the flood of passengers, particularly
during the 1849 California gold rush, prompted entre-
preneurs to look for another, faster, and more economical
route. Vanderbilt focused on Nicaragua, which offered
both time and cost savings over Panama. When U.S.
diplomat Ephraim G. Squier traveled to Nicaragua in
June 1849, he obtained a contract from the government
for Vanderbilt to pursue the transisthmian connection.
Vanderbilt directed the construction of the sea-land route
from its start in 1849 to its completion in July 1851. The
company transported 2,000 people across Nicaragua for
the remainder of 1851, and another 10,000 took advan-
tage of its bimonthly service during 1852. However,
U.S. interests soon clashed with those of the British at
Greytown, the route’s eastern terminus located at the
mouth of the San Juan River on Nicaragua’s Caribbean
coast. "Tensions erupted into violence in December 1851
over payment of harbor fees by Vanderbilt’s ships to the
British authorities at Greytown. Leaders in Washington
and London momentarily settled the controversy, which
became known as the Prometheus Affair, but violence

erupted again in 1854. This time, a U.S. Navy war-
ship leveled British-owned Greytown (see GREYTOWN
AFFAIR).

The struggle between liberals and conservatives
that dominated Central American politics during the
19th century had an impact on the Accessory Transit
Company. After the Nicaraguan liberals lost on the bat-
tlefield in 1855, they asked Tennessee native WiLLiam
WALKER to come to their assistance. Walker had already
made a name for himself leading filibuster expeditions
into northern Mexico. Nicaraguan liberals hoped he
would lend military backing to their cause. When he
arrived in 1856, Walker took advantage of an internal
company dispute between Vanderbilt and Cornelius
Garrison and Charles Morgan. Walker struck a deal
with the latter two, which in November 1856 resulted in
the cancellation of the 1849 concession on the grounds
that the company had failed to pay appropriate royal-
ties to the Nicaraguan government. Walker then reis-
sued the contract to Morgan and Garrison. An angered
Vanderbilt immediately diverted ships from his Atlantic
and Pacific Steamship Company from New York and
San Francisco to Panama, where the transisthmian
Panama Raicroap opened in 1855. This move effec-
tively closed down the Accessory Transit Company and
ended Vanderbilt’s plan for a transisthmian canal utiliz-
ing the San Juan River. Vanderbilt went further still.
He purchased arms for the Costa Rican army when it
invaded Nicaragua in March 1856. Although Walker’s
vision of a Central America under his control was short
lived, Vanderbilt’s vision of a transit route between the
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans remained until 1903 when
the United States chose Panama for the location of a
transisthmian canal.
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Further reading:

Craig Dozier. Nicaragua’s Mosquito Shore: The Years of British
and American Presence (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama
Press, 1985).

Gerstle Mack. Land Divided: History of the Panama Canal and
Other Isthmian Canal Projects New York: Knopf, 1944).

Acre Province Acre Province was an Amazonian
region on the border between BraziL and Bovivia in the
19th century. It became the subject of a boundary dispute
between the two nations toward the end of that century.

The Acre Province fell within a remote area of the
Amazon jungle that was considered Spanish territory
during the colonial period. After independence, the new
nations of Bolivia and Brazil competed for claim to the
territory. In the 1867 Treaty of Ayacucho, Bolivian presi-
dent MariaNo MELGAREJO secured Bolivian title to the
region in exchange for ceding a larger Amazonian ter-
ritory to Brazil. Boundary disputes continued, however,
and these conflicts grew urgent during the Amazonian
rubber boom beginning in the 1880s. Acre provided a
large supply of quality rubber trees, and investors and
laborers looking to profit from the region’s resources
arrived from Brazil. The province quickly attracted the
attention of numerous other foreign investors, and the
Bolivian government grew concerned over maintaining
control of the lucrative region. President Manuel Pando
(b. 1899—d. 1904) encouraged Bolivians to settle there
but was unable to offer much protection against rival
Brazilian interests. In 1901, the Bolivian government
invited U.S. investors to form the BoLiviAN SYNDICATE in
an attempt to assert Bolivian authority in the region.

The Bolivian government had also been increas-
ing customs rates for rubber transported from Acre to
Brazil. In 1902, resentful Brazilians rebelled and declared
independence from Bolivia. Separated from the province
by rough terrain and hundreds of miles, the Bolivian
government was unable to subdue the revolt. The Treaty
of Petrépolis ceded the Acre Province to Brazil in
November 1903.

The surrender of the Acre Province was one of a
long line of territorial losses suffered by Bolivia in the
final decade of the 19th century.

Further reading:
René de la Pedraja Toman. Wars of Latin America, 1899-1941
(Jefferson, N.C.: McFarland & Co., 2006).

agriculture Agriculture has long been the largest
sector in the economies of most Latin American coun-
tries (see EcoNOMY). It is also an important part of rural
culture and identity in many regions. Historically, Latin
American agriculture has been devoted to the produc-
tion of foodstuffs, although some regional markets have
specialized in nonfood products, such as corTon and

henequen. Agricultural production has ranged from
small-scale subsistence production to larger scale com-
modity-oriented agribusiness.

Pre-Columbian agriculture was generally organized
in communally operated systems in Mexico and in South
America. In Mexico, these agrarian communities were
known as E7iD0os, and subordinate tribes within the Aztec
Empire often provided a portion of their agricultural
output to Tenochtitlin as tribute. The main agricultural
product in Mesoamerica prior to the 16th century was
MAIZE, or corn. Aztec and Maya cultures revered maize
and incorporated it into their daily religious practices.
In South America, the Incas developed a sophisticated
system of domestic agriculture to feed a large popula-
tion stretched across an enormous empire. The Incas
cultivated a variety of fruits and vegetables; additionally,
Spanish settlers noted the widespread chewing of coca
leaves for energy. FEjidos and other communal agrarian
systems continued to form the organizational structure of
rural indigenous villages after the Spanish conquest.

The Spanish introduced large landed estates to
Latin America. The Crown rewarded early conquis-
tadores with encomiendas and gave them control over
the Narive AmEericans living on these large estates.
Hacienpas eventually replaced encomiendas as large,
self-sufficient rural properties throughout the Spanish
colonies. The Spanish introduced a number of European
crops to the Americas in the early years of the colonial
period. Notably, Europeans preferred wHEAT over corn
and attempted to cultivate the grain for use in bread
and communion hosts. Plantations specializing in the
cultivation of export-oriented commodity products such
as SUGAR, COFFEE, and ToBacco emerged in Braziw, the
Caribbean, and in coastal regions of the Spanish main-
land. The frontier regions of the Southern Cone became
home to large ESTANCLAS, or ranches, dedicated to farming
and raising European livestock.

The economies of the colonies in Spanish and
Portuguese America were based on the export of raw
materials such as agricultural goods and mining products
to the mother countries. This economic system, known
as mercantilism, kept the colonies’ economies tightly
controlled and essentially isolated from those of the
rest of the world. After achieving independence in the
early 19th century, Latin American nations opened their
economies to less restrictive global TRADE under the basic
theories of an economic system known as LAISSEZ-FAIRE.
Even though the wars of independence had disrupted
much of the agricultural output in the Americas, some
areas saw a recovery in agriculture and looked forward
to trade opportunities with Europe. The British were
the first to take advantage of the free trade system, and
nations such as ARGENTINA, UruGuay, and Brazil began
exporting large amounts of agricultural products to
western Europe. Under the laissez-faire model, Latin
American countries structured their economies accord-
ing to the principle of coMPARATIVE ADVANTAGE. The
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Agriculture historically was the largest sector in Latin American economies. This photo taken in the late decades of the 19th century
shows two peasants standing in a sugarcane field. (Library of Congress)

theory states that countries should export products
they produce comparatively well and import those they
produce less efficiently. Latin American nations had a
comparative advantage in agricultural production, thus
agrarian output became the basis for much of the region’s
trade in the 19th century.

Many new Latin American governments reevalu-
ated the nature of land ownership carried over from the
colonial period. In the decades after independence, the
CatnoLric CHURcH was the largest land owner through-
out Latin America. Furthermore, indigenous villages in
the Andes and in Mexico still operated under a system
of communal control of agriculture. Liberal leaders
viewed these systems as traditional and backward and
began to consider laws that would modernize the agrar-
ian sector. Inspired by the republican ideas of Thomas
Jefferson in the United States, Latin American liberals
were convinced that owning private property would
make members of the population into responsible citi-
zens. A series of liberal laws in CoLomsia and Mexico, for
example, stipulated that institutions and communities
such as the church and indigenous villages could not
own land. Liberals envisioned selling off those lands to
individual families to create a nation of small farmers.
Instead, many rural elite who often already owned large
properties increased their landholdings in a process
called rariFunDIO. Rural peasants became peons on large

haciendas, and the system of family-sized farms that
liberals had hoped for did not emerge. The land policies
created serious conflict between liberal leaders and con-
servative interests, particularly as the wealth and privilege
of the Catholic Church came under attack. Mexico and
Colombia both experienced violent civil wars as a result,
with the liberal and conservative political factions bat-
tling to determine the economic and social structure of
the new nations.

In the late decades of the 19th century, many Latin
America governments saw a period of relative political
stability and seeming economic growth. Liberal oligar-
chies consolidated power in most countries, and those
leaders imposed policies designed to bring moderniza-
tion and progress to their nations. The production of
agricultural commodity products for export that had long
been a foundation of Latin American economies acceler-
ated, but government leaders also worked to encourage
modernization of the agrarian sector. In South American
countries such as Brazil and Argentina, the national elite
further consolidated control of large landholdings. A cof-
fee oligarchy became extremely powerful in Brazil, while
the Argentine rural sector grew as a result of the expan-
sion of cattle and sheep ranching and the cultivation of
wheat. Other nations implemented policies to attract
foreign investors into the most important economic sec-
tors. In Mexico, Central America, and the Caribbean,
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U.S. investors purchased large quantities of arable land.
By the turn of the century, foreign elite controlled a
considerable portion of the agricultural production in
Mexico, Costa Rica, Nicaracua, and the Dominican
Repustic. U.S. investors also became a prominent force
in Cuba’s sugar industry, and those interests helped to
pull the United States into the War or 1898 to secure
Cuban independence.

The trends of latifundio and the emergence of agri-
business in late 19th-century Latin America brought the
appearance of economic growth through an increase in
exports. But the concentration of land in the hands of
a few elite did not modernize the economies. Income
disparity between the rich and poor grew as many land-
owners became increasingly wealthy, while rural peasants
sank further into poverty. The comparative advantage
economic model also meant that Latin American econo-
mies relied on the export of volatile commodity products,
and so were vulnerable to fluctuations in the market.
Export-oriented agriculture was in place throughout
most of Latin America until the onset of the Great
Depression in 1929.

See also agricurTure (Vols. I, 11, IV); roop (Vol. I).

Further reading:

Arnold Bauer. The Church and Spanish-American Agrarian
Structure: 1765-1865 (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1971).

Evelyne Huber and Frank Safford. Agrarian Structure and
Political Power: Landlord and Peasant in the Making of Latin
America (Pittsburgh, Pa.: University of Pittsburgh Press,
1995).

Alaman, Lucas (b. 1792—d. 1853) Mexican statesman
and conservative intellectual Lucas Alaman was a conserva-
tive intellectual, historian, and political leader in MEexico.
He grew to prominence in the years following indepen-
dence and served in several administrations as minister of
foreign relations and minister of the interior.

Alamdn was born on October 18, 1792, in the miN-
NG town of Guanajuato to a Spanish noble family. He
was highly educated in both the arts and sciences and
traveled extensively as a young man. He was at home in
Guanajuato in 1810 when Miguel Hidalgo y Costilla’s
independence rebellion destroyed the Alhéndiga and
massacred many of the town’s Spanish elite. Although
he advocated modest reform, following the bloodshed
Alamédn worked with conservative allies to return to the
monarchical order that had existed under the colonial
system. He served as a delegate to the Cortes of Cddiz and
worked in government positions to bolster TRADE, revamp
mining, and restore financial strength in the years after
independence. He was known for attempting to defend
Mexico against encroachments by the United States.

Alamdn aimed to ensure the well-being of the nation
as a whole and played the role of public servant across

political lines. He founded the National General Archive
and the Museum of Natural History and Antiquities. Yet,
he continually pushed to preserve what he called the tra-
ditions of the Old World and advocated a reformed ver-
sion of monarchical rule for Mexico. He helped organize
and found Mexico’s CoNSERVATIVE PArTY and supported
the administrations of Anastasio Bustamante (1830-32,
1837-41) and AnTonto L6PEZ DE SANTA ANNA (1833-55,
intermittently) as they opposed liberal attempts at reform
in the 1830s. He wrote for several prominent newspapers
and eventually published Disertaciones sobre la historia de
la Reptiblica Mejicana (Dissertations on the history of the
Mexican Republic) and the five-volume Historia de Méjico
(History of Mexico), two fundamental works of Mexican
history that also articulated his conservative politics.
Alamin served with the cadre of conservative leaders who
brought Santa Anna back to power in 1853. He died in
Mexico Crty on June 2 of that same year.
See also MExico, INDEPENDENGE OF (Vol. II).

Further reading:

Luis Martin. “Lucas Alamin Pioneer of Mexican Histori-
ography: An Interpretive Essay.” The Americas 32, no. 2
(October 1975): 239-256.

Alberdi, Juan Bautista (b. 1810-d. 1884) Argentine
writer and political activist Juan Bautista Alberdi was an
Argentine intellectual whose writings challenged the dic-
tatorship of Juan ManNveL DE Rosas. He was the leader
of the Generation of ’37 and later influenced the writing
of the CoNsTITUTION OF 1853.

Alberdi was born on August 29, 1810, in San Miguel
de Tucuman. In 1824, he relocated to Buenos AIREs to
study the arts, and in 1831, he enrolled at the UNiversITY
oF Buenos Ares to study law. There, he experienced
firsthand the repression of the Rosas dictatorship against
the intellectual community. Alberdi joined various liter-
ary salons that met in secret to escape and challenge the
tyranny of ARGENTINA’s cauDILLO rule. It was at this time
that he began collaborating with EsTEBAN ECHEVERRIA.
The two writers founded the Asociacién de la Joven
Generacién Argentina, which became known as the
“Generation of "37” (see LITERATURE). The group dedi-
cated itself to publishing intellectual indictments of the
Rosas regime specifically and caudillo rule in general.

As members of Alberdi’s group became more vocal
in their criticism of Rosas, they attracted the attention
of the dictator’s Mazorca force. Facing recriminations,
Alberdi left Buenos Aires for exile in Montevideo in
1838. He later relocated to Cuire and worked closely
with DoMmingo F. Sarmiento. Alberdi continued to use
his writings to challenge the Rosas regime throughout
the 1840s. After Justo Josg bE Urquiza’s victory over the
caudillo, Alberdi wrote one of his most important works
outlining his political vision for Argentina’s future. He
won Urquiza’s favor, and his political philosophy strongly



influenced the writing of Argentina’s Constitution of
1853.

Alberdi served the Argentine government as a diplo-
mat in Europe throughout much of the 1850s. He fell out
of favor, however, with the government of BarToLoME
Mirtre in 1861. His situation worsened when he spoke
out against the Paraguayan War in 1872. Alberdi left
Argentina in 1881. He died in France on June 19, 1884.

Further reading:

William H. Katra. The Argentine Generation of 1837: Echever-
ria, Alberdi, Sarmiento, Mitre (Madison, N.J.: Fairleigh
Dickinson University Press, 1996).

Alencar, José de (b. 1829-d. 1877) Brazilian journal-
ist and literary figure 'The Brazilian writer José de Alencar
is best known for his novel O Guarani (The Guarani),
published in 1857. The book provided a rich portrayal
of the Tupi-Guarani indigenous group and set a standard
of nationalist LITERATURE. Alencar is considered one of
the leading figures of 19th-century Brazilian and Latin
American ROMANTICISM.

Alencar was born on May 1, 1829, in Mecejana in the
present-day northeastern state of Ceara. His father was
a senator in the new EMPIRE oF BraziL. As a young man,
Alencar was educated in law but began an early career
in journalism, publishing works in the style of 19th-cen-
tury romanticism. O Guarani was the first in a trilogy of
books that are considered the core of Indianist literature
in Brazir. The novel began as a series of installments
in a newspaper owned by Alencar. These depicted the
Brazilian indigenous of the 17th century as strong and
majestic but often conformed to elite Brazilians’ stereo-
types of the supposed “noble savage.” Alencar followed
O Guarani with Iracema and Ubirajara, which further
portrayed the valiant and robust Amerindian. Alencar’s
novels also described a mutually beneficial union between
Europeans and NaTive AMERICANS as a foundation for a
strong and unique sense of Brazilian identity. O Guarani
was later made into an opera by Brazilian composer Carlos
Gomes. It stressed the same themes as Alencar’s novel and
received critical acclaim in both Brazil and Europe.

Many of Alencar’s works supported the abolitionist
movement that was gaining speed in the late 19th century
(see SLAVERY, ABOLITION IN Brazir or). He was one of the
first intellectuals and literary figures to produce specifi-
cally abolitionist writings. During that time he also began
his political career, serving in the Brazilian legislature and
eventually as a minister in the government of Emperor
Pepro II. Alencar died in Rio pE Jangiro on December
12, 1877.

See also Guarant (Vols. I, II).

Further reading:
José de Alencar. Iracema: A Novel (New York: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2000).
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———. Senhora: Profile of @ Woman (Austin: University of
Texas Press, 1994).

Altamirano, Ignacio (b. 1834-d. 1893) Mexican
writer and liberal politician ~ Ignacio Altamirano was a writer,
novelist, and liberal political leader in MExico in the late
19th century. He is best known for his LiTerRATURE, which
provides a portrait of contemporary Mexican society and
offers a strong statement of nationalism for a country that
had experienced decades of divisiveness and turmoil.

Altamirano was born in Tixtla, Guerrero, on
November 13, 1834, to full-blooded Amerindian parents.
At a young age, he exhibited a natural gift for learning
and received scholarships to study at the Toluca Literary
Institute (Instituto Literaria de Toluca). He later studied
law in Mexico Crry but suspended his intellectual pur-
suits twice to participate on the side of the liberals in the
RevoruTion oF Avutea in 1854 and the War or Rerorm
in 1857. Altamirano finally received his law degree in
1859 and began serving as a congressional deputy. He
took up arms one last time against the FRENCH INTER-
VENTION in 1863 and, after helping BeENtTO JUAREZ Oust
Maximilian, devoted himself to public service. While
continuing his political career, he produced numerous
literary works and trained young writers. His novel
Clemencia, published in 1869, is considered the first
modern Mexican novel. E/ zarco (roughly translated as
“The blue-eyed bandit”) was published in 1901 after his
death but recounts life in the 1860s. E/ zarco is praised
for inverting many of the stereotypical racial hierarchies
of the 19th century. Indeed, in the novel, the honest and
industrious mestizo and indigenous characters are the
heroes, while the lighter-skinned, blue-eyed character
resorts to crime and banditry and eventually perishes.

Altamirano died on February 13, 1893, in San Remo,
Italy, while on a diplomatic mission for the Porfirian
government.

Further reading:

Ignacio Manuel Altamirano. E/ zarco, the Blue-Eyed Bandit:
Episodes of Mexican Life between 1861-1863 (Santa Fe,
N.Mex.: Lumen Books, 2007).

Chris N. Nacci. Ignacio Manuel Altamirano (New York:
Twayne Publishers, 1970).

Ancon, Treaty of (1884) The Treaty of Ancén was
reached between Peru and CHiLE to end the WaR oF THE
Pacrric (1879-84). Acting Peruvian president Miguel
Iglesias (1883-85) signed the treaty on October 20, 1883,
but miLiTARY commander and future president ANDRES
AveriNno CAceres refused to recognize the treaty until
the following year. The Treaty of Ancén ceded a portion
of Peru’s southern territory to Chile and further exac-
erbated political infighting among military and political
leaders in Peru.
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The War of the Pacific originated as a border dispute
between Chile and Bovrivia over the nitrate-rich Atacama
Desert. Peru was pulled into the conflict because of a
mutual defense agreement reached years earlier between
the Peruvian and Bolivian governments. The Chilean
army quickly dominated its two adversaries and invaded
Peru in 1879. Negotiations to end the violence and the
Chilean occupation stalled as Peru’s leadership frag-
mented under the pressure of the war. A confusing series
of power shifts occurred as several individuals claimed
the presidency. Finally, Iglesias emerged in 1883 to nego-
tiate the Treaty of Ancén.

The treaty required Peru to cede its nitrate-rich
Tarapacd region in the south to Chile in exchange for the
withdrawal of the Chilean army from Peruvian soil. In
addition, the disputed regions of Tacna and Arica would
remain under Chilean control for a period of 10 years,
after which the local population would vote to determine
which country would rule them. Iglesias signed the treaty
in the fall of 1883, but Ciceres continued his offensive
against the Chilean military and refused to recognize
the legitimacy of the document until July 1884. After
the Chilean army withdrew, a civil war raged between
Iglesias and Caceres for control of Peru, further destabi-
lizing the war-weary nation. Ciceres eventually formed
an alliance with the recently formed Crvirsta ParTY and
was elected president in 1886.

Further reading:

William F. Sater. Andean Tragedy: Fighting the War of the Pa-
cific, 1879-1884 (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,
2007).

Arce, Manuel José (b. 1786-d. 1847) Salvadoran
politician and first president of the United Provinces of Central
America Born into a Salvadoran creole family, Manuel
José Arce studied medicine in GuaTEMALA before return-
ing home in 1807 to manage his father’s estate. A year
later, he married Felipa de Aranzamendi y Aguiar.

After Napoléon I placed his brother on the Spanish
throne in 1808, Arce became attracted to the early inde-
pendence movements. He joined military insurrections
against the Spanish Crown in 1811 and in 1814. Arce was
sentenced to four years in prison for his participation in
the second uprising, but the incarceration did not break
his spirit. When the Spanish Empire began to crumble in
1821, he led a small military command in an unsuccessful
effort to thwart EL SaLvabor’s forced incorporation into
the newly created Mexican Empire. At this time, Arce
was, in fact, a leading spokesman for El Salvador’s annex-
ation to the United States. Arce served as the first elected
president of the Un1TED ProvINCES OF CENTRAL AMERICA
following its establishment in 1824. His administration,
however, faced growing regional unrest and a civil war
from 1827 to 1829. Although Arce had initially won
the loyalty of liberals, he quickly lost their support after

forming alliances with church leaders and other conser-
vative interests. Honduran liberal Francisco MorazAN
eventually ousted Arce, who fled into exile in Mexico.
Arce made four subsequent unsuccessful attempts to
regain the Salvadoran presidency in 1832, 1842, 1844,
and 1845. Frustrated, he abandoned politics and shortly
after completing his memoirs, died in San Salvador in
1847. One hundred years after his death, the Salvadoran
National Assembly recognized Arce by changing the
name of the city of El Chilamatal to Ciudad Arce.

Further reading:

Philip Flemion. “States Rights and Partisan Politics: Manuel
José Arce and the Struggle for Central American Union.”
Hispanic American Historical Review 53, no. 4 (1973): 600—
618.

architecture Architecture was used in the early 19th
century in Latin America as a visual representation of
the new nations’ break with the colonial past. Colonial
architecture had been dominated by Spanish styles and
designs; the Spanish architectural presence remained
after independence in structures such as churches, gov-
ernment buildings, and private dwellings. Artists and
government leaders understood that visual representa-
tions of the nation would be an important part of nation-
state formation in the postindependence era, and many
therefore rejected the baroque style as representative
of Spanish and Portuguese culture. The baroque style
was characterized by bold structures with tall spacious
interiors, often topped by an extravagant dome or other
dramatic statement. Liberal intellectuals, in particular,
associated baroque artistic styles with the CatnoLic
Cuurch, thus the liberal agenda to secularize society
often targeted baroque architecture as well.
Postindependence architecture quickly turned to
neoclassical styles that were characterized by stark colors,
straight lines, and squared structures with smaller, more
subtle ornamentation. Neoclassical designs were inspired
by ancient Greek and Roman designs. Neoclassical build-
ings often featured large balconies and rows of decorative
balusters. Other features included dramatic arches and
fluted columns with small yet lavish embellishments.
Some late colonial churches in Latin America already
showed signs of neoclassicism. The Palacio de la Moneda
in SanTiaco pE CHirk and the Palacio de Mineria in
Mexico Crry are two government structures that were
started in the late 18th century and reflect the neoclassi-
cal architectural style. In some areas, European architects
led projects to renovate colonial buildings in a more neo-
classical style in the first half of the 19th century.
Neoclassical architecture emerged as a rejection of
European colonial styles in the decades immediately
following independence. Eventually, that rejection of
the Old World gave way as political leaders and cultural
intellectuals attempted to promote modernization by



emulating European styles in the last half of the 19th
century. Architectural styles were transformed as design-
ers modeled their projects after the great architectural
structures of Europe. By the late 19th century, however,
Spain was no longer the dominant European cultural
leader. Now, French styles began to emerge in Latin
American architecture.

Relative political stability and economic expansion
allowed many Latin American governments to finance
projects to beautify and modernize public spaces, particu-
larly in large urban areas. Porririo Diaz’s regime devoted
substantial government resources to the construction of
public buildings and other projects in an attempt to
model Mexico City and other urban areas after Paris
and other European cities. Similar developments took
place in other Latin American capitals, including Buenos
Arres, Caracas, and Santiago. Buenos Aires architecture
imitated French styles to such an extent that local resi-
dents and foreign travelers alike often referred to the city
as the “Paris of South America.” Many foreign travelers
were impressed by the seemingly rapid modernization
of Latin American cities displayed through architec-
tural design. Others criticized the supposed cultural
renovation of Latin American cities as a facade, as large,
expensive, ornate structures were built while much of the
population remained in poverty.

See also arcurrecture (Vols. I, 11, IV).

Further reading:

Leslie Bethell. A Cultural History of Latin America: Literature,
Music, and the Visual Arts in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Cen-
turies (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998).

Leopoldo Castedo. A History of Latin American Art and Ar-
chitecture firom Pre-Columbian Times to Present (New York:
Praeger, 1969).

Argentina Argentina is located on the southern tip
of South America. Argentina and neighboring CHiLE,
Urucuay, and Paracuay make up an area known as the
Southern Cone. Argentina is a large country with varied
topography and climate, ranging from the flat and fertile
plains of the Pampas to the cool and dry southern region
of Patagonia. The capital city of Buenos AIres is located
on the eastern shore at the mouth of the Rio de la Plata,
making the city an ideal stopping point for import and
export TRADE through river transport. The role of the
capital city in regulating the transport of goods to and
from the interior caused numerous conflicts throughout
much of the 19th century.

THE COLONIAL ERA AND INDEPENDENCE

For most of the colonial period, Argentina was admin-
istratively a part of the Viceroyalty of Peru. Because
it offered little in the way of precious metals and was
located a considerable distance from the viceregal capital
at Lima, the Spanish Crown paid relatively little atten-
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tion to the region. But by the 18th century, new mea-
sures implemented by the Bourbon monarchs in Spain
propelled the region into a more prominent role in the
empire. Major changes in administrative, economic, and
military policies—collectively known as the Bourbon
Reforms—opened the port of Buenos Aires to trade
and expanded the Spanish presence in the Southern
Cone. Tensions mounted between settlers in the Spanish
colonies and Portuguese settlers in neighboring Brazir.
Concern over potential foreign incursions into Spanish
territory brought about an administrative realignment. In
1776, the Spanish Crown officially separated Argentina
and the surrounding region from the Viceroyalty of Peru.
This separation created a new Viceroyalty of Rio de la
Plata, which included present-day Argentina along with
Bovivia, Paraguay, and Uruguay.

Buenos Aires became the capital of the new viceroy-
alty, and in the latter decades of the 18th century, the city
became a major urban center as its population boomed
and trade increased. The importance of the Rio de la
Plata quickly grew, and the Spanish Crown responded by
devoting more resources and attention to the area. Many
native residents were accustomed to relative autonomy
on the periphery of the Spanish Empire and resented the
new supervision and security measures imposed by the
Bourbon monarchs. Many members of the local creole
elite, in particular, resisted what they perceived as unnec-
essary interference by the Crown in their daily affairs.

Argentines’ independent attitudes were strength-
ened in 1806 when British forces attacked and occupied
Buenos Aires. The Spanish miLitary proved incapable
of defending the city. The viceroy fled to the interior,
leaving the newly established viceregal capital to fend for
itself. Buenos Aires residents organized a resistance force
themselves and drove the British from the city. Those
same residents repelled a second attempted British inva-
sion the following year. Buenos Aires citizens, who already
had a strong sense of autonomy, now saw themselves as
even more capable of managing their own affairs and dis-
tanced themselves further from the Spanish Crown. The
local elite ousted the Spanish viceroy, replacing him with
Santiago de Liniers y Bremond, who had led the defense
of the city against the British. Under Liniers, the Buenos
Aires cabildo and other local officials wielded more power
and worked to limit Spanish authority over the region’s
politics and trade.

After Napoléon’s invasion of the Iberian Peninsula
in 1808, the elite in Buenos Aires became divided over
how best to respond to the challenge to Spanish author-
ity. As in other colonies, groups of loyalists emerged and
resolved to maintain closer ties with the Spanish Crown.
In Buenos Aires, these loyalists were quickly subdued by
more liberal-minded advocates in the ruling cabildo. A
new viceroy was appointed in 1809, only to be dismissed
by a cabildo abierto of local elite in 1810.

At the same time, local leaders faced challenges from
outside Buenos Aires. Regions on the periphery of the
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viceroyalty sought to move away from the control of
leaders in the capital city. Upper Peru (Charcas), already
separated from the rest of the viceroyalty by geography,
broke away from Buenos Aires early on. A similar attempt
in Paraguay resulted in the occupation of the province
by the Portuguese. Local leaders in several regions of the
interior attempted to exert their autonomy from Buenos
Aires. As porteiio leaders worked to maintain their author-
ity, a power struggle emerged between Buenos Aires and
the provinces that would dominate much of the region’s
19th-century politics.

UNITARIOS AND FEDERALES

As leaders in the Southern Cone tried to secure their
independence and keep the region together, a series of
governments unfolded. A triumvirate of leaders emerged
in 1810 with plans to convene a governing congress.
Those plans fell apart when the triumvirate was over-
thrown and a series of supreme dictators took over power
of the former viceroyalty. A second triumvirate formed
in 1812 and provided a government presence for a little
more than a year. While local leaders struggled to pro-
vide a basic government structure, they also engaged in a
series of military campaigns against royalist forces in an
effort to secure independence. In the ensuing chaos, José
Gervasio Artigas (1764-1850) led a series of revolts in the
eastern province surrounding Montevideo. The region
that would become the independent nation of Uruguay
eventually broke away, only to be invaded in 1817 by the
Portuguese from Brazir.

By 1816, hostilities had begun to subside; the Second
Revolutionary Congress formally declared independence,
calling the region the United Provinces of the Rio de la
Plata. The congress also began drafting a governing doc-
ument that eventually took shape as the CoNsTITUTION
or 1819. Conflict over regional autonomy began to sur-
face immediately as leaders in Buenos Aires attempted to
impose restrictive trade measures, requiring that nearly
all imports and exports pass through the port city. As
the exclusive port of entry, this gave porteiios enormous
influence over trade policy. Additionally, the customs
house in Buenos Aires was the sole collector of tariff
revenues, effectively giving the city control over national
income. Provincial leaders argued that tariff income
benefited Buenos Aires almost exclusively at the expense
of the interior regions. The new constitution resulted in
numerous provinces rising in revolt almost immediately.

Political tensions quickly mounted between uNI-
T4RI0S and FEDERALES. Unitarios were generally liberal-
minded intellectuals from Buenos Aires who wanted a
strong central government based in the port city. They
advocated relatively free and open foreign trade but often
supported measures that limited interior trade. Federales,
or federalists, often came from the provinces and so con-
sidered their well-being to be tied to the economic and
trade activities of the interior. Federales rejected the uni-
tario preference for a strong, central government. They

also advocated restrictions on foreign trade to protect
the economic interests of the interior. When hostilities
erupted in 1819, federales initially took over Buenos Aires
and nullified the new constitution. Nevertheless, feder-
alist dominance was short lived, as infighting began to
develop among provincial caupILLOS, or strongmen.

In the 1820s, unitario Martin Rodriguez (b. 1771-d.
1845) served as governor of Buenos Aires. Former mem-
ber of the first ruling triumvirate BERNARDINO Rivapavia
was his main adviser and led most of the unitario initia-
tives. These included instituting open trade with the
British and other European powers and controlling inte-
rior trade by blockading river transport. Rivadavia built
a close relationship with merchants and government rep-
resentatives in Great Britain. After 1824, British investors
and businessmen received special trade advantages in
their dealings with Buenos Aires, while the economies
of the interior provinces suffered. Eventually, Rivadavia
secured large loans from British banks and other inves-
tors for infrastructure projects that never moved beyond
the planning stage. Most of the money was misspent or
lost to corruption and graft.

Rivadavia was an advocate of the economic and social
philosophy of LiBErarism that was becoming popular
throughout much of Latin America in the 19th century.
He led the initiative to establish the government-backed
UniversiTy oF Buenos Atres. In later years, that institu-
tion played a major role in educational reforms initiated
by President Dominco FE. SarmienTto. Rivadavia also
introduced controversial rural initiatives, such as an
antivagrancy decree and a measure to regulate ownership
of rural land.

"The unitario era did not last for long, as the Rivadavia
government also oversaw a foreign-policy fiasco with
neighboring Brazil. In 1821, Brazilian forces invaded
the Banpa OrientaL—or the eastern bank of the Rio
de la Plata—and renamed the territory the Cisplatine
Province. The region makes up the southern portion
of present-day Uruguay. At the time, it was part of the
United Provinces of the Rio de la Plata but had rebelled
against the Buenos Aires government. When “easterners”
under the leadership of Juaxn ANToNTO LAVALLEJA revolted
against Brazilian forces in 1825, Rivadavia supported the
insurgency in the hope of reexerting control over the
recalcitrant province. Brazil responded by declaring war
on the Rivadavia government, and the CispLaTiNE WaR
began.

Rivadavia expected a brief war and an easy victory,
but the reality surprised him. Argentine ground forces,
working with local guerrilla fighters under Lavalleja, won
several important victories, but Brazil’s powerful navy
tried to gain the upper hand by blockading the port of
Buenos Aires. The Brazilian naval presence severely dis-
rupted trade, and customs revenues declined significantly.
Federalist opposition in the interior seized the opportu-
nity to denounce Rivadavia and challenge his govern-
ment. Financing a costly war and unable to replenish



the national treasury, Rivadavia defaulted on the foreign
loans he had secured only a short time earlier. Faced with
increasing instability and dissent among the provincial
elite, Rivadavia stepped down as president in 1827.

THE ROSAS DICTATORSHIP

Rivadavia’s absence brought a period of intense conflict
throughout the United Provinces as powerful regional
caudillos and #nmitario intellectuals vied for power. By
1829, the power struggle had resulted in the rise of
Juan ManueL pe Rosas, who dominated regional poli-
tics for the next two decades. The Rosas administration
renamed the young nation the Confederacién Argentina
(Argentine Confederation) to reflect his self-proclaimed
loyalty to the federalist ideology. Even though for most
of his tenure Rosas served as governor only of the Buenos
Aires Province, political leadership in such a prominent
region gave him extraordinary influence. Between 1829
and 1852, Rosas emerged as the most powerful caudillo in
Argentina and the de facto dictator of the entire nation.

Rosas’s rule was characterized by tyranny and vio-
lence. Unitario intellectuals railed at his antidemocratic
tendencies, and many spoke out vehemently against
his administration. Rosas responded by censoring the
press and harassing his political enemies. Unitarios were
arrested, and many were executed. Would-be political
opponents fled into exile, and vibrant communities of
anti-Rosas unitarios began to emerge in neighboring
Uruguay, Brazil, and Chile. Outspoken critics of the
Rosas regime, such as Sarmiento, BaArToLoME MITRE,
Juan Baurista ArBerpi, and EsTeBaN ECHEVERRiA
formed literary groups whose purpose was to produce
anti-Rosas propaganda.

After serving an initial three-year term as governor
of Buenos Aires, Rosas temporarily abandoned his politi-
cal office in 1832 and pursued a campaign to bring the
Native AMmericans of the Pampas under government
control. During that interlude, hostilities between wuni-
tarios and federales in Buenos Aires escalated to a new level
of urgency. Rosas’s wife and other supporters established
the force known as La Mazorca, which became a type of
special security detail dedicated to terrorizing and silenc-
ing the unitario opposition. Additionally, some influential
caudillos began to consider writing a new national con-
stitution. One of those leaders, Juan Facunpo Quiroea,
was assassinated in 1835. While some suspected Rosas of
ordering the hit on his former ally, the influential caudi-
llo used Quiroga’s death as a pretext to return to power.
Rosas served uninterrupted as governor of Buenos Aires
until 1852, ruling as a virtual dictator of the entire nation.
Sarmiento later wrote a critical biography of Quiroga’s
life while in exile in Chile. Facundo, or Life in the Argentine
Republic in the Days of the Tyrants (Facundo: Civilizacion y
barbarie en las pampas argentinas) was published in 1845
and is considered a literary masterpiece (see LITERATURE).
It can be interpreted as a denunciation of the Rosas
regime and caudillo rule in general in Argentina.
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Although Rosas had built his power on an alliance
with federalist caudillos from the interior, as dictator, his
policies increasingly reflected a preference for centralist
policies that favored the economic interests of Buenos
Aires. Ranchers and sar4peros (salted meat proces-
sors) benefited from the trade policies he implemented
(Rosas himself had built a personal fortune as a sal-
adero). Nevertheless, discontent began to mount among
once-loyal federalist leaders. As dissent grew, anti-Rosas
forces abroad used the opportunity to launch an offen-
sive against the dictator. With support from Uruguay
and Brazil, Justo Jost pE Urquiza formed an alliance

of exiled Argentines, and his forces overthrew Rosas in
1852.

CONSTITUTION OF 1853

Urquiza became the interim national leader and imme-
diately convened a Constitutional Congress charged
with drafting a new governing document. The congress
began meeting in the late months of 1852, but underly-
ing tensions between Buenos Aires and the interior rose
to the surface yet again. Mitre, Urquiza’s one-time ally in
the overthrow of Rosas, broke with the national leader
over the proposed constitution and the role Buenos Aires
would play in the post-Rosas era. Delegates from Buenos
Aires boycotted the Constitutional Convention entirely
and moved to separate the province from the rest of the
country. When the ConsTITuTION OF 1853 was finally
completed, it reflected the strong influence of political
writer Alberdi. The document was immediately ratified
by all provinces except Buenos Aires. Mitre and other
leaders from the port city ran Buenos Aires as an inde-
pendent province for the next six years.

Between 1854 and 1860, Urquiza tried to reunite
Buenos Aires and the interior provinces both through
negotiations and by force. Unable to retake the city
militarily, he and other leaders in the interior agreed to
several amendments to the constitution to address the
concerns of porteiio leaders. The revised document was
finally approved by Buenos Aires in 1860. It is stll the
foundation of Argentina’s constitutional system today.

With the country tenuously reunited, Argentina
experienced an era of growth in the last half of the 19th
century. Mitre, who had led the Buenos Aires secession-
ist efforts in the 1850s, became president of the republic
in 1862. The liberal Buenos Aires native immediately
began pushing through measures intended to expand the
nation’s ECONOMY, but the underlying contention between
the port city and the interior continued. Although politi-
cal infighting subsided to some extent after 1860, Mitre
still faced several revolts by local leaders of interior
provinces. In 1863, Vicente Pefialoza rebelled in La Rioja
to challenge Buenos Aires’s dominance in the reunifica-
tion. Two years later, Felipe Varela rose in revolt in that
same province in defiance of national trade policies.
The rebellions were relatively small and isolated, with
both Pefialoza and Varela failing to attract support
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from neighboring provinces. Nevertheless, instability
in the interior continued to threaten the well-being of
the entire nation, and the government in Buenos Aires
increasingly intervened in interior politics in an effort to
head off local revolts.

WAR OF THE TRIPLE ALLIANCE

Internal stability became particularly important after
1865, when Argentina found itself pulled into the pro-
tracted and destructive WAR oF THE TRIPLE ALLIANCE.
The war resulted from tensions over regional hegemony
between Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay, and Paraguay that
dated back to the independence era. By the 1860s, a com-
plex system of local alliances had developed around the
two warring Uruguayan political parties. Paraguayan dic-
tator Francisco Sorano Lo6pez formed an alliance with
the Uruguayan Branco Party, while Brazil and Argentina
backed the CorLorapo Party. Brazilian forces invaded
Uruguay in 1864 in an attempt to install a Colorado
government. Paraguay’s Solano Lépez responded by
declaring war on Brazil and invading the northeastern
Argentine province of Corrientes in order to attack
Brazil. Mitre feared that Solano Lépez might enlist the
support of federalist leaders in the Argentine provinces
and upset the delicate balance of internal control he had
been striving to achieve. The Argentine leader immedi-
ately signed the Pact of the Triple Alliance with Brazil
and the Uruguayan Colorado government declaring war
against Paraguay.

Mitre, who had an extensive military career, was
named commander of the allied forces. With the financial
backing of the British government, the Triple Alliance
mobilized for war. Despite the fact that Uruguay’s, Brazil’s,
and Argentina’s combined armed forces amounted to
only a fraction of Paraguay’s mammoth military force,
Mitre and other leaders expected a quick victory. Instead,
the conflict lasted for five years and became the most
costly and destructive war that any of the belligerents
endured in the 19th century. Within a year, the Triple
Alliance had decimated at least half of Solano Lépez’s
powerful army and had wiped out the Paraguayan navy.
The allies also cut off Paraguay’s access to the coast,
which led to a devastating shortage of vital supplies for
Solano Lépez’s ever-weakening military. The situation in
Paraguay reached crisis levels over the next several years,
with both sides committing atrocities. As alliance forces
pillaged occupied areas of Paraguay, Solano Lépez took
his own vengeance on those within his country who had
failed him in some way. Because of the dictator’s delu-
sions and paranoia, the war continued for several years
after Paraguayan forces had been effectively defeated.

As the war dragged on, it became increasingly
unpopular in Argentina. Nevertheless, Mitre was able to
use the conflict to modernize the nation’s military and
to strengthen the central government’s position against
regional caudillos. Furthermore, although the war was
costly for the Argentine government, it did boost many

sectors of the economy, as ranchers and other merchants
profited from the demand for wartime supplies.

The War of the Triple Alliance finally ended in 1870
when Solano Lépez was killed in battle. By that time, the
federalist conflict in the interior had largely been quelled
and Sarmiento had been elected president of Argentina.
Sarmiento had served as governor of San Juan during
Mitre’s presidency and had transformed the province
through a series of liberal reforms in education and eco-
nomic development. As president, Sarmiento applied his
liberal ideals on a national scale. He oversaw a vast expan-
sion in the nation’s educational system and worked to
attract British investment in an effort to improve TRANS-
PORTATION and communications infrastructure (see EDUCA-
TI0N). Operating under the philosophy of Alberdi that “to
govern is to populate,” Sarmiento conducted Argentina’s
first census in 1869. He then actively encouraged European
immigration under the assumption that attracting a skilled
workforce would develop and strengthen the national
economy more quickly (see MIGRATION).

When Sarmiento’s presidential term came to an
end in 1874, Mitre once again ran for election, but the
opposition organized under a new political party, the
Partido Autonomista Nacional (National Autonomist
Party), or PAN. The PAN candidate, Nicolis Avellaneda
(b. 1837—d. 1885), easily defeated Mitre. Avellaneda was
from Tucumin, and the selection of a second national
leader from the provinces revealed that the hegemony
of Buenos Aires in national politics was beginning to
decline. Avellaneda continued many of the economic
expansion policies initiated by his predecessor. He also
oversaw the CoNQUEST oF THE DESERrT, or the military
campaign led by future president JuLio ArRGeNTINO Roca
to subdue the Amerindians on the Argentine Pampas
and in the frontier region of Patagonia. Although Roca’s
expedition slaughtered thousands of indigenous people,
it was popular among Argentines because it opened up
large territories for settlement. Roca used his popularity
to win the presidency in 1880.

THE GENERATION OF "80

The election of Roca in 1880 marked the beginning
of an era of major transformation in Argentina. Roca’s
opponent, Buenos Aires governor Carlos Tejedor (b.
1817-d. 1903), attempted to incite a revolt to prevent the
military leader from taking office. Roca easily put down
the rebellion and federalized Buenos Aires to diminish
the port city’s influence in national politics. Roca then
proceeded to solidify the political cooperation between
his PAN administration and provincial governors. That
political cooperation defined the era of rule by the viB-
ERAL OLIGARCHY in late 19th-century Argentina. A few
powerful and wealthy individuals dominated national and
regional politics, and generally, those privileged few came
from Roca’s PAN party. The PAN won most political
contests after 1880, often as a result of federal govern-
ment interference.



With political stability increasing—albeit by force—
Roca and his supporters tailored economic policy to fall
in line with their vision for Argentina’s future. Largely
influenced by the philosophy of posrtivism, which was
prevalent throughout most of Latin American in the
late 19th century, Roca emphasized Argentina’s potential
for progress. As a result, Argentina entered an era often
referred to as the “Golden Age,” defined by relative politi-
cal stability, population growth, and economic progress
between 1880 and 1910. Positivist leaders saw agricultural
production for export as the nation’s greatest economic
strength and throughout the latter decades of the cen-
tury pushed through measures to encourage investment
and growth primarily in that sector. European investors
provided capital to expand railroad lines and to improve
ocean and river transport. Commercial AGRICULTURE took
off as cattle ranching and sheep grazing continued to
dominate economic production and farmers focused on
the cultivation of grains and other goods. The close eco-
nomic relationship between Argentina and Great Britain
strengthened after 1880 as Argentine agriculturalists
exported raw materials that went into British industrial
production. In exchange, manufacturers in Britain pro-
vided finished industrial goods for the Argentine market.

Roca and his successor, Miguel Juirez Celman (b.
1844—d. 1909), solidified PAN control over the political
scene by using government wealth to maintain support
among provincial leaders. Much of the expansion in the
national treasury was fueled by increased tariff revenues.
Government borrowing also contributed to expanding
coffers, which allowed leaders to finance costly devel-
opmental projects. Unwise spending and irresponsible
borrowing, however, combined with poor fiscal policies
as the government abandoned the corp standard and
flooded the market with national currency. By 1889,
the Argentine government was facing a financial crisis
as investment money from Great Britain dried up. The
short-term economic crisis motivated political opposi-
tion of the PAN to form the Uni6n Civica (Civic Union)
and to revolt against the government. The Revolution
of ’90 was thwarted by an agreement between Roca and
Mitre, in which Roca agreed to support his political rival
for president in 1892 in exchange for a return to politi-
cal stability. By 1892, however, Roca had reneged on the
pact with Mitre. Roca supported two PAN leaders in the
1890s and eventually won his own second term as presi-
dent in 1898.

As the 19th century drew to a close, the liberal
oligarchy created by Roca still dominated Argentina’s
political and economic systems. The nation seemed to
have achieved great progress over the final decades of
the century, but underlying problems lingered. Social and
economic inequalities created under the liberal oligarchs
would need to be addressed in the 20th century.

See also ArcenTINA (Vols. I, IV); PERU, VICEROYALTY
or (Vol. II); Rio pE LA Prata, Vicerovarty or (Vol. II);
Unrtep Provinces oF Rio pE 1A Prara (Vol. ID).
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Further reading:

Jonathan C. Brown. A Brief History of Argentina, 2d ed. (New
York: Facts On File, 2010).

Daniel K. Lewis. The History of Argentina (Westport, Conn.:
Greenwood Press, 2001).

Gabriela Montaldo and Graciela R. Nouzeilles. The Argen-
tina Reader: History, Culture, and Society (Durham, N.C.:
Duke University Press, 2002).

David Rock. State Building and Political Movements in Argen-
tina, 1860-1916 (Stanford, Calif.: Stanford University
Press, 2002).

Nicolas Shumway. The Invention of Argentina (Berkeley: Uni-
versity of California Press, 1991).

Argentine-Brazil War See CispLatine War.

“Ariel”  “Ariel” is an essay written by Uruguayan lit-
erary figure José Enrique Rodé (b. 1871-d. 1917) and
published in 1900. It is considered a major contribution
to the tradition of MopERNISM in Latin American LIT-
ERATURE. “Ariel” critiques the materialistic and utilitarian
culture of the United States and celebrates the spiritual
and artistic nature of Latin American culture.

Rodé was a philosopher and educator who dedicated
his career to studying politics and society in Uruguay.
He worked as a university professor in Montevideo
and on two occasions served in the national legislature.
“Ariel” is considered to be his defining work and one
of the most articulate expressions of his philosophy of
human society. Characters in the essay appear to be
inspired by those in William Shakespeare’s The Tempest.
Ariel represents the idealistic and aesthetic culture of
Latin America and the true markers of civilization.
Caliban represents the trend in U.S. culture to embrace
progress and utilitarianism. In the essay, the teacher
Préspero gives a lecture to his students in which he
denounces the loss of spirituality and high culture in
the face of materialism. Rodé structures his critique in
a similar manner to Argentine writer and political leader
Dowmingo F. Sarmiento by pitting civilization against
barbarism. But unlike Sarmiento, who lauded the civi-
lizing democratic traditions of the United States, Rodé
considered the U.S. fascination with material wealth to
be a veiled form of barbarism.

“Ariel” was published on the heels of the U.S. victory
in the War or 1898. Rodé used the work as an appeal for
a Latin American identity that would challenge the hege-
mony of the United States. The essay was well received
by critics throughout Latin America.

Further reading:

C. C. Bacheller. “An Introduction for Studies on Rodd.” His-
pania 46, no. 4 (December 1963): 764-769.

José Enrique Rodé. Ariel (Austin: University of Texas Press,
1988).
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art A general term used to describe many forms of
creative expression, including MUsic, LITERATURE, and
drama, the term also specifically refers to visual arts such
as painting, sculpture, ARCHITECTURE, and photography.
Artistic expressions in 19th-century Latin America made
a transition from the European-dominated styles and
themes that had defined the colonial period to more local
and nationalistic forms that eventually dominated in the
20th century. Art became a way for Latin Americans to
express their national identity.

Many Latin American artists during the colonial
period produced works inspired by the Renaissance,
baroque, and neoclassical styles that prevailed in Europe.
Some local and native subjects appeared in colonial art,
setting it apart from the predominant European styles,
but for the most part, Latin American artists followed
the general stylistic trends of European artists. The
cultural emancipation of Latin America brought about
by the wars of independence in the early 19th century
allowed for a gradual shift away from European inspira-
tion. One reason for the slow shift away from European
artistic hegemony was that in the decades immediately
following independence, European artists flocked to
Latin America to seek inspiration for the emerging artis-
tic style of RomanTICISM. Spain and Portugal had kept
the American colonies relatively isolated from the rest
of Europe, and the postindependence opening of Latin
America gave European artists access to the colorful
landscapes and natural beauty the region had to offer.
The beauty of natural Latin American scenery worked
well within romanticism’s emphasis on imagination and
passion. Yet, the presence of European artists in Latin
America and local artists’ propensity for traveling to
Europe for training meant that much of the artwork
produced in the first half of the 19th century was heav-
ily influenced by European impressions of the Latin
American experience.

Romanticism’s influence on Latin American art in
the early 19th century is also evident in the nationalistic
and heroic themes that appeared in painting, sculpture,
and other visual expressions. Some of the most famous
paintings of this period are the official portraits of
national leaders such as ARGENTINA’S JuAN MANUEL DE
Rosas and MEexico’s ANTONIO LOPEZ DE SANTA ANNA.
The Brazilian artist Manuel de Aradjo Porto-alegre (b.
1806—-d. 1879) produced portraits of BraziL’s leaders, and
one of his most famous works depicts the coronation of
Pepro II. Although the themes portrayed in these works
were both nationalistic and patriotic, the style and inspi-
ration for them came largely from European artists in the
Americas or through the training Latin American artists
received in Paris and Rome.

In the final decades of the 19th century, Latin
American artists began incorporating the natural scenery
more fully into their works. The Argentine Pampas, the
Brazilian Amazon, and other rural landscapes became the
setting of a number of paintings. Mexican painter José

Marfa Velasco (b. 1840-d. 1912) took inspiration from
the natural setting of the Valley of Mexico in his late-cen-
tury works. Historic events had been portrayed in early
19th-century artwork, but in later decades, artists began
focusing greater attention on epic battles and the heroic
events that had shaped the new nations in the colonial
period and in the early years after independence. Those
changes paved the way for a major shift toward popular
art in Latin America in the 20th century.
See also arT (Vols. I, 11, IV).

Further reading:

Dawn Ades. Art in Latin America: The Modern Era, 1820-1980
(New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1989).

Leslie Bethell. A Cultural History of Latin America: Literature,
Music, and the Visual Arts in the Nineteenth and Twenti-
eth Centuries (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1998).

Leopoldo Castedo. A History of Latin American Art and Ar-
chitecture from Pre-Columbian Times to Present (New York:
Praeger, 1969).

Kellen Kee Mclntyre and Richard E. Phillips. Woman and
Art in Early Modern Latin America (Leiden, Netherlands:
Brill, 2007).

Aruba See CariBeean, DuTcHh.

Aycinena Pifol, Juan José de (b. 1792-d. 1865)
leading Guatemalan conservative spokesman in Central
America Born into a wealthy landowning family in
Antigua, GUATEMALA, Juan José de Aycinena Pifiol earned
a doctorate degree from the University of San Carlos
in Guatemala City and in 1817 entered the priesthood.
He supported Central American independence from
Spain in 1821 and its annexation to the Mexican Empire
through 1823. In 1829, the liberals gained control of
the Unitep Provinces oF CeENTRAL AMERICA, which
consisted of Guatemala along with other present-day
Central American nations. Liberals worked hard to sepa-
rate CENTRAL AMERICA from the Mexican Empire, while
Aycinena advocated a more conservative political strategy
for the region. Because of those ideological differences,
Aycinena and most of his family spent a good deal of
time during the 1830s in the United States. Impressed
by the U.S. road and canal building boom at the time,
Aycinena envisioned a transisthmian canal as a vehicle to
Central American prosperity. At that time, however, there
was no interest for such a project among the Central
American leadership. Also while in the United States,
Aycinena authored nine books characterized by a com-
mon theme: the call for a constitutional monarchy and
a secular church in Central America. When he returned
to Guatemala in 1837, Aycinena used his newspaper,
El Observador, to advocate the breakup of the United
Provinces of Central America.



Aycinena became the most influential adviser to
President RaraeL Carrera, holding positions that
included minister of justice, minister of foreign affairs,
and minister of ecclesiastical affairs. For a time, Aycinena
was rector of the University of San Carlos.

Further reading:
David L. Chandler. “Peace through Disunion: Father Juan
José de Aycinena and the Fall of the Central American
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Federation.” Hispanic American Historical Review 46, no. 1
(October 1989): 137-157.

Miles Wortman. Government and Society in Central Amer-
ica, 1680-1840 (New York: Columbia University Press,
1982).

Azevedo, Aluisio See Szun, THE.



Baez, Buenaventura (b. 1810-d. 1882) caudillo and
president of the Dominican Republic Buenaventura Bdez
was a cAUDILLO in the Dominican RepusLic who rose
to prominence following the Dominican declaration of

An 1854 portrait of Buenaventura Baez, caudillo and president
of the Dominican Republic various times between 1849 and
1878 (Library of Congress)
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independence and the end of the Harrian occupaTioN
or SanTo Domingo. Biez advocated annexation of the
Dominican Republic by the United States and alternated
power for several decades with his political rival PEbro
SANTANA.

Bdez was born to a wealthy family in SANTo DomiNGo
in 1810. He studied in the United States and Europe, and
in 1843, he participated in the Dominican revolt against
Harrr. Biez became president of the newly independent
nation in 1849, following the rule of the caudillo Santana.
For nearly two decades, the two caudillos remained
bitter rivals and constantly challenged each other for
power. Throughout Béez’s five presidential administra-
tions (1849-53, 185658, 1865-66, 1868-73, 1876-78),
he continually attempted to secure foreign protection
for his nation by negotiating with Spain, France, and
the United States. Despite his support of annexation,
when the Spanish attempted to reacquire the Dominican
Republic in 1861, Bdez supporters opposed the move
and helped lead revolts against the Spanish and against
Santana in the WaARrR oF REesToraTiON. Bdez, who had
been exiled in Europe, returned to rule in 1865 after the
Spanish were forced to abandon the island. Upon return-
ing to the Dominican Republic, however, Biez found a
nation bitterly divided by regional rivalries. He made one
final unsuccessful attempt to negotiate annexation by the
United States before being forced from office for good in
1878. Béez fled into exile, where he died in 1882.

Further reading:

Luis Martinez-Ferndndez. “The Sword and the Crucifix:
Church-State Relations and Nationality in the Nine-
teenth-Century Dominican Republic.” Latin American
Research Review 30, no. 1 (1995): 69-93.



William Javier Nelson. “The Haitian Political Situation and
Its Effect on the Dominican Republic, 1849-1877.” The
Americas 45, no. 2 (October 1988): 227-235.

Bahamas See CariBBean, BrrTisk.

Balmaceda, José Manuel (b. 1840-d. 1891) pres-
ident of Chile José Manuel Balmaceda was a liberal
politician who served as president of CHILE from 1886
to 1891. During his presidency, he aggressively pursued
a variety of liberal reforms to transform the nation’s
economic and social systems and attempted to curb
the growing power of the legislature. His clash with
Congress eventually led to the CarLean Crvic War and
to his overthrow.

Balmaceda was born in SanTiaco pe CHILE on July
19, 1840. Through his early education, he was swayed
by liberal political thought and in 1849, joined a coali-
tion of anti-Conservative leaders in a movement against
President Manuel Bulnes (1841-51). He began his politi-
cal career as a congressional deputy and then held sev-
eral prominent cabinet positions under his predecessor,
President Domingo Santa Marifa (1881-86).

As part of a liberal coalition whose influence was
strengthening, Balmaceda was elected president in 1886.
With a national treasury swelling with revenues from
the prosperous EcoNomy, Balmaceda shored up his sup-
port and embarked on an aggressive reform agenda.
He devoted a large portion of the national budget to
improving infrastructure and other public works, includ-
ing the construction of bridges, canals, and railroad lines.
Balmaceda devoted new resources to improving EDUCA-
TION, supporting the efforts of positivist intellectual
VALENTIN LETELIER MADARIAGA.

Several years of unfettered spending, followed by
a downturn in the nation’s economy, left Chile with a
large public debt. Concern over spending combined
with long-standing animosity between the executive and
Congress. The legislative body had succeeded in wrest-
ing a large degree of control away from the executive
in the 1870s. Balmaceda aimed to strengthen the presi-
dency once again. Conflict between the two branches of
government culminated in a violent civil war in 1891.

After months of fighting, Balmaceda’s forces were
overcome by the parliamentary army, and the defeated
president fled to the Argentine embassy. He took his own
life on September 19, 1891.

Further reading:

Harold Blakemore. British Nitrates and Chilean Politics, 1886—
1896: Balmaceda and North (London: Athlone Press, 1974).

John R. Bowman and Michael Wallerstein. “The Fall of Bal-
maceda and Public Finance in Chile: New Data for an
Old Debate.” Journal of Interamerican Studies and World
Affairs 24, no. 4 (November 1982): 421-460.
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Banda Oriental Banda Oriental refers to the
southern portion of present-day Urucuay. Translated
as “eastern bank,” the Banda Oriental was under
Spanish control during the colonial period and became
part of the United Provinces of the Rio de la Plata
during the independence era. In 1817, Brazilian forces
under the Portuguese regent and future king John VI (r.
1816-26) invaded the region and claimed the territory
for BraziL. The Banda Oriental had long been at the
center of a boundary dispute between the Spanish and
the Portuguese, and John took advantage of the political
instability created during the wars of independence to
expand Brazil’s borders.

In 1821, John formally annexed the Banda Oriental
and renamed it the Cisplatine Province. For the next
four years, it was occupied by Portuguese troops, but
the government in Buenos Amres did not cede claims
to the territory. In 1825, Juax ANToNIO LaAvALLEA led a
group of rebels known as the TaIRTY-THREE IMMORTALS
in a revolt against the Brazilian presence in the prov-
ince. Argentine president BERNARDINO Rivabpavia sup-
ported the movement, and tensions between ARGENTINA
and Brazil eventually culminated in the CispLATINE
War (1825-28). Both nations struggled, with the new
Brazilian emperor Pepro I facing internal revolts and
the Argentine government enduring internal divisions.
Eventually, arbitration by British and French mediators
created the Republic of Uruguay as a buffer between
Brazil and Argentina. European interests secured trading
rights with Montevideo, the capital of the new nation,
and other parts of the Rio de la Plata and Uruguay
became an important part of the global economic net-
work that developed in South America through the rest
of the 19th century.

See also BaAnpa OrientaL (Vol. IT); Rio DE 14 PraTa,
Vicerovarty of (Vol. IT); UntTep Provinces oF THE Rio
DE LA Prata (Vol. II).

Further reading:

Ron L. Seckinger. “South American Power Politics during
the 1820s.” Hispanic American Historical Review 56, no. 2
(May 1976): 241-267.

Barbados See Carissean, BriTish.

Barreda, Gabino (b. 1818-d. 1881) Mexican intel-
lectual and promoter of positivism Gabino Barreda was a
Mexican scientist and intellectual who introduced the
French notion of posrtivism to MEexico in the late 19th
century. Barreda and other intellectuals who followed his
ideas modified French positivism to suit Mexico’s needs

and promoted Mexican positivism as an official ideology
of the PorririaTo (1876-1911).
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Barreda was born in PuesLa in 1818 and as a young
man began studying law. In 1844, he changed to sci-
ence and medicine and in 1848, went to Paris where
he befriended and studied with French philosopher
Auguste Comte. Barreda was swayed by Comte’s theo-
ries on positivism and began writing essays and other
works incorporating positivist ideas into his thoughts on
Mexican history and society. In 1867, he gave his famous
Independence Day speech, which attracted the attention
of President Bentto JuArez. The president asked him
to lead efforts to reform the nation’s educational system
along secular, scientific, and positivist lines (see EnpUCA-
TION). Barreda founded the National Preparatory School
and worked diligently to give Mexico’s educational and
social foundations a more scientific orientation.

Barreda succeeded in promoting positivism among
Mexican intellectuals, and the philosophy continued to
morph over the years as the early chaos of the 19th cen-
tury gave way to more stability in the 1860s and 1870s.
Barreda’s National Preparatory School educated many of
those who would eventually become the cientiFicos, or
the inner circle of political advisers to Porririo Diaz.

In 1878, Barreda resigned from the National
Preparatory School and took a diplomatic post. He died
in Mexico Crry in 1881.

Further reading:
William D. Raat. “Ideas and Society in Don Porfirio’s Mexi-
co.” The Americas 30, no. 1 (July 1973): 32-53.

Barrios, Gerardo (b. 1813-d. 1865) liberal president
of El Salvador Born into one of EL SALvADOR’s promi-
nent landholding families, Gerardo Barrios joined the
MILITARY in 1840 and 16 years later earned a leader-
ship position in the movement to overthrow WiLLiam
WALKER in Nicaragua. As a result of his military prowess,
Barrios developed a close relationship with Guatemalan
conservative RAFAEL CARrRErRA, who awarded Barrios
with Guatemara’s highest recognition, the Cross of
Honor, in 1858. The friendship soured, however, after
Barrios assumed the Salvadoran presidency later that
same year.

Barrios accepted the liberal-positivist philosophy
that served as the basis for an economic program that
benefited mainly the conservative elite. For example,
Barrios’s land distribution programs were designed to
increase production rather than to aid small, poor
landowners. In addition, laborers employed on corree
plantations were exempted from military service and tax
incentives encouraged planters to expand their harvest,
and the government attempted to develop its own mer-
chant fleet to aid in the exportation of coffee. Barrios
also expanded road and port construction and internal
communications. Moreover, like other liberals of that
time, Barrios improved the nation’s EDUCATION system,
although only for the middle and upper social sectors.

Barrios reached an agreement with the Vatican that
required all priests to swear allegiance to the Salvadoran
constitution but not to a particular government or leader.
The Concordia may have assuaged his fears about the
church’s interference in political affairs, but by 1863,
Barrios’s liberal policies had earned him many enemies,
including conservative clergy and landowning elites, and
Guatemala’s Carrera, who led an invasion force into El
Salvador. The Guatemalan leader defeated Barrios at
Cojutepeque in late 1863 but permitted him to flee the
country. When Barrios attempted to return the following
year, he was captured by a Nicaraguan military contin-
gent, which turned him over to the Salvadoran authori-
ties. Barrios languished in jail until he faced a firing squad
on August 29, 1865.

Further reading:
Emiliano Cortés. Biografia del capitin general Gerardo Barrios
(San Salvador: n.p., 1965).

Barrios, Justo Rufino (b. 1835-d. 1885) presi-
dent and liberal leader in Guatemala (GUATEMALA’s reform
period began in 1871 and marked the end of conservative
political power. During that time, the country’s COFFEE-
based export EcoNomy emerged and accelerated. Justo
Rufino Barrios was responsible for many of the liberal
reforms that were put in place throughout the 1870s.

Born into a landowning and conservative elite fam-
ily in San Lorenzo, Barrios pursued his education in
Guatemala City, where he came under liberal influence,
particularly of future president Miguel Garcia Granados
(b. 1809—d. 1878).

Barrios followed fellow liberal Garcia Granados into
the presidential palace in 1873 and used the new consti-
tution of 1876 as the vehicle to his reelection in 1880.
Despite ruling with absolute power, Barrios was popular,
and many analysts of Guatemalan politics believe that he
could have stayed in power longer had he not been killed
in battle in 1885.

During the 1850s, coffee replaced indigo and cochi-
neal as Guatemala’s leading export, and Barrios pursued
policies that accelerated its growth. He permitted plant-
ers to encroach on indigenous communal lands and
instituted labor codes that tied most Amerindians to the
coffee plantations. Barrios established a banking system
to help the planters expand production, and he permit-
ted foreign companies and investments to develop roads,
railroads, ports, and port facilities. He allowed thousands
of German immigrants into Guatemala, and by 1914,
they had become the most influential coffee growers in
rural areas, as well as merchants in the urban centers. U.S.
investors soon followed, most notably the United Fruit
Company, which by the early 20th century had become
the country’s primary producer and exporter of bananas.
The company also controlled the TrRaNSPORTATION facili-
ties for exporting the nation’s coffee. In effect, Barrios



shifted the political power base from the merchant class
in Guatemala City and the landowners in the surround-
ing areas to the coffee growers of western Guatemala.

Barrios further extended liberal reform by pursuing
anticlerical policies. These included placing EpUcaTION
under state control, assigning the government responsi-
bility for keeping vital statistics, expelling foreign clergy,
and confiscating church property over the protests of
bishops. Amerindian groups lost the most as a result
of Barrios’s reforms. Foreign priests had traditionally
dominated the rural churches, where they also doubled
as primary school teachers. Their expulsion brought a
deterioration in rural education.

Barrios envisioned a unified CENTRAL AMERICA under
Guatemalan command. That vision died with him in bat-
tle against Salvadoran troops in the Battle of Chalchuapa
on August 29, 1885.

Further reading:

Paul Burgess. Justo Rufino Barrios: A Biography, 2d ed. (San
José: Editorial de la Universidad de Guatemala, 1946).
David McCreery. Development and the State in Reforma Gua-
temala, 1871-1885 (Athens: University of Ohio, 1983).

Belize Belize is a country in CenTrAL AMmERICA. It is
located along the Caribbean coast, south of Mexico and
north and east of GuaTemara. Belize is a relatively small
country, encompassing just under 9,000 square miles
(23,310 km?). It is the only nation in Central America
that was a British colony. English is the main language of
Belize, and the nation continues to be part of the British
Commonwealth.

Belize is located in the heart of Maya territory, and
in pre-Columbian times, large indigenous civilizations
populated the region. European incursions into Central
America began in the early 16th century as Spanish con-
quistadores explored the coastal regions. But, Spanish
settlers showed little interest in Belize and faced consider-
able resistance from the Amerindian population. The first
permanent settlements in Belize were founded by English
sailors in the 17th century. Those early settlers, called
Baymen, cut the logwood that was found in abundance in
the region and processed it for its natural dye. British eco-
nomic activities eventually expanded to include the pro-
cessing of mahogany, which dominated local economic
networks by the 1780s. Disputes between the British and
the Spanish for control of the area continued until late in
the 18th century. The British finally defeated the Spanish
and secured control over the small slice of Central
America in 1798. Defeat of the Spanish was accompanied
by even more British attention to the region.

As British presence expanded in Belize during the
18th century, agricultural activities began to evolve from
simple subsistence farming to feed the logging population
to plantation AGricULTURE intended for commodity export
production. But, British leaders continued to discourage

Belize 19

agriculture in favor of logging. A series of regulations had
gradually gone into effect to regulate land ownership in
the small colony. By the turn of the century, a small elite
had emerged among British loggers who claimed monop-
oly ownership of most of the best logwood and mahogany
territory. Hoping to maintain the supremacy of logging
and to ensure an ample labor supply for the industry,
British laws attempted to prohibit plantation agriculture
in the region, but Britain was unable to exercise real
authority over the area. Belize was under the jurisdiction
of the Jamaican superintendent, and there was little pres-
ence of British authority. Planters and logging interests
began a system of local government in which they elected
their own magistrates and passed local decrees dealing
with land ownership, TRADE, and taxation.

As the supplies of logwood and mahogany dimin-
ished along the coast, the British pushed farther into the
interior of Belize in the first decades of the 19th century.
British infiltration inland created conflict with the scat-
tered yet significant pockets of Maya still inhabiting the
interior. As the British continued to take over interior
lands, the scattered NaTive AMERICAN groups waged sev-
eral rebellions and challenged the logging companies for
control of the territory. The British Crown attempted to
bring the region more fully under its authority by sending
a superintendant and other Crown officials to administer
the region. In 1854, a local constitution was promulgated,
and a local legislative assembly was formed in an attempt
to fortify British claims to the region, especially as U.S.
leaders attempted to rid Central America of European
colonization. The region formally became a part of the
British colonial system as British Honduras. It was admin-
istratively associated with the Caribbean colony of Jamaica
but had a more formal system of colonial government.

Much of the manual labor involved in British log-
ging activities was performed by large numbers of African
slaves. The first slaves in Belize arrived indirectly via the
Brrtisu CariBBEAN colony of Jamaica, but before long,
traders were importing slaves directly to Belize from the
west coast of Africa. According to some estimates, slaves
made up more than 75 percent of the population by the
beginning of the 19th century. As in other areas with
a large slave Economy, the work performed by African
slaves in Belize was dangerous, and life expectancy was
low. Slaves were treated harshly by owners, and the
continuation of the slave trade prior to 1807 offered
few incentives to slave holders to provide more humane
living and working conditions. Malnutrition and disease
were rampant, and physical abuse was common, particu-
larly as a method of punishing unruly workers. Because
the British settlements were concentrated along the
coast, many slaves were able to escape and find refuge in
the dense, unsettled jungles of the inland territories.

The British ended the transatlantic slave trade in
1807, and in the early decades of the 19th century, the
slave population in Belize declined precipitously. In addi-
tion, a preference for male slaves in Latin America had
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created in imbalanced sex ratio, making natural repro-
duction all the more difficult. After the abolition of the
slave trade, religious reformers continued to pressure the
British Crown to abolish sLavery completely. In the com-
ing decades, a series of laws were introduced that paved
the way for gradual emancipation. Complete abolition
of slavery was finally achieved in the British colonies by
1838. Abolition laws called for the emancipation of all
slaves and compensated former slave owners. But, slaves
themselves received little help in making the transition
into the wage-earning workforce.

The former slave population created a diverse demo-
graphic network in the Belize population, but white set-
tlers maintained control of local economic and political
systems. Colonial officials restricted the freedoms and
privileges of the colored population by limiting access to
land and maintaining a closed political system. Similar
restrictions applied to the local indigenous population,
which continued to challenge British authority. Belize
became the destination of a large migration of Garifuna
(West Indians of mixed African and Amerindian heri-
tage) in the first half of the 19th century. Waves of Maya
migrants began arriving after 1847 as the Caste War
ofF THE YucaTAN displaced thousands of indigenous
inhabitants. The Garifuna and the Maya communities
were prohibited from owning land. Instead, they rented
from powerful British settlers, and in later decades, many
were moved on to reservations. Several groups of Maya
defied British colonial authority, and in the 1860s and
1870s, British troops struggled to put down rebellions in
the northwestern interior. Partially in response to those
rebellions, the British passed a new constitution in 1871
and changed the status of British Honduras to that of
“crown colony.” That change weakened local authority
but ensured a larger presence by the British MiLITARY.

The final decades of the 19th century were defined
by even more intensive concentration of land ownership
in British Honduras. The British Honduras Company
formed in the 1850s, and its owners took advantage of
new land laws to begin consolidating control over the
region’s most valuable real estate. In 1875, the company
changed its name to the Belize Estate and Produce
Company. It secured ownership over most of the colony’s
arable land, and company officials wielded enormous
political power. Unequal distribution of economic and
political power combined with long-standing practices
discouraging the development of agriculture produced a
weak and ineffective economic system in the last half of
the 19th century. Little changed for the colony until well
into the 20th century. Belize finally became an indepen-
dent nation in 1981.

See also Berize (Vols. I, 11, IV).

Further reading:

O. Nigel Bolland. Belize from Conguest to Crown Colony: The
Formation of a Colonial Society (Baltimore, Md.: Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1977).

Héctor Pérez Bignoli. A Brief History of Central America
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 1989).

Bello, Andrés (b. 1781-d. 1865) Venezuelan intel-
lectual, writer, and founder of the University of Chile Andrés
Bello was born in Caracas on November 29, 1781. In
his youth, he demonstrated a desire and gift for learn-
ing and began studying law, philosophy, and science at
the University of Venezuela. He knew Alexander von
Humboldt and Simén Bolivar and accompanied the
former on part of his famous tour of South America,
cultivating his own interest in geography and nature.
In 1810, he went with Bolivar to London on the orders
of the Caracas governing junta. Bello remained there as
a diplomatic representative for VENEzueLa and CHILE
and wrote several of his most famous literary works (see
LITERATURE).

In 1829, Bello relocated to SanTiaco pE CHILE to
work in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. He continued
his intellectual pursuits and entered Chilean politics.
In 1843, he founded the UniversiTy oF CHILE and as
university rector instituted reforms in higher Epucation.
Bello and the Chilean government saw higher education
as a way of reinforcing national identity and instilling
civic responsibility in the population. Bello saw language,
in particular, as a tool for national cultural advancement
and wrote his influential Gramatica de la lengua castellana
destinada al uso de los americanos as an introduction to
the theory and practice of the Spanish language in the
Americas. He served for a time in the national legislature
and helped write Chile’s civil code, which went into effect
in 1855. Bello’s code became a model for similar docu-
ments in numerous other Latin American countries in
later decades of the 19th century.

Bello died on October 15, 1865 in Santiago.

Further reading:

Ivan Jaksic. Andrés Bello: Scholarship and Nation-Building in
Nineteenth-Century Latin America (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2001).

Betances, Ramon Emeterio (b.1827-d.1898) doc-
tor and Puerto Rican revolutionary Ramén Emeterio
Betances was among the most prominent Puerto Rican
nationalists, known to many as the father of the Puerto
Rican independence movement. A physician, a writer,
and an outspoken abolitionist, he was one of the leading
opponents of Spanish colonial control of Puerto Rico
during the 19th century.

Betances was born on April 8, 1827, to a wealthy land-
owning family in the town of Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico. As
a young man, he was educated in Europe, receiving his
medical degree from the University of Paris in 1855. On
his return to Puerto Rico, Betances first gained notoriety
for his laborious efforts to provide medical treatment



to the poor and needy in the town of Mayagiiez, during
a five-year cholera epidemic on the island. In 1856, he
founded a secret abolitionist society, but after its discov-
ery by the Spanish authorities, he was exiled.

Betances was allowed to return to Puerto Rico in the
1860s but found himself exiled again on two occasions
on suspicion of inciting rebellion against the Spanish
Crown. He spent the years abroad writing political
pieces on the abolition of sLavery and the indepen-
dence of Puerto Rico. In SanTo Dominco, he founded
the Comrté RevorucioNario pE PuerTo Rico (Puerto
Rican Revolutionary Committee), a secret organization
dedicated to the violent overthrow of the Spanish colo-
nial regime. Communicating through letters to fellow
revolutionaries on the Puerto Rican mainland, Betances
was the chief planner of a military uprising on September
23, 1868, known as the Grrto pE Lares. Although the
rebels succeeded in taking control of the town of Lares,
they did not gain the support of the civilian populace.
Hardened Spanish troops defeated the rebel army on the
outskirts of the town of San Sebastidn de Pepino, killing
or capturing most of them less than 24 hours after the
uprising began.

After the failure of the uprising, Betances traveled
throughout the Caribbean as well as to New York, work-
ing as a writer and continuing to advocate for the inde-
pendence of Puerto Rico. Failing to gain the necessary
financial or political support for a second revolution, he
spent the remainder of his life in France working as a dip-
lomat for the Dominican RepusLic and a delegate to the
Cuban Revolutionary Junta. Betances was awarded the
French Legion of Honor in 1887 for his work as a dip-
lomat, his medical service while in France, and his con-
tributions to political LiTEraATURE. He strongly opposed
the seemingly inevitable annexation of Puerto Rico by
the United States following the conclusion of the War
or 1898 in August of that year. He became increasingly
frustrated with the Puerto Rican people’s unwillingness
to demand their independence rather than be absorbed
by the United States. He died on September 16, 1898,
and his remains were returned to Puerto Rico in 1920,
where they were interred in his hometown.

Further reading:

Olga Jiménez de Wagenheim. Puerto Rico’s Revolt for Indepen-
dence: El Grito de Lares (Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press,
1985).

Arturo Morales-Carrion, ed. Puerto Rico: A Political and Cul-
tural History New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1983).

Blanco Party The Blanco Party was originally a
political group formed by ManuveL OrisEe in the 1830s in
Urucuay. It became a formal political party in 1872 and
was the foundation for the present-day National Party
of Uruguay. The blancos represented the interests of the
rural ranching and agricultural sector in the early years
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after independence. The group was at war throughout
much of the 19th century with the rival Cororapo
ParTy.

Uruguay achieved complete independence in the
1828 Treaty of Montevideo at the conclusion of the
CispLaTINE War. The region, known as the Banpa
OrienTAL during the colonial era, had been a province
of the Viceroyalty of Rio de la Plata. Between 1814 and
1820, local forces under the leadership of José Gervasio
Artigas fought for provincial autonomy against the cen-
tralist leadership in Buenos Arres. In 1821, the Banda
Oriental was invaded by Brazilian forces, and in 1825,
a new MILITARY force under the leadership of Juan
AnToNiO Lavariesa led an insurgency against Brazii,
with the assistance of ArRGeNTINA. Citizens of the Banda
Oriental fractured into two groups, one supporting the
Brazilian occupation and the other favoring an alli-
ance with Buenos Aires. The latter group provided the
foundation for the formation of the Blanco Party in
later decades. The conflict between Brazil and Argentina
escalated into the CispLATINE WAR, and British media-
tors helped settle the war three years after it began, at
the same time securing the independence of Uruguay.
Uruguayan patriots wrote the CoNsTITUTION OF 1830,
which established a strongly centralized government.
Jost Fructuoso Rivera was elected president that same
year and began implementing the centralist measures
outlined in the constitution.

Rivera’s administration began its cautious leadership
over the newly formed nation and almost immediately
met considerable resistance from the rural cauvpirLos
and other provincial leaders. Lavalleja led a resistance
movement against the government and, after its failure,
escaped into exile. In 1834, Rivera supported Oribe’s
candidacy for president, and power changed hands peace-
fully. Nevertheless, in the coming years, disputes began
to surface between the ranchers of the countryside and
the merchants of the main urban center of Montevideo.
Oribe tended to side with rural interests and emerged as
the leader of the blancos. He formed a close relationship
with Buenos Aires governor and Argentine dictator Juan
ManvueL D Rosas. Rivera rejected Uruguayan ranchers’
demands for near complete autonomy and formed an
opposition group that eventually became the Colorado
Party.

In 1838, Rivera overthrew the Oribe government.
The deposed Blanco leader went into exile in Argentina,
protected by his caudillo ally. Meanwhile, Rivera drew
support from wunitario exiles in Montevideo and actively
attempted to destabilize the Rosas government in neigh-
boring Argentina. Hostilities between the blancos and the
colorados quickly escalated into a full-scale civil war. The
Guerra GrANDE raged between 1838 and 1851 as both
sides competed for control of the nation. The two parties
drew foreign powers into the struggle. The Argentine
government under Rosas supported Oribe and the blan-
cos as the defenders of federalism in the Southern Cone.
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Brazil, France, and Great Britain aided the Colorado
Party, seeing Rivera’s party as the best alternative for
maintaining free and open TRADE networks through
Montevideo. The Colorado Party also earned the sup-
port of the like-minded uniT4rIOS of Argentina, many of
whom had fled into exile during the Rosas dictatorship.

The Guerra Grande was characterized by a lengthy
siege of Montevideo. Oribe’s forces, backed by Rosas,
forced Rivera to flee to Brazil in 1842. The Blanco leader
then ordered the siege of the capital city, which lasted for
the next nine years. During that time, Colorado leaders
in Montevideo benefited from protection of the British
and French naval forces that kept the port city supplied
and maintained open sea access. Blanco forces controlled
most of the countryside and sealed off the city from the
rest of the country. After nine years of a seeming impasse,
British and French forces withdrew their assistance, and
Montevideo was on the verge of falling to the blancos.
Before the blancos could claim victory, however, their alli-
ance with the Rosas dictatorship collapsed as Justo Jost
pE Urquiza led an alliance of disillusioned Argentine
caudillos and exiled intellectuals against the dictator.
Rosas withdrew from Uruguay, leaving the blancos to
carry out the Guerra Grande on their own. The Treaty
of Montevideo finally ended the conflict and declared
neither side the clear winner. Nevertheless, the end of the
Guerra Grande marked the beginning of a long period
of Colorado domination that lasted well into the 20th
century.

The Blanco Party continued to operate within
Uruguay’s political system, enjoying its traditional sup-
port among the nation’s rural sectors. Nevertheless, the
party struggled beneath the domination of the colorados,
who controlled Montevideo and other major urban
centers. Blanco candidate Bernardo Berro (b. 1803—d.
1868) managed to win the presidency in 1860 only to
be overthrown by a Colorado revolt four years later.
Berro’s overthrow began a period of internal instability
in Uruguay and contributed to the emergence of exter-
nal alliances that culminated in the War or THE TRiPLE
Arviance. In that war, the Blanco Party paired up with
Paraguayan dictator Francisco Sorano LOpez against
the Colorado Party and its allies, Brazil and Argentina.
The War of the Triple Alliance was the most destructive
single conflict in all of South America in the 19th century.
The conclusion of the war brought defeat for Paraguay
and once again subjected the blancos to the hegemony of
the Colorado Party.

In 1872, the Blanco Party changed its name to the
National Party, and this remains the name of the party
today. Also in the 1870s, leaders in Uruguay introduced
the system of coparticipacion, in which the minority party
was guaranteed specific levels of representation and
political power. Despite attempts at compromise, conflict
between the National and Colorado Parties continued
throughout the final decades of the 19th century. One
final revolt in 1897 was initiated by National Party

leader Aparacio Saravia (b. 1856—d. 1904), who accused
Colorado leaders of failing to fulfill the compromise of
coparticipacion. Saravia forced the Colorado government
to agree to new concessions before the rebellion sub-
sided. The National Party leader controlled politics in
the countryside until the rise of populist president José
Battle y Ordoéiiez in the early 20th century.

Further reading:

David Rock. “State-Building and Political Systems in Nine-
teenth-Century Argentina and Uruguay.” Past and Present,
no. 167 (May 2000): 176-202.

Bogota Bogoti is the capital city of CoLoms1a. It was
home to a relatively large indigenous population in the
pre-Columbian era. Spanish explorer Gonzalo Jiménez
de Quesada founded the city of Santa Fe de Bogotd
in 1538. The city emerged as a cultural and economic
center and became the capital of the Viceroyalty of New
Granada in 1717.

The colonial elite of Bogotd were some of the first
in Latin America to rebel against Spanish authority,
declaring the colony’s complete independence in 1810.
Bogotd was liberated by Simé6n Bolivar and his insurgent
forces in 1814, and the Congress of the recently formed
United Provinces of New Granada relocated to the city
in 1815. The republic fell back under Spanish control the
following year, but by 1819, the independence of New
Granada had been secured. Bolivar then established the
Republic of Gran Coromsia. Administrative divisions
within the new republic were structured to allow power
sharing among three equal departments, but Bogotd
emerged as the main seat of authority. Conflict over the
divisions of power eventually led to the dissolution of
Gran Colombia, and Bogotd became the capital of the
Republic of New Granada, the predecessor of present-
day Colombia.

Despite its role as the administrative and cultural
center of Colombia, Bogotd was slow to develop in the
early decades of the 19th century. A national museum,
public library, and national theater opened in the capital
city in the years immediately following independence, but
access to such cultural outlets was limited. Factional con-
flict between liberal and conservative interests plagued
the region for decades, impeding the development of a
cohesive national culture. Brief periods of liberal rule
resulted in increasing secularization of the educational
system (see EDUCATION). A national university opened in
Bogota in 1867 and became a center of cultural and intel-
lectual development.

Despite these modest gains, Bogotd remained rela-
tively isolated until an era of conservative rule known as
the Regeneration in the 1880s. Under the leadership of
President RaraeL NUREz, political authority in Colombia
was centralized in Bogotd. In the final decades of the 19th
century, the government devoted resources to developing
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Panoramic sketch of Bogota, Colombia, circa 1863 (From Travels in Mexico, South America, Etc. Etc, by Godfrey Thomas Vigne. London: Wm.
H. Allen & Co., 1863, p. 263)

the infrastructure of the capital city. Foreign investors
from the United States and Europe were largely respon-
sible for building railroads and developing a communica-
tions infrastructure. By the end of the 19th century, a
telegraph network was in place with Bogot at the center.
Railroads connecting Bogotd to the rest of the country
were completed, although the expansion of Colombia’s
TRANSPORTATION sector occurred much more slowly than
in other areas of Latin America. Theaters and other cul-
tural centers opened, and the city’s educated elite formed
literary groups. The modernization trends that began in
Bogotd during the Regeneration continued in the 20th
century. The city remains one of the most important
cultural and economic centers of Colombia.

See also BocoTid (Vols. 1, II, IV); BoLrivar, Stm6oN

(Vol. II).

Further reading:

David Bushnell. The Making of Modern Colombia: A Nation
in Spite of Irself (Berkeley: University of California Press,
1993).

Frank Palacios and Mark Safford. Colombia: Fragmented
Land, Divided Society (New York: Oxford University Press,
2002).

Bolivarian Constitution (Bolivian Constitution of
1826) The Bolivarian Constitution was a document
written by Simén Bolivar spelling out a system of gov-

ernment for the newly independent republic of BoLivia.
The document marks the first real attempt by Bolivar to
formalize the political ideas he articulated in writings such
as the Famaica Letter during the wars of independence in
South America. Bolivar’s constitution called for a strong
executive, reminiscent of the Spanish system during the
colonial period. Even though it was replaced by a more
liberal document within a few years, Bolivar’s vision left a
lasting legacy in Bolivia and elsewhere in South America.

The Bolivarian Constitution called for four branches
of government. First, a highly centralized executive led
by a lifetime president would oversee the government
and maintain order. As a lifetime appointment, the
presidency was designed to provide the head of state
with extraordinary power, including the ability to groom
a successor. Bolivar hoped a strong leader would prevent
infighting among regional elites and keep the new nation
from splintering in its early years. A second branch was
the tricameral Congress made up of the Senate, Chamber
of Tribunes, and Chamber of Censors. Congress was
responsible for making laws and serving as a check on the
executive branch. The third and fourth branches were the
judicial and electoral branches. The constitution imposed
stringent limits on suffrage, granting only educated,
wealthy, property-owning citizens the right to vote. Most
political experts consider the political system outlined in
the document to have been unworkable. Understandably,
many of Bolivar’s political visions led to a great deal of
conflict.
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Bolivar drafted the Bolivarian Constitution in
Lima, while serving as president of Peru. Shortly after
completing it, the Liberator was called back to Gran
CoromBia—the confederation he had helped create,
made up of present-day CoLoMBIA, VENEZUELA, ECUADOR,
and Panama—to put down a rebellion against the gov-
ernment. Bolivar had been serving as Gran Colombian
president in absentia, having left his vice president,
Francisco DE PaurLA SANTANDER, in charge. After sub-
duing several local insurrections and restoring himself
as president, Bolivar attempted to implement a similar
version of his Bolivarian Constitution in Gran Colombia.
The liberal-minded elite in Gran Colombia repudiated
the Bolivarian Constitution, and Bolivar responded by
disbanding Congress and assuming full dictatorial powers.
Numerous adversaries began to rise in opposition, and by
1830, Bolivar’s attempts to impose an autocratic political
system in Gran Colombia had ended with the overthrow
of the Liberator and the dissolution of Gran Colombia.

Despite its relatively short duration of being in
effect, the Bolivarian Constitution has had an enduring
legacy. Numerous Latin American governments resorted
to Bolivarian-style executive power throughout the 19th
century in an attempt to stabilize fractured political sys-
tems. The tendency of strong central rule and the legacy
of Bolivar’s vision have continued in many areas into the
20th century. Most notably, Venezuela’s president Hugo
Chivez drafted his own “Bolivarian Constitution” in
1999, in which he articulated many of the same ideas of
government and Latin American solidarity that had been
proposed by the Liberator in 1826.

See also Bovrivar, Stmén (Vol. II).

Further reading:

Richard W. Slatta and Jane Lucas de Grummond. Simzdn
Bolivar’s Quest for Glory (College Station: Texas A&M
University Press, 2003).

Bolivia Bolivia today is a landlocked Andean country
to the north of ArGenTINA and to the east of northern
Cuice and southern Peru. During the colonial period,
Bolivia was referred to as Upper Peru, or Charcas, and
until the late 18th century, it was part of the Viceroyalty
of Peru. A small white population controlled the wealth
produced in the colony, while a large Aymara and
Quechua Indian population labored in mines and agri-
cultural fields. In 1776, the Viceroyalty of Rio de la Plata
absorbed Upper Peru into its administrative structure.

INDEPENDENCE

A group of influential creoles and mestizos followed
the lead of other independence movements in South
America by declaring independence and attempting to
initiate self-rule in 1809. Nevertheless, the movement
failed to attract necessary support from the elite, who
feared a resurgence of ethnic violence after the 1780

Tapac Amaru II revolt in the Andes. The rebellion was
easily defeated by the royalist army sent from Peru, but
its leaders, known as the Generation of 1809, provided
inspiration to future independence movements.

For the next 15 years, citizens of Upper Peru found
themselves torn between liberation movements originat-
ing in Argentina and the strong arm of Spanish rule in
neighboring Liva. When an Argentine junta declared
independence on May 25, 1810, supporters in Upper Peru
enthusiastically joined the movement only to be put down
quickly once again by royalist forces from Lower Peru. In
an era known as the Fifteen Years’ War, Argentine armies
repeatedly attempted to liberate Upper Peru between
1810 and 1825, and each time, the Spanish mrLITARY
forces from Lower Peru repelled the invasions. Also dur-
ing that time, pockets of Bolivian-led guerrilla insurgen-
cies dotted the countryside. The guerrilla leader of the
Apopaya region, José Miguel Lanza (b. 1779-d. 1828),
is credited with helping to maintain momentum for the
struggle until independence was finally achieved in 1825.

Much like its royalist protector Lower Peru, inde-
pendence for the future republic of Bolivia was secured
only after the intervention of outsiders. By 1821, most
Spanish strongholds in South America had succumbed
to patriot forces. Subduing the last holdouts in Upper
and Lower Peru was considered vital to the survival of
independence in South America as a whole. In August
1820, the Argentine and Chilean liberator José de San
Martin began a campaign to liberate Peru, and less than
a year later, his forces took Lima and declared Peruvian
independence. Despite those successes, a strong royalist
presence remained in important regions of Upper Peru.
In the summer of 1822, San Martin joined forces with
the Liberator of New Grenada (PaNnama, VENEZUELA,
Ecuapor, and Coromsia), Simén Bolivar. Under Bolivar’s
leadership, the two armies defeated royalist forces at the
Battle of Junin in August 1824. Bolivar supporter and
future Bolivian president ANToNIO Jost DE SUCRE dealt the
final blow to the Spanish army at the Battle of Ayacucho
on December 9, 1824. After suppressing what remained
of the scattered Spanish forces, Sucre declared victory for
the independence movement on April 9, 1825.

With independence for all of Spanish South America
secured, Bolivar envisioned uniting the former colo-
nies into one large confederation. He wanted to create
a united nation consisting of Upper and Lower Peru,
similar to the Gran CoromBia confederation he had
established in New Granada. Bolivar, however, met with
stiff opposition both from within Upper Peru and from
bordering Gran Colombia and the United Provinces of
the Rio de la Plata. The neighboring nations feared that
a unified Peru would disrupt the balance of power among
other newly sovereign nations in South America, and
local leaders were already fostering notions of national
identity separate from that of their northern neighbor.

Sucre convened a constituent assembly in July 1825
to decide the future of Upper Peru. The delegates voted



overwhelmingly to create a sovereign nation named the
Republic of Bolivia after the great South American lib-
erator himself. The delegates also voted to name Bolivar
the first president of the republic. Bolivar approved their
actions and accepted the title, although only nominally,
for a few months. At the same time, Bolivar was busy
articulating his ideas for a new political system in the
BovivariaN ConstrTuTioN of 1826. The document laid
out an awkward and cumbersome governmental structure
based on four branches of government, organized under
a powerful lifetime president. Although only in effect for
a few years, the Bolivarian Constitution of 1826 laid the
political foundation for Sucre’s election as president in
1826, after Bolivar’s departure.

Sucre inherited a fledgling nation that was struggling
to recover from the physical and economic destruction
of 15 years of war. The Venezuelan native attempted to
implement a series of reforms to replenish the national
treasury. He nationalized Bolivia’s mMiNING sector and
invited the participation of foreign investors in the indus-
try. He resurrected some banking and coinage activities
and implemented a new system of taxation in an effort to
move the nation away from traditional income-generat-
ing measures such as the tribute tax. Ultimately, Sucre’s
fiscal reforms failed, and Bolivians began to view him as
a foreigner meddling in the new nation’s affairs. Sucre’s
government put down several attempted revolts in 1827
and 1828, but finally, a coup led by General AgusTin
GaMARRA drove him from power in July 1828. The new
government fared no better until the rise of indepen-
dence leader-turned-caupiLLo ANDRES DE SaNTA CruZ.

THE AGE OF CAUDILLOS

Santa Cruz was the mestizo son of a Spanish military offi-
cer and a Quechua mother from La Paz. He had fought
on the side of the royalists against the independence
movement, but when the tide started to turn in favor of
the liberation leaders, he joined San Martin and Bolivar
in the final liberation of Upper Peru. Bolivia’s constitu-
ent assembly saw him as a natural fit for the presidency
because of his military history and his ramiLy connec-
tions. Santa Cruz took office in 1829 and immediately
embarked on a program to bring economic recovery and
political stability to the new nation. He imposed numer-
ous fiscal reforms to balance the budget and replen-
ish the national treasury. Once Bolivia was on more
solid financial footing, Santa Cruz devoted public funds
to improving EpucaTioN and expanding the nation’s
infrastructure. In 1831, the new president replaced the
Bolivarian Constitution of 1826 with a more democratic
document. His political vision still granted the execu-
tive an inordinate amount of power, and he eventually
built a reputation as a hardline dictator. Nevertheless,
his administration brought a sustained period of relative
stability to a nation that desperately needed it.

Santa Cruz is perhaps best known for his attempt
to reunite Upper and Lower Peru in the PEru-Borivia
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ConrepERATION. He claimed that through his mother’s
Amerindian lineage, he was a direct descendant of the
last Inca ruler Tipac Amaru. He dreamed of re-creating
the once-great empire under a powerful confederation.
Santa Cruz seized on an opportunity provided when
Peruvian leaders descended into civil war in 1834. He
sent an invading force in 1835 and occupied most of Peru
less than a year later. He proclaimed the confederation
in October 1836 and implemented similar economic and
social policies to those he had introduced in Bolivia. The
confederation lasted less than three years, as leaders in
neighboring Argentina and Chile considered the unified
Peru-Bolivia region to be a threat to the security of their
new nations. War with Chile brought an end to Santa
Cruz’s experiment in 1839.

With the demise of the Péru-Bolivian Confederation
came the end of Santa Cruz’s dictatorship. The deposed
leader fled into exile in Ecuador, and Bolivia was plagued
for the next four decades with violence and corruption
under a series of caudillo leaders. A period of instability
began immediately as two generals who had spearheaded
the overthrow of Santa Cruz, José Ballivian (b. 1805-d.
1852) and José Miguel de Velasco (b. 1795-d. 1859),
competed for power. When Velasco was elected president,
Ballivian led a series of revolts against the government.
Peruvian president Agustin Gamarra capitalized on the
instability within Bolivia’s government and invaded the
country, bringing down the Velasco government and seiz-
ing the city of La Paz. Balliviin managed to unite the belea-
guered Bolivian nation and defeat Gamarra. Balliviin held
the presidency for six years, but the short period of relative
stability ended abruptly with his overthrow in 1847.

Beginning in 1848, the presidency of Manuel Isidoro
Belzd (b. 1808-d. 1865) marked a shift in Bolivian
leadership away from the cultured and educated creole
elite. Belzd was a cholo (person of mixed race) from the
lower classes and gained favor among the nation’s large
and impoverished Amerindian and mestizo population.
Belzd oversaw a return to Santa Cruz’s protectionist
economic policies and the writing of a new constitution
in 1851. He survived several attempted overthrows and
at least one assassination attempt. He left office in 1855
after a rigged election brought his son-in-law, Jorge
Coérdova (1855-57), to power. After only two years in
office, Cérdova was overthrown by José Maria Linares
(1857-61). Linares’s dictatorial rule provoked a growing
opposition movement, and in 1861, his minister of war,
General José Maria de Achi (1861-64), overthrew him
and seized the presidency. Achd was overthrown in 1864
by MariaNo MELGAREJO.

TERRITORIAL DISPUTES

Melgarejo’s rise to power marked the beginning of an era
of crisis for Bolivia, characterized by internal economic
instability and a series of territorial disputes with neigh-
boring countries. Melgarejo was a military man of mea-
ger beginnings. Born illegitimately and of cholo heritage,
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he was considered by many of the country’s elite to be
boorish and vulgar. The caudillo reinforced that image
through behavior that was often cruel and impulsive.
Melgarejo’s foreign policy set the stage for future con-
flicts with neighboring Chile and Brazil.

The 1866 Treaty of Mejillones redefined Bolivia’s
coastal border, ceding a large tract to Chile. The agree-
ment also ambiguously set up a system of resource shar-
ing in the nitrate-rich region of the Atacama Desert.
One year later, the Bolivian dictator signed the Treaty
of Ayacucho with Brazil, which ceded a large portion
of the Amazonian region to the neighboring nation.
For Bolivia, Melgarejo secured official title to the rub-
ber-producing Acre ProviNcE, but the region remained
far from government control, and few Bolivians settled
there. The caudillo profited personally through these
land swaps, while territorial disputes in both regions
continued.

Melgarejo’s poor foreign policy decisions were
matched by his misguided economic policies. In an effort
to augment the national treasury, the dictator imposed
a policy of land privatization, charging high rents and
fees to indigenous farmers for land they had owned and
worked communally for generations. Melgarejo’s misrule
sparked a series of revolts, and the dictator was finally
deposed in 1871 after several bloody confrontations
between indigenous communities and the military.

The 1870s brought some relief to the beleaguered
nation. Under the dictatorship of Agustin Morales (1871-
72) the burdensome land policies of Melgarejo were
reversed. Morales’s successor, Adolfo Ballividn (1873-74),
stabilized the national treasury by renegotiating the
exorbitant national debt. Despite those small successes,
domestic political infighting continued, as did boundary
disputes with Chile and Brazil. The Chilean crisis came
to a head under President Hilarion Daza (1876-79). In
1878, the caudillo reneged on an earlier agreement with
Chile and raised taxes on Chilean nitrate processing in
the Antofagasta region. The Chilean army moved in to
support the local nitrate company, prompting Bolivia to
declare war. A Peruvian-Bolivian alliance had been estab-
lished in 1873, and Peru joined forces with its neighbor
against Chile in the War or THE Pacrric. During the
four-year conflict, the Chilean army easily dominated the
defenses of its weaker neighbors.

Bolivia’s contribution to the war effort was minor
and ineffective. President Daza left the burden of fight-
ing most of the battles to his Peruvian allies. The incom-
petent dictator was overthrown in December 1879, but
his successors were equally incapable of warding off
the formidable Chilean army. Bolivia finally ceded the
Antofagasta Province to Chile in the Treaty of Valparaiso
on April 5, 1884. Bolivia’s defeat in the War of the Pacific
cost the nation a large tract of land with valuable natural
resources and its only access to the sea.

The War of the Pacific also divided Bolivia’s ruling
elite, who disagreed on the best course of action and

looked for someone to blame for the defeat. As a result,
the Liberal Party emerged in 1883, made up of military
and political leaders determined to continue the war.
The Conservative Party also formed, led by mining and
other business interests who saw the war as destructive
to the region’s EcoNomy. Many conservative leaders also
had close connections to Chilean investors, and they
advocated peace between the two nations. The political
platforms promoted by the Liberal and Conservative
Parties fit the mold of other similarly named movements
in 19th-century Latin America, but in practice, neither
party remained loyal to its proclaimed ideology. The
early years of Bolivia’s modern party system were more
of a power grab than an ideological contest.

A conservative oligarchy rose to power out of this
political struggle in 1884, and the Conservative Party
remained in power until a civil war, known as the Federal
Revolution, overthrew them in 1899. The new liberal
government faced an immediate challenge in the still-
unresolved boundary dispute in the Amazonian Acre
Province along the Brazilian border. The beginning of
the rubber boom in the 1880s brought attention to the
region as a rich source of rubber trees. Brazilian migrants
in the region tried to pull away from Bolivia and looked
to the Brazilian government for annexation. The Bolivian
government sent several military expeditions and even
tried inviting U.S. investors to control and stabilize the
region through the creation of the BoLiviaN SYNDICATE,
an experiment that failed. A brief revolt in 1902 resulted
in Bolivia’s ceding the province to Brazil. Once more
Bolivia lost a large tract of land rich in natural resources
to its neighbor.

Despite the loss of the Acre Province, the end of the
19th century ushered in an era of relative political stabil-
ity. Bolivia also experienced an economic transformation
as tin mining came to dominate the nation’s economy in
the early decades of the 20th century.

See also Botrivar, Stmon (Vol. II); Borivia (Vols. 1,
1V); Crarcas (Vol. II); NEw (GRANADA, VICEROYALTY OF
(Vol. IT); Peru, Vicerovarty or (Vol. IT); Rfo DE 1A PraTa,
Vicerovarty or (Vol. II); SAN MarTiN, Josg pe (Vol. II);
Topac Amaru II (Vol. IT); UnrTep Provinces oF THE Rio
DE LA Prata (Vol. II).
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(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1972).

Herbert S. Klein. A Concise History of Bolivia (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003).
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(London: Cambridge University Press, 1969).

Waltraud Q. Morales. A Brief History of Bolivia, 2d ed. (New
York: Facts On File, 2010).

Bolivian Constitution of 1826 See BoLivarian
CONSTITUTION.



Bolivian Syndicate The Bolivian Syndicate was a
group of investors from the United States who became
involved in the rubber industry in BoLrivia’s Acre
Province in 1901. Its formation was perceived by neigh-
boring BraziL as an act of U.S. imperialism and pushed
the Brazilian government into backing a local rebellion
in the region.

The Acre Province had fallen under territory
claimed by the Spanish during the colonial period, but
after independence, Bolivia and Brazil vied for control
over the region, as well as many other border areas. In
1867, Bolivian president Mariano MELGAREJO signed the
Treaty of Ayacucho, which surrendered a large portion
of Bolivia’s claim to the Amazon region to Brazil and in
exchange granted Bolivia official title to the Acre region.
Nevertheless, disputes continued between the two coun-
tries over the precise location of the border. As numerous
Brazilian migrants poured into the Acre to work in the
lucrative rubber industry, the Bolivian government grew
increasingly concerned that it would be unable to main-
tain its authority in the remote region.

In 1899, the Bolivian government established a
customs house on the Acre River, inciting a revolt by
Brazilians living in the region. Local Brazilian officials
declared the Independent Republic of Acre and looked
to the national government of Brazil for annexation.
Bolivia reacted to the insurgency first by dispatching
MILITARY units to bring the rebels under control. When
armed force failed, Bolivian president José Manuel Pando
(1899-1904) devised a colonization scheme with a group
of U.S. investors. Through the Aramayo Contract, Pando
authorized the formation of the Bolivian Syndicate on
December 20, 1901, and granted the U.S.-based group a
30-year lease of the Acre Province. Under the contract,
the syndicate became responsible for maintaining order,
collecting taxes, building infrastructure, and other public
services. Eventually, the U.S.-controlled syndicate would
be permitted to purchase the Acre Province.

The creation of the Bolivian Syndicate was an
attempt by the Bolivian government to bring the recal-
citrant Brazilians in the Acre Province under control by
introducing a non-Brazilian governing authority into
the remote region. The move, however, further incited
Brazilian anger and motivated Brazil’s national govern-
ment to intervene for fear of U.S. imperialism. Brazil
backed the Acre rebels, and by January 1903, they had
succeeded in forcing all Bolivians out of the territory.
The Acre Province officially became Brazilian territory
in November 1903, under the Treaty of Petrépolis. The
Bolivian Syndicate was abandoned before it had begun its
activities in the Acre.

See also Amazon (Vol. I); U.S. DIRECT INVESTMENT IN
Larin America (Vol. IV).

Further reading:
Herbert S. Klein. A Concise History of Bolivia (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003).
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Waltraud Q. Morales. A Brief History of Bolivia, 2d ed. (New
York: Facts On File, 2010).

“Borinquena, La” “La Borinquefia” is the national
anthem of PuerTo Rico, and the title refers to the
Taino Indian name for the island, Boringuen. The music
for the anthem was originally composed on the piano
by Francisco Ramirez Ortiz in 1860, written as a song
entitled “La Almojabana” for his lover. The song became
a popular folk tune and gained popularity across the
island. In 1867, the Catalan musician Félix Astol-Artés
(b. 1813—d. 1901) met with Ramirez, who changed the
song into a habanera dance tune with romantic lyrics
entitled “La Bella Triguefia.”

In 1868, Puerto Rican poet Lola Rodriguez de Tié
(b. 1843—d. 1924), inspired by the patriotism of the Grrto
DE LARes revolt that same year, used the music of “La
Bella Triguefia” to write her own song with new lyrics
endorsing the Puerto Rican revolution against Spanish
colonial control. As the new song grew in popularity
among proindependence Puerto Ricans, the Spanish
authorities investigated its origins. Ramirez supposedly
credited the song to Astol-Artés when questioned about
the authorship of the music, due to the legal protections
Astol-Artés’s Spanish citizenship would afford him.

Rodriguez’s original lyrics were too subversive, so
more neutral ones were penned in 1903 by Manuel
Ferndndez Juncos (b. 1846—d. 1928), and the song began
being taught in the Puerto Rican public school system.
This censored version of “La Borinquefia” became the
anthem of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico in 1952,
however the Rodriguez version has become the official
anthem of the Puerto Rican independence/liberation
movement and is still sung at proindependence rallies
today.

Further reading:

Olga Jiménez de Wagenheim. Puerto Rico: An Interpretive
History from Pre-Columbian Times to 1900 (Princeton,
N.J.: Marcus Weiner Publishers, 1998).

Boyer, Jean-Pierre (b. 1776-d. 1850) president of
Haiti  Jean-Pierre Boyer was born a free mulatto in Port-
au-Prince. He was a career MILITARY officer, educated in
France. Although he served in the French military under
General Charles-Victor-Emmanuel Leclerc, the brother-
in-law of Napoléon Bonaparte sent to restore SLAVERY
and French control of Saint Domingue in December
1801, as well as in the Haitian rebel military under Jean-
Jacques DessaLines, HENrRT CHRISTOPHE, and ALEXANDRE
PETi0N, his loyalty remained with the mulatto elite. It
is believed that he participated with Pétion and other
mulattoes in the assassination of Dessalines in 1806.
After Dessalines’s murder, Christophe and Pétion
engaged in a power struggle that resulted in the division
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of Harrr into northern (republic) and southern (king-
dom) states. The standoff between the two leaders lasted
for 12 years. As president of the southern Republic of
Haiti, Pétion appointed Boyer secretary and commander
of the presidential guard.

Boyer was elected president on March 30, 1818,
the day after Pétion’s death. When Christophe, king of
Northern Haiti, committed suicide in 1820, Boyer took
control of the north and reunited the country the follow-
ing year. Boyer was concerned with the security and pros-
perity of Haiti. His first move as president was to secure
the eastern side of Hispaniola, the newly independent
Spanish Santo DoMmingo. In February 1822, he claimed
the entire island in the name of Haidi.

Boyer was also interested in ending the French
threat to Haiti’s sovereignty and in gaining formal, inter-
national recognition of Haiti as an independent nation.
He believed that France’s continued refusal to settle
claims stemming from the 1791 revolution and recog-
nize its former colony’s independence was damaging. His
administration sued for recognition from France, which
resulted in the indemnity of 1825. This stipulated that if
Haiti paid 150 million francs to France within five years,
independence would be recognized. This “offer” was
made with 14 warships in Port-au-Prince harbor, sup-
ported by 500 guns. Boyer signed, as it was made clear
that to do otherwise would reopen hostilities. The agree-
ment was revised in 1838, when two treaties with France
were signed. The first recognized Haitian independence,
and the second lessened the indemnity to 60 million
francs. Nevertheless, the debt crippled Haiti’s finances.

Haiti faced diminished productivity as a result of
Pétion’s economic policies. Boyer attempted to gener-
ate income by reinstating the basic plan of FERMAGE,
which Toussaint Louverture (1801-03), Dessalines, and
Christophe had enforced earlier. He also passed the
Cobt Rurar, which bound cultivators to their land and
placed quotas on them. Towns were exempted, and the
code was to be enforced by the Haitian army. However,
Boyer’s plan failed, because under Pétion, land plots
had been divided and sold for small-scale farming, thus
agricultural production could not easily be increased.
Additionally, the Haitian army had deteriorated to the
extent that it could not enforce the new law. Overall, the
Code Rural had a profoundly negative effect on Haiti,
as it further separated the rural black peasantry from the
mulatto elite, who lived in the towns and cities.

Political opposition to Boyer mounted in the 1830s.
He was criticized for his economic policies; his adherence
to elite French culture; and his corruption, nepotism,
and suppression of free expression. He was ultimately
overthrown by rebel forces headed by CHaRLES RivikrE-
Herarp in 1843. Boyer received word that most of his
army had joined the revolt and fled with his family to
Jamaica. Boyer died in Paris, France, in 1850.

See also Harrt (Vol. IV); Hispantora (Vol. IT); Santo
Dowmineo (Vol. II); stavery (Vols. L, II).

Further reading:

Bob Corbett. “Bob Corbett’s Haiti Page: The Result of the
Pétion/Boyer Years—Subsistence Farming.” Webster.
edu. Available online (http://www.webster.edu/~corbetre/
haiti/history/earlyhaiti/boyeresult.htm). Accessed De-
cember 8, 2007.

Joan Dayan. Haiti, History and the Gods (Berkeley: University
of California Press, 1995).

Brazil Brazil is located in eastern South America. It is
the largest Latin American country, encompassing more
than 3 million square miles (7.7 million km?). Brazil
shares a border with every South American country
except Ecuapor and CHire and has a 4,600-mile (7,403-
km) coast along the Atlantic Ocean. Because it covers
such a large area, Brazil’s climate ranges from tropical
to temperate, and its varied topography includes the
dense jungles of the Amazon, the plateaus of the central
regions, and the sandy beaches of the coast.

Brazil was originally home to a number of scattered
indigenous tribes. Estimates placed the pre-Columbian
population at approximately 7 million. The largest group
was the Tupi-Guarani, who inhabited the coast, while
other groups such as the Ggé, the Carib, and the Arawak
lived in the interior. In 1500, Portuguese explorer Pedro
Alvares Cabral became the first European to lead an
expedition to Brazil. The Portuguese were slow to settle
the country, but by mid-century, sugarcane had been
introduced in the tropical coastal regions. Unable to
secure a reliable LaBor force from among the country’s
indigenous inhabitants, the Portuguese began import-
ing African slaves to work on suGar plantations in the
1570s. As a result, colonial Brazil developed as a planta-
tion EcoNomy strongly tied to African sLavery. By the
beginning of the 19th century, Brazilian society was a
rich mixture of Portuguese, mixed-blood mamelucos and
mulattoes, free blacks, and slaves.

BRAZILIAN INDEPENDENCE

Brazil’s movement toward independence was considerably
less violent and abrupt that that of its Spanish neighbors.
Signs of discontent with colonial rule had manifested in
the late 18th century. An insurrection led by a dentist, or
tiradentes, named Joaquim José da Silva Xavier, developed
in 1788-89 in the coLDp MINING region of Minas Gerais.
Known as the Tiradentes Conspiracy, the revolt arose
over complaints about taxes and debt among the mining
oligarchy and some merchants. The Portuguese Crown
quickly put down the rebellion, but it was a sign that
colonists were starting to question the status quo. Other
small attempted revolutions surfaced in the following
years, and many of the planners were inspired by the
ideals promoted in the French, Haitian, and American
Revolutions. Harrr had achieved independence from the
French, and slavery had been abolished on the island
in the 1790s after a large slave and free black rebellion.



The events in Haiti struck fear into the hearts of Brazil’s
planter class, and colonial officials passed policies to
avoid a similar insurrection in the Portuguese colony.

Formal independence movements emerged through-
out most of Latin America initially as a reaction to
Napoléon Bonaparte’s invasion of the Iberian Peninsula
in 1807-08, but Brazil followed a slightly different path.
As Napoléon began pressuring the Portuguese and his
troops approached Lisbon, the royal court fled the city,
relocating to Brazil. Crown advisers had debated trans-
ferring the court to the Americas for some time, and their
decision to do so reflected the growing importance of
Brazil to the Portuguese Empire. The royal family, along
with more than 10,000 bureaucrats and other officials, set
up a new imperial government in Bahia in 1807. Prince
Regent John ruled in place of his mentally ill mother
until her death in 1816, at which point he became King
John VL. John ruled the entire Portuguese Empire from
Rio pE Janeiro for more than a decade. Even after the
British defeated Napoléon in 1814, the Portuguese Court
remained in Brazil. John tried to quell the mounting
pressure on him to return to Lisbon by making Brazil a
kingdom on equal status with Portugal in 1815. Instead
of quieting dissent, however, the move only further upset
the Portuguese elite.

While John VI maintained Portuguese rule in Rio
de Janeiro, Brazil’s neighbors engaged in armed insur-
rections starting as early as 1808 to secure indepen-
dence from Spain. The challenge to colonial authority
in Spanish America provoked a number of boundary
disputes, and those conflicts were often complicated by
Brazil’s near-constant expansion southward and into the
interior. Taking advantage of the political uncertainty in
the neighboring United Provinces of the Rio de la Plata
(present-day ARGENTINA), John sent an occupation force
into the Banpa OrientaL (present-day Urucuay) in
1817. Brazilian forces occupied the region for four years
until John annexed it as the Cisplatine Province.

Eventually John VI’s desire to continuing run-
ning the empire from Brazil was overridden by grow-
ing discontent in Portugal. A liberal revolt erupted in
Lisbon in 1820, and the Portuguese king left his son
Pedro in charge in Rio de Janeiro while he attended to
the political unrest in Europe. With the title of prince
regent, Pedro immediately faced enormous pressure
to separate Brazil fully from Portugal. A nationalist
movement had been rising, and native Brazilians had
grown sensitive to John’s tendency to favor Portuguese
bureaucrats over the local elite. The Portuguese Cortes
attempted to revert Brazil to colonial status in 1821
and recalled Pedro to Lisbon. The decision would have
effectively erased the privileges that had been granted to
Brazil during more than a decade as the imperial seat of
power. Brazilians took action, and Pedro’s closest advis-
ers urged him to declare independence. With the tacit
approval of his father, Pedro issued his famous Grrto
DE IpIRANGA on September 7, 1822. He then spent more
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than a year driving out the remnants of the Portuguese
MILITARY from the provinces.

THE EMPIRE OF BRAZIL

Pedro’s declaration marked the beginning of the indepen-
dent EmpIre oF BraziL under Emperor Pepro I (1822-
31). A constituent assembly convened immediately and
began drafting a governing document to define Brazil as
a constitutional monarchy. It quickly became evident that
the majority of the assembly’s delegates favored a system
that would severely limit the powers of the emperor.
Pedro reacted by dissolving the assembly and overseeing
the drafting of the CoNsTrTUTION OF 1824, Which called
for a powerful monarch with extraordinary oversight into
the other branches of government.

Pedro’s authoritative approach to governing and
continuing close ties to Portugal fueled a number of
conflicts in the first decade after independence. Several
uprisings in the provinces were put down forcefully,
and Pedro became increasingly repressive. A revolt in
Pernambuco spread into surrounding provinces, with the
rebels attempting to break away from Brazil by forming
the Confederation of the Equator in 1824. Pedro’s army
quickly quashed the rebellion and executed its leaders.
The beleaguered emperor also faced a revolt in the
Cisplatine Province, which escalated into the CispLATINE
War between Brazil and Argentina from 1825 to 1828.
European mediators eventually brokered a peaceful
settlement by creating the independent republic of
Uruguay as a buffer state between Brazil and its neigh-
bor. While the numerous provincial uprisings weakened
Pedro’s regime, his most serious problem surfaced with
the death of his father, the Portuguese king in 1826.
Many Brazilian elite had long been suspicious of Pedro’s
ties to Portugal and feared he would take the throne in
Lisbon and place Brazil once again under Portuguese
imperial control. Opposition to Pedro intensified until
1831, when the monarch abdicated the Brazilian throne
and fled to Portugal.

THE REGENCY

Pedro I’s departure left a political void, since his son
and the heir apparent, Pepro II (1831-89), was only
five years old. An elected three-man junta took power,
and for the next nine years, Brazil was governed by the
young Pedro II’s surrogates during an era known as
the Regency. Although the existence of the Regency to
some extent alleviated fears that Pedro I would attempt
to bring Brazil back under Portuguese control, many of
the Brazilian elite remained suspicious of Pedro’s inten-
tions until his death in Lisbon in 1834. The politics of
the Regency came to be defined by a series of power
plays among regents and others in the inner-govern-
ment circles in Rio de Janeiro and among provincial
politicians. Many liberal leaders considered the Regency
an opportunity to decentralize the Brazilian political
system and strengthen local governments’ autonomy. A
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constitutional amendment passed in 1834 changed the
Regency from a three-man junta to a one-man regent. It
also strengthened the authority of provincial legislatures
and dissolved the powerful advisory council of state.
"This measure was reflective of the ideological differences
between cENTRALISM and FEDERALISM that characterized
much of Latin America in the 19th century.

Provincial disputes also continued during the
Regency period. The War of the Cabanos broke out in
Pernambuco from 1832 to 1835. The conflict began as a
slave and indigenous insurrection, and more than 30,000
were killed by the government forces that suppressed it.
In Rio Grande do Sul and Santa Catarina in the south
disputes over trade and economic policies led to the War
oF THE FArRrAPOS, from 1835 to 1845. Rebels attempted to
form a separate republic, resisting government attempts
at reconciliation for more than 10 years. The War of the
Farrapos underscored many of the underlying divisions
between centrists and regionalists. It also demonstrated
that the push toward republicanism was strong in many
areas of Brazil throughout the 19th century. By 1840,
such turmoil had convinced many within the ruling elite
that a strong, centralizing authority figure was needed
to unite the struggling nation. At the age of 14, Pedro II
took the throne in 1840, and the era known as the Second
Empire began.

SECOND EMPIRE

Pedro II’s reign as emperor lasted until 1889. During
that time, Brazil underwent enormous political, eco-
nomic, and social changes. One of Pedro’s first orders
of business was to recentralize political authority. He
supported a conservative legislature and reversed the
reformist measure that had been put in place in 1834.
The 1840s also became a time of reconciliation and uni-
fication. Pedro sent a strong military force to deal with
the insurrections in the provinces. By 1845, the War of
the Farrapos had ended, with the new emperor granting
amnesty to the rebels. By 1850, Pedro had managed to
bring a sense of order to Brazil’s internal affairs, which
allowed him to turn his attention to foreign affairs. He
gave his support to Justo Josg b UrQuiza in overthrow-
ing the Argentine dictator JuAN MaNUEL DE Rosas, with
whom Brazil had long-standing disputes over TRADE and
commerce. Brazil enjoyed good relations with Europe,
and the nation eventually achieved relative peace with its
South American neighbors. One of the most significant
obstacles to harmony among South American nations was
the struggle for control of trade and river transport in the
border regions between Argentina, Uruguay, ParAGUAY,
and Brazil. A delicate balance had been achieved among
those nations, and Pedro II developed a close alliance
with Uruguay’s Cororapo Party. That balance was
disrupted when Paraguayan dictator Francisco Sorano
Lorez attacked Brazil and Argentina simultaneously, in
an attempt to gain a foothold in neighboring Uruguay. An
alliance quickly emerged between Brazil, Uruguay, and

Argentina, and between 1864 and 1870, the three nations
fought Paraguay in the War or THE TripLE ALLIANCE. In
the early months of the war, the Paraguayan military cap-
tured vital strongholds in Brazilian territory, but by 1866,
the Triple Alliance had driven Solano Lépez’s forces back
and invaded Paraguay. Brazil and its allies eventually won
a major victory and forced Paraguay to cede part of its
territory. That victory also secured Brazil’s position as a
major South American power after 1870.

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY

During Pedro II's rule the issue of slavery in Brazil
attracted the attention of foreign powers and the national
elite. The country’s economy had been reliant on cheap
slave labor on sugar plantations and in other sectors from
the colonial period. Abolitionist pressure had been build-
ing in the first half of the 19th century, coming primarily
from the British, who had ceased the Atlantic slave trade
in 1807. But, Brazilians were hesitant to embrace the
cause, particularly after the ending of slavery in Haiti
had effectively destroyed the island’s traditionally strong
sugar economy. Additionally, the decline in Haitian sugar
production had created new demand, which Brazilian
planters were eager to fill. The labor-intensive cultivation
process required large numbers of manual workers, and
plantation owners found themselves ever more reliant on
slave labor in the early decades of the 19th century. The
Brazilian planter class was economically and politically
influential, and to help them meet their labor needs, the
Brazilian government generally ignored the pressure
from the British. Despite formal agreements to phase
out the importation of slaves, an illegal slave trade from
Africa to Brazil lasted until 1850.

In the latter half of the 19th century, the sugar indus-
try in the northeastern states of Bahia and Pernambuco
declined, while corree production increased in the south-
ern state of SXo Pauro. Sugar planters had been reluctant to
pursue new labor-saving devices as long as a ready supply of
slaves was available. On the other hand, coffee planters were
more open to production techniques that would eliminate
the need for large amounts of manual labor. Many coffee
fazendeiros were also influenced by free-market liberal ide-
als and increasingly turned to wage laborers as demand for
coffee rose (see FAZENDA/FAZENDEIRO). European immigra-
tion brought new workers to Brazil, many of whom found
work on the plantations of Sdo Paulo.

The economic changes occurring after 1850 reduced
the demand for slave labor and caused many intellectu-
als and politicians to call into question the viability of
the system. By the 1860s, a strong and vocal abolitionist
movement had formed, and many of its members made
economic as well as moral arguments calling for the end
of slavery. Politicians in the LiBerar ParTy championed
the abolitionist cause in the national legislature and
attempted to introduce a series of bills that would have
emancipated Brazil’s slaves. Nevertheless, it was a conser-
vative congress that passed the first major antislavery law



in 1871. The Law or T Free Wowms stipulated that all
children born to slave mothers after the date the law went
into effect would be born free. The law marked a major
victory for the abolitionist cause, though it was chal-
lenged by the still-influential planter class of the north-
east. The Law of the Free Womb was designed to bring
about gradual emancipation to ease the burden of slave
owners, while placating abolitionists. The antislavery
movement was satisfied for a time, but by the 1880s, calls
for additional emancipation measures had been renewed.
Legislator and writer JoaQuim NaBuco became one of the
most visible proponents of abolition in the 1880s. He and
others spoke out against the Law of the Free Womb as an
ineffective measure that would bring about emancipation
too gradually. In 1880, Nabuco founded the BrazirLian
ANTI-SLAVERY SocieTy, which became one of the nation’s
leading abolitionist societies. As individual states began
passing local emancipation laws, pressure mounted for a
national measure to end the forced labor system. In 1888,
the Brazilian congress finally passed a nationwide mea-
sure calling for immediate abolition, making Brazil the
last nation in the Americas to end slavery (see SLAVERY,
ABOLITION IN BRAZIL OF).

THE BRAZILIAN REPUBLIC

Pressures to abolish slavery coincided with a growing
republican movement in the latter decades of the 19th
century. Various forms of liberal pEmocracy had been
spreading throughout Europe, and many Brazilian intel-
lectuals came to believe that their system of constitutional
monarchy was outdated and inefficient. Calls for political
change often dovetailed with the larger economic forces
at work in the country. As Sio Paulo became the new
center of economic power, the region’s political influ-
ence grew as well. In the 1870s, progressive political
leaders formed the Republican Party in the coffee-grow-
ing region and made the elimination of the monarchical
system a central part of their platform. The party gained
support among coffee planters and the progressive urban
middle sectors, including industrialists, merchants, and
intellectuals. Progressive Brazilians were swayed particu-
larly by the positivist theories of Auguste Comte, which
suggested new ways of viewing knowledge and power.
Posrtivism found a particularly receptive environment
among military leaders, who embraced the notions of
“order and progress” as a prescription for the nation’s
future. They argued that traditional institutions—such as
monarchy and slavery—would not bring progress. One
of Brazil’s leading positivists was BENjaAMIN CONSTANT,
who taught mathematics at the national military academy
and incorporated specific versions of the philosophy into
his curriculum.

As military positivism strengthened, influential offi-
cers began to challenge some of the policies being
passed by Pedro II. Constant joined forces with MANUEL
Deoboro pa FoxsEeca to oppose several measures passed
by Pedro to curb the influence of the military. In 1887,
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the two officers formed the Clube Militar, which served
as a forum for members of the military to dispute govern-
ment policies. Positivists in the Brazilian military found
easy allies in the Republican Party, as both increasingly
came to see the monarchical system as a hindrance to
national development. By 1889, anti-imperial pressures
had mounted, and on November 15 Deodoro led a coup
against Pedro II. The emperor was forced to abdicate,
and the military declared the beginning of the Republic
of Brazil.

The period from 1889 to 1930 is known as the
First Republic, or the OLp RepusLic. During that time,
the Brazilian political system made the transition from
a constitutional monarchy to a constitutional republic
and witnessed the onset of democratization, imperfect
and problematic as it was. Deodoro assumed the role of
provisional president and convened a special commis-
sion to begin drafting a new constitution. Those efforts
resulted in the ConsTrTUTION OF 1891, which was mod-
eled on the U.S. Constitution. It reflected the influence
of positivists and republicans who had led the effort
to dismantle the empire. But, despite the document’s
democratic rhetoric, participation in the political system
remained limited, and government leaders tended to rule
with both authoritarianism and impunity throughout the
period of the Old Republic. The strong-armed approach
to governing began as a reaction to the threat of monar-
chist rebellions in the early years; for example, in 1897,
government forces violently destroyed the religious com-
munity of CaNuDos, fearing that the followers of Anténio
Conselheiro were plotting a monarchist revolution. In
the War of Canudos, four military expeditions laid siege
to the city, and most of the community’s inhabitants were
eventually killed or captured.

The Brazilian government also faced serious eco-
nomic challenges after the formation of the Old Republic.
Deodoro’s finance minister attempted to promote eco-
nomic growth by expanding the monetary supply and the
network of available credit in the 1890s in a faulty fiscal
plan known as the ExciLaamenTo. The scheme resulted
in inflation and speculation and created a serious eco-
nomic crisis in the 1890s. Economic instability provoked
a major rebellion in Rio Grande do Sul in 1893, and
President Floriano Vieira Peixoto—who had assumed
the presidency after Deodoro da Fonseca was forced to
resign in 1891—struggled to reestablish national author-
ity. The president eventually turned to the elite coffee
planter class of Sio Paulo, which provided economic and
militia assistance to bring rebellious areas of the coun-
try back under control. In exchange for their support,
the president offered the paulista elite a greater voice in
national politics. In 1893, former Sio Paulo governor
PrUDENTE DE Mograis (1894-98) was elected Brazil’s first
civilian president. Throughout the rest of the period of
the Old Republic, the paulista elite dominated Brazilian
politics, and political leaders from Sdo Paulo and Minas
Gerais alternated the presidency until 1930. The political
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alliance between the two regions was known as “café com
leite.”

By the turn of the century, Brazil was undergoing
rapid INDUSTRIALIZATION and urban growth. Government
leaders actively recruited European immigrants to fill
the workforce, and an influx of new immigrants arrived
to work in coffee cultivation in the south and as urban
laborers in cities such as Rio de Janeiro and Sio Paulo.
‘TransporTATION and communications infrastructure
expanded throughout the country, but public services
and other support networks in the cities failed to keep up
with rapid urbanization. Disease spread quickly in over-
crowded urban areas, attracting the attention of medical
experts who looked for scientific solutions to the grow-
ing problems. Sao Paulo suffered an outbreak of typhoid
in the 1890s, and the bubonic plague spread throughout
the country in 1899. In the coming years, public health
officials began a program of mandatory vaccinations and
other strategies to bring communicable diseases under
control. Poverty and crime also became rampant and
urban slums, or favelas, appeared in the cities. The 1890
novel THE Stum (O Cortigo) by Aluisio Azevedo portrayed
the numerous social problems faced by Rio de Janeiro’s
poor in the late 19th century.

The quick pace of industrialization, urbanization,
and immigration changed the composition of urban
populations in the late 19th and early 20th centuries.
The economic forces at work helped to create an urban
labor class whose influence and participation in national
development increased over the coming decades. Brazil
also witnessed a surge of nationalism around the turn of
the century as intellectuals, government leaders, and the
general populace began to reconsider what it meant to be
Brazilian. Changing concepts of national identity and the
enhancement of a working-class consciousness became
important foundations for the emergence of a populist
movement in the 20th century.

See also Brazit (Vols. I, 11, IV); BraziL, INDEPEN-
peNck oF (Vol. II); Joun VI (Vol. II).
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Brazil, Empire of The Empire of Brazil came into
existence in 1822 when Pepro I declared independence
from Portugal and was crowned Brazir’s first emperor.
Throughout most of the 19th century, Brazil existed as
an empire under a monarchical form of government.
Generally, Brazil’s imperial era is divided into the First
Empire, under Pedro I from 1822 to 1831; the Recency,
during the childhood of Pepro II, from 1831 to 1840;
and the Second Empire, under the adult leadership of
Pedro II from 1840 to 1889.

Brazil eased into the independence era of the early
19th century when the Portuguese Court relocated to
Rio pE Janemro in 1807. John VI (1816-26) ruled from
Brazil until 1821, when he returned to Lisbon to deal
with a prodemocracy rebellion. John’s son Pedro took
power as regent but, one year later, was persuaded by
independence advocates among the Brazilian elite to
declare independence. Pedro I established the Empire
of Brazil and oversaw the drafting of a new constitution.
Liberal attempts to limit the powers of the emperor were
immediately thwarted, and Pedro I managed to push
through the ConstrTUTION OF 1824, Which safeguarded
his royal authority. The new governing document estab-
lished a highly centralized political system and granted
the emperor significant oversight over legislative and
judicial matters. Pedro I's authoritative tendencies pro-
voked dissent, and the First Empire was characterized by
near-constant turmoil in the provinces. The early empire
also witnessed a precipitous expansion of SLAVERY, as
independence and the abolition of slavery in Harrr had
resulted in an expansion of the Brazilian sucar industry.
Pedro I was eventually forced to abdicate in favor of his
five-year-old son, Pedro II, in 1831.

Between 1831 and 1840, a series of regents ruled
in place of the child emperor. The Regency was char-
acterized by continued volatility in the provinces, made
worse by a series of power struggles among those in the
Regency’s inner circle. Sporadic violence erupted in the
provinces, with the unrest becoming particularly seri-
ous in the far northern and southern peripheries. The
problems of the Regency were epitomized by the War or
THE FARrAPOS, when separatist forces in Rio Grande do
Sul rebelled between 1835 and 1845. Unable to resolve
the disputes in the countryside, leaders in the Regency
convinced Pedro II to step into his duties as emperor in
1840 in the hopes of uniting the nation.

Pedro II’s reign from 1840 to 1889 is known as the
Second Empire of Brazil. Liberal and Conservative polit-
ical parties had emerged during the Regency, primarily
in the provincial and national legislative bodies. Pedro
managed to balance power carefully between the politi-
cal parties, alternating favor from one party to the other.
He filled his inner circle of advisers with members of
both parties, and generally the two sides managed to find
political accord. During the Second Empire, the focus of
Brazil’s Economy shifted from sugar production in the
northeast to corret production in the southern regions.



Pedro II and other leaders recognized the need for eco-
nomic and social modernization. The transatlantic slave
TRADE was ended in 1850, and in the second half of the
19th century, Brazil moved ever closer to the abolition of
slavery (see SLAVERY, ABOLITION IN Brazir oF). The gov-
ernment also began actively recruiting immigrants from
various regions of Europe to form agricultural colonies
and provide labor in emerging urban markets.

The Second Empire of Brazil ended with the estab-
lishment of the OLp RepusLic in 1889. Pedro II was
overthrown in a coup, and ManuiL Deoporo pa Fonseca
became the first president of the Republic of Brazil.

See also Joun VI (Vol. II).

Further reading:

Emilia Viotti da Costa. The Brazilian Empire: Myths and His-
tories (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
2000).

Brazilian Anti-Slavery Society The Brazilian
Anti-Slavery Society was an abolitionist group founded
in 1880 by Joaeuim Nasuco and other leading opponents
of sLavery. It was one of numerous groups that formed
in the late decades of the 19th century to push for an end
to slavery in Brazir. Nabuco formed the society after
growing impatient with the slow pace of abolition that
followed the 1871 Law or THE FrEe Wowms. That law,
which Nabuco helped to introduce, freed all children
born to slave mothers after its date of enactment. Brazilian
emperor PEpro II and other lawmakers intended the leg-
islation to be the basis for the gradual ending of slavery
in Brazil. Nabuco and others, however, argued that the
antiquated LABOR system could continue for decades and
urged the government to quicken the pace of emancipa-
tion. As a member of the national legislature, Nabuco
introduced legislation to do so. When this was defeated
in 1880, he formed the powerful Brazilian Anti-Slavery
Society. For the next eight years, the society engaged in
an aggressive propaganda campaign. It published some
of Nabuco’s most important antislavery works, including
O Abolicionismo (Abolitionism) in 1884. Eventually, the
Brazilian government acceded to abolitionist demands by
passing the Golden Law of 1888, which granted immedi-
ate freedom to all slaves in Brazil (see sLAVERY, ABOLITION
IN BraziL oF).
See also sravery (Vol. II).

Further reading:
Joaquim Nabuco. Abolitionism: The Brazilian Antislavery
Struggle (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1977).

British Honduras Sece Berize.

British West Indies See Carissean, Brriss.
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Buenos Aires Buenos Aires is the capital city of
ArGenTINA and the province surrounding the city. It is
located on the nation’s eastern coast at the mouth of
the Rio de la Plata. Buenos Aires became an important
trading post for Argentina’s river transport in the 19th
century, but the city’s dominance in Argentine TRADE
led to a number of conflicts with the nation’s interior
provinces.

Buenos Aires was founded in 1536 by Spanish
explorer Pedro de Mendoza. The city was abandoned
shortly thereafter and was reestablished in 1580 as a
MILITARY and supply outpost. The region’s sparse popu-
lation, lack of precious metals, and distance from the
administrative center of the South American colonies
meant that Buenos Aires attracted little attention from
the Spanish Crown. Few settlers moved to the region,
and the city grew slowly throughout most of the colonial
period. Buenos Aires initially provided support services
to the cattle industry that was emerging in the Argentine
Pampas, but according to Crown regulations trade had
to go through Lima, PEru. The cumbersome economic
policies of colonial mercantilism led to a thriving ille-
gal trade network from the interior provinces through
Buenos Aires to neighboring Portuguese settlements in
BraziL.

Buenos Aires grew largely as a result of the illegal
trade networks that passed through it. Spanish poli-
cies intended to restrict that trade were unenforceable
and had little effect. In the 18th century, the reform-
minded Bourbon monarchs in Spain opened the port
of Buenos Aires to trade. Eventually, the Crown created
the Viceroyalty of Rio de la Plata, with Buenos Aires
as the capital. Spanish presence in the city increased
substantially, but porzerios (the residents of Buenos Aires)
had long ago developed a sense of autonomy and self-
sufficiency. When British forces attempted to invade
the city in 1806 and again in 1807, it was porterios rather
than the Spanish military who defended it and success-
fully repelled the foreign army. That sense of autonomy
led Buenos Aires elite to rebel against Spanish authority
immediately after Napoléon Bonaparte’s invasion of the
Iberian Peninsula in 1808. By 1810, porteiio leaders had
declared independence and had established a provisional
government to replace colonial officials in the Rio de la
Plata region.

Leaders in Buenos Aires faced their biggest chal-
lenges from the outer provinces of the former viceroy-
alty. The ConstrTuTiON OF 1819 gave Buenos Aires
extraordinary power over import and export regulation
and the collection of customs duties. Conflict between
porterios and the rural elite escalated, and the opposing
sides eventually coalesced into two competing political
parties. The uNiTi4rIOS represented the liberal elite from
Buenos Aires who advocated a centralized government
with power based in the capital city. The FEDERALES
rejected the centralist vision of porzeiios and argued that
the city’s trade policies were hurting the interests of the
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interior. Buenos Aires became the setting of a number
of conflicts and armed confrontations between the two
sides. In 1819, a federalist-backed army invaded Buenos
Aires, but the unitarios quickly gained control again and
ruled throughout most of the 1820s.

Buenos Aires enjoyed a brief period of cultural
development under the wnitario-backed governments.
BernarDINO Rivapavia founded the University oF
Buenos Aires in 1821 as part of a larger effort to secu-
larize the educational system. Throughout most of the
1820s, the university was well funded, and it quickly
became a center of artistic and intellectual advance-
ment. During the dictatorship of federalist caubpiLro
Juan ManueL DE Rosas, Buenos Aires continued to be
a cultural center. Unitario intellectuals resisted Rosas’s
autocratic rule by forming literary groups, many of which
were based in the capital city. Notable future leaders such
as DominGo F. SarmienTo and BarToLomE MITRE joined
other literary figures such as Juan BauTista ALBERDI and
EsteEBAN EcHEVERRIA in producing a number of propa-
gandistic publications against the Rosas dictatorship (see
LITERATURE). Many of Rosas’s critics were forced to flee
into exile as the caudillo censored the press and relied on
his Mazorca security detail to force compliance. Anti-
Rosas propaganda writings describe the streets of Buenos
Aires as beset with fear of the dictator.

Even though Rosas claimed support from the pro-
vincial federale, his policies increasingly privileged the
economic interests of Buenos Aires. He imposed tariff
policies intended to make the capital city the primary
hub of all national trade. Rosas’s trade policies provoked
a backlash among foreign merchants, and in 1838, the
French blockaded Buenos Aires in an attempt to force
a change in tariff laws. The blockade created an eco-
nomic crisis in the capital and also affected the interior
provinces. Rosas reacted by attempting to control all
trade along the Parand River and in the Rio de la Plata.
Using MiLITARY patrols, he enforced tariff and other trade
policies in favor of the capital city. Opposition to Rosas’s
policies mounted, and an alliance formed between wuni-
tarios and the neighboring governments of Urucuay
and Brazil. Foreign pressure on Buenos Aires continued
until the anti-Rosas alliance invaded and marched on the
capital city.

Rosas was overthrown in 1852, and his departure
renewed the underlying tensions between Buenos Aires
and the Argentine interior. The national congress met
to write a new constitution, but delegates from Buenos
Aires boycotted the Constitutional Convention after
disputes surfaced over the role the capital city would
play. The ConstrTuTiON OF 1853 diminished the com-
mercial dominance Buenos Aires had held since the years
immediately following independence and erased the
autonomy the city had enjoyed. The document was rati-
fied by all of the nation’s provinces except Buenos Aires,
whose leaders took steps to separate from the rest of the
country. For six years, Buenos Aires Province existed

as an autonomous state, while the rest of the provinces
formed the Argentine Confederation. Buenos Aires ben-
efited from its location on the Rio de la Plata and took
in large revenues from foreign trade. The interior prov-
inces under President Justo Jost e Urquiza struggled
to compete, and both sides resorted to periodic armed
confrontations, blockades, and aggressive tariff policies
throughout the 1850s. Mitre assumed control of the
Buenos Aires Province in 1860 and began maneuvering
for support in the interior. By 1861, new amendments
to the Constitution of 1853 had been passed granting
concessions to Buenos Aires. Leaders from the recalci-
trant city finally ratified the constitution, and Buenos
Aires was united once again with the interior provinces.
Nevertheless, Buenos Aires retained a large degree
of autonomy and power over national monetary and
trade policies. The original constitution had designated
Buenos Aires as the federal capital, but porzesio leaders had
rejected attempts to federalize the city. Although changes
to the constitution made federalization difficul, the city
was eventually federalized in 1880.

In the final decades of the 19th century, Argentina
underwent a period of economic growth and experi-
enced relative political stability. Under the presidency
of Sarmiento in the 1870s, the Argentine government
implemented policies intended to reform Epucation and
to attract foreign investment in the national EcoNomy.
Sarmiento and other leaders actively promoted industrial
expansion in Buenos Aires and other major cities. Early
industry focused on commercial AGRICULTURE, particu-
larly meatpacking, and integrated the rural interior with
the capital city. Meatpacking plants opened in Buenos
Aires to prepare beef for sale and export. The advent of
refrigerated transport facilitated an enormous growth of
this industry. The first refrigerated shipment of beef left
Buenos Aires in 1876. Refrigeration technology eventu-
ally gave way to freezing meat for transport. In 1882, the
first plant specializing in processing frozen lamb, mut-
ton, and beef opened in Buenos Aires. Modernization
efforts in meat processing continued through the turn
of the century, making beef and other meats some of the
nation’s top exports. The nation also experienced growth
in other agricultural sectors such as wool and wHEAT
production.

The expansion of Argentine agriculture and the
corresponding need for processing industries created an
enormous demand for laborers to fill the ranks in agricul-
ture and in industry. Argentine leaders actively pursued
policies to attract European immigrants to the nation,
and those efforts were largely successful by the end of the
century (see MIGRATION). Many immigrants settled in the
interior, but others pursued agricultural opportunities in
Buenos Aires Province. Recently arrived immigrants also
made up a large part of the urban industrial workforce at
the end of the century. The population of Buenos Aires
grew precipitously, and the city faced a number of chal-
lenges as leaders tried to absorb new arrivals. Working-



class neighborhoods suffered from overcrowding and
unsanitary living conditions. By the 1890s, middle-class
reformers were spearheading public health campaigns in
an attempt to reform immigrant tenements and resolve
other dangerous conditions in the city.

The dramatic growth of Buenos Aires was facilitated
by investments in TRANSPORTATION and communica-
tions networks that reinforced the city’s long-standing
role as the commercial and cultural hub of the nation.
An expanding railway system connected the capital city
to agricultural providers in the interior, and port reno-
vations ensured that the city would continue to be the
leading center for imports and exports. By the 1890s,
Argentine leaders had determined to showcase the
progress the nation had made toward modernization.
Buenos Aires became an exhibit to demonstrate to the
world Argentina’s transformation into a sophisticated
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and cosmopolitan culture. Porzezos and foreign visitors
alike began referring to the city as the “Paris of South
America.” By the turn of the century, Buenos Aires
boasted modern buildings, theaters, restaurants, and
public spaces modeled after the architectural styles of
European cities.

See also Buenos Aires (Vols. I, I, IV).

Further reading:

Jeremy Adelman. Republic of Capital: Buenos Aires and the Le-
gal Transformation of the Atlantic World (Stanford, Calif.:
Stanford University Press, 1999).
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American Studies, Arizona State University, 1974).

James R. Scobie. Buenos Aires: Plaza to Suburb, 1870-1910
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1974).



best in the tropical lowlands and equatorial climate of
Mesoamerica and northern South America.

Cocoa beans have long been an important part of
Latin American aGricuLTUuRe. They were cultivated

cacao Cacao refers to the beans used to make choco-
late and the trees on which the beans grow. The beans
themselves are commonly referred to as cocoa beans.
The cacao tree is native to Latin America and grows

Cacao is native to Latin America, and the cacao tree is well suited to the tropical climate of Mesoamerica and the Caribbean. This
1855 drawing shows a cocoa mill in Grenada. (Hulton Archive/Getty Images)

36



by pre-Columbian civilizations and used to make a
rich chocolate drink. The beans were also used as cur-
rency by some indigenous civilizations. In the complex
Aztec tribute system, subordinate groups often used
cocoa beans to make tribute payments. European
conquistadores noted the widespread consumption of
chocolate and the importance the beans held in the local
economies. Cocoa continued to hold a privileged place
throughout much of the colonial period, with the beans
of the cacao tree being used as currency in many areas
of the Spanish colonies.

Before long, cacao had traveled across the Atlantic, and
a more sweetened version of the Mesoamerican chocolate
drink became a favorite treat in Spain. Despite Spanish
attempts to safeguard the secrets of cacao cultivation, rival
European powers quickly picked up on the new crop.
French and Italian merchants began marketing chocolate
beverages as early as the 17th century, and the popularity
of cocoa production grew rapidly throughout Europe.

By the beginning of the 19th century, cacao cul-
tivation had spread to other European colonies in the
Americas and in Africa. As the production of cacao, choc-
olate, and related products spread throughout Europe,
the finished product evolved. European entrepreneurs
began processing cocoa powder in the early 19th century
by extracting cocoa butter from ground beans. A British
company perfected the art of producing solid chocolate
confections in the mid-19th century. A few decades later,
Swiss candy makers added milk powder to the confection,
inventing milk chocolate.

Worldwide consumption of chocolate increased sub-
stantially during the 19th century as industrial innovations
affected the cocoa industry. The cost of cocoa and choco-
late concoctions dropped, and as the market for cacao-
based products expanded, cultivation of the plant came to
dominate many Latin American economies. By the end of
the 19th century, cacao made up a significant portion of
the agricultural exports of such nations as Ecuapog, the
Dominican RepusLic, VENEZUELA, and Harrr.

See also cacao (Vols. L, IT); roop (Vol. I).

Further reading:

Cameron L. McNeil. Chocolate in Mesoamerica: A Cultural
History of Cacao (Gainesville: University Press of Florida,
2006).

Steven Topik, et al. From Silver to Cocaine: Latin American
Commodity Chains and the Building of the World Economy,
1500-2000 (Durham, N.C.: Duke University Press,
2000).

Allen M. Young. The Chocolate Tiree: A Natural History of Cacao
(Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2007).

Caceres, Andrés Avelino (b. 1833-d. 1923) mili-
tary leader and president of Peru  Andrés Avelino Ciceres
was a MILITARY general who led Peruvian forces against
the Chilean army in the War or THE Pacrric. He served
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as president of Peru during that conflict, as well as on
two subsequent occasions. He helped to stabilize the
country’s chaotic political system after its defeat in the
war against CHILE but was later accused of political cor-
ruption and ousted from office.

Ciceres was born on February 4, 1833, in Ayacucho.
He pursued an early military career and supported the
presidency of Ram6éN CasTiLLa against internal insurrec-
tions. Ciceres also participated in defending the nation
against foreign threats in minor wars against Spain and
Ecuapor in the 1860s. In the 1870s, Cdceres won sup-
port from the newly formed CiviLista Party and began
looking toward a political career.

Ciceres was forced into a position of political lead-
ership with the outbreak of the War of the Pacific in
1879. He led the Peruvian military against the Chilean
offensive and became de facto leader of the country
when President NicoL4s D Pifrora fled the country in
1881. Despite suffering defeat in the war, Cdceres was
celebrated as a national hero and won the presidency
in 1886. In 1889, he tried to repair the nation’s strug-
gling economy by signing the Grace Contract, which
restructured Peru’s national debt under the privately
held Peruvian CorporaTioN. The corporation, made
up of British investors, effectively won nearly unlimited
control of Peru’s national resources and infrastructure.
The contract was highly controversial but did succeed
in stabilizing the economy and provided funding to
repair TRANSPORTATION lines that had been damaged
by war.

Ciceres won a final term as president in 1894 in a
questionable election. He was ousted one year later by
Piérola. Ciceres continued to be involved in Peruvian
politics as a diplomat in Europe. He died in Chile in
1923.

Further reading:

Mark Thurner. “Atusparia and Ciceres: Rereading Repre-
sentations of Peru’s Late Nineteenth-Century ‘National
Problem.”” Hispanic American Historical Review 77, no. 3

(August 1997): 409-441.

Calderon de la Barca, Fanny (b. 1804-d. 1882)
Scottish writer and traveler in Mexico Fanny Calderén
de la Barca was a writer and wife of Angel Calder6n
de la Barca, Spanish minister to Mexico in the 1830s
and 1840s. Her travel writings, Life in Mexico during a
Residence of Two Years in That Country, were published in
1843. Her observations of Mexico are considered to be
among the most valuable recorded in English in the mid-
19th century (see LITERATURE).

Calderén de la Barca was born Frances Erskine
Inglis on December 23, 1804, in Edinburgh, Scotland.
She moved to the United States and was raised on the
east coast. In 1838, she married Angel Calderén de la
Barca, and later that year, he was named the first Spanish
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minister to the newly independent Mexico. The couple
relocated to Mexico Crry. Calderén de la Barca began
chronicling her journey and experiences in the country
through letters to her family and personal journal entries.
She recorded her observations of a vast array of diverse
cultures, ranging from those of the urban aristocrats and
landed elite to those of the poor and peasant classes. Her
writings provide valuable accounts of everyday life, such
as the role of woMEN, entertainment and recreation, and
the aesthetics of urban and rural residences (see sPORTS
AND RECREATION). She paid notable attention to the cul-
ture of the Carnoric CuurcH in Mexico and eventually
converted to Catholicism.

William H. Prescott, historian and family friend,
encouraged Calderén de la Barca to publish her writings,
and a number of U.S. diplomats relied on her testimony
as a guide to Mexico in the 1840s. After the death of her
husband, Calderén de la Barca became a tutor to Infanta
Isabella, youngest child of Spanish queen Isabella. She
died in Madrid on February 3, 1882.

Further reading:

Fanny Calderén de la Barca. Life in Mexico: The Letters of
Fanny Calderin de la Barca (Garden City, N.Y.: Double-
day, 1966).

candomblé Candomblé is a RELIGION that was intro-
duced to BraziL by African slaves (see sLAVERY). Its
ceremonies involve ritualistic music and dance, and the
religion has incorporated some Catholic traditions.

Slaves newly arrived in Brazil continued to worship
African spirits, despite slave owners and church leaders
forbidding rituals other than those of the Catholic tra-
dition. Slaves often feigned conversion to Catholicism
while continuing to worship African deities in secret.
The Catholic saints offered a parallel to the pantheon
of African spirits, or orivas, that form the foundations
of candomblé. Additionally, the Catholic belief in God
as the creator and leader of the saints corresponds to
the candomblé belief in Olodumare, the creator and
all-powerful deity whose will is carried out by the many
orixas. ‘The orixas serve as messengers for Olodumare,
acting as intermediaries between the spiritual and human
worlds, and protect and guide individual practitioners
of candomblé. These parallels made it relatively easy
for Africans and Afro-Brazilians to disguise candomblé
rituals as Catholic traditions. Over time, many candom-
blé orixas became associated with Catholic saints, and
some Catholic rituals became part of the syncretic Afro-
Brazilian religion.

Practitioners of candomblé were persecuted by lead-
ers of the Carnoric CuurcH and government officials
for centuries. Plantation owners worried that the con-
tinuation of African religious practices allowed slaves to
maintain too many ties to their cultural heritage. Slave
owners also feared that religious gatherings could be

used to plan rebellions. Indeed, at times they served just
that purpose. Despite the efforts to suppress African tra-
ditions, candomblé worship continued, and the religion
grew throughout the 19th century. Although the gradual
elimination of the slave trade and the eventual abolition
of slavery gave Afro-Brazilians greater freedom to prac-
tice the religion, the Brazilian government continued its
attempts to stifle it until well into the 20th century (see
SLAVERY, ABOLITION IN BraziL oF). It was only in the 1970s
that legal restrictions on candomblé were lifted. The reli-
gion has since become enormously popular, drawing the
attention of pilgrims and tourists alike.
See also reLigioN (Vols. I, 11, IV).

Further reading:
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Johns Hopkins University Press, 1978).

Rachel E. Harding. A Refuge in Thunder: Candomblé and Al-
ternative Spaces of Blackness (Bloomington: Indiana Uni-
versity Press, 2000).

Paul C. Johnson. Secrets, Gossip and Gods: The Transformation
of Brazilian Candomblé (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2002).

James Lorand Matory. Black Atlantic Religion: Tradition, Trans-
nationalism, and Matriarchy in the Afro-Brazilian Candomblé
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 2005).

Canudos Canudos was a religious community in the
northeastern Bahia Province of Brazir in the 1890s (see
RELIGION). It became the setting of a major confrontation
between the new republican government and the inhabit-
ants of the secluded town.

Canudos was founded in 1893 by Anténio Conselheiro
in the sertdo, or backlands, of Bahia. Conselheiro was
a messianic figure who opposed the general direction
in which the nation was moving after the establish-
ment of the Orp Repusric in 1889. He worried that
Brazilians were embracing progress and secularism too
eagerly and began attracting a sizable following of rural
folk from the interior who saw an opportunity to resist
the push for modernization coming from the coastal
urban areas. Conselheiro and his followers rejected the
new governments efforts to establish a civil marriage
registry and defied new republican decrees on taxation.
Confrontations with government forces in 1893 com-
pelled Conselheiro and his followers to retreat into the
interior of Bahia. The group settled in the isolated com-
munity of Canudos and within a few years had attracted
thousands more followers. Although population esti-
mates are imprecise, it is likely that Canudos boasted
more than 20,000 inhabitants at its height. They lived a
simple existence, practicing a version of folk Catholicism
and engaging in communal AGRICULTURE.

The new republican government in Rio pE JaNEIRO
considered Canudos a threat to national author-



ity. Government leaders were also suspicious that
Conselheiro’s objections to new republican institutions
represented an effort to reestablish a monarchy. Tensions
mounted after an altercation between residents of the iso-
lated community and merchants of a neighboring town.
Brazilian president PRUDENTE DE Morais determined to
bring anti-republican opposition under control. A small
contingent of government troops marched on Canudos
in 1896 and were violently repelled. That initial con-
frontation marked the beginning of the War of Canudos.
Over the next year, government troops led three more
expeditions into the interior, only to be overpowered
by the fiercely loyal residents of Canudos. The fourth
and final expedition involved more than 8,000 soldiers,
who laid siege to the city. For months, the defenders
fought back the large government force; even as they
suffered considerable casualties, they refused to surren-
der. Conselheiro died during the siege, and government
troops finally captured the city in October 1897. While a
small number of survivors were captured, the majority of
inhabitants had been killed or had died of starvation and
disease in the preceding months.

Euclides da Cunha (b. 1866—d. 1909), a journalist
who accompanied the MiLITARY expedition and witnessed
the destruction of Canudos, wrote Os Serties (Rebellion in
the Backlands) in 1902 to tell the story of the violent war
(see LITERATURE). While Os Serties is somewhat sympa-
thetic to the inhabitants of Canudos, da Cunha illustrates
the underlying influence of posrTivism among urban
intellectuals by privileging the pursuit of progress over
the traditions of the past.

Further reading:

R. B. Cunninghame Graham. A Brazilian Mystic: Being
the Life and Miracles of Antonio Consilheiro (London: W.
Heinemann, 1920).

Euclides da Cunha. Rebellion in the Backlands (Chicago: Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 1944).

Robert M. Levine. Vale of Tears: Revisiting the Canudos Mas-
sacre in Northeastern Brazil, 1893—1897 (Berkeley: Univer-
sity of California Press, 1992).

Mario Vargas Llosa. The War of the End of the World (New
York: Farrar Straus Giroux, 1984).

Caracas Caracas is the capital city of VENezuELa. It
is located in a valley within the Andes mountain system,
approximately 10 miles (16 km) from the Caribbean
coast. Caracas is the largest city in Venezuela and is one
of the country’s main economic and political centers.
The city was founded in 1567 by Spanish explorer Diego
de Losada. It played an important role in Venezuela’s
national development throughout the 19th century.
There was considerably less Spanish presence in
Venezuela than in Peru and Mexico throughout most
of the colonial period. Caracas emerged early as a main
administrative center, but a strong sense of regional
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autonomy persisted. That regional identity defined the
developing sense of Venezuelan nationalism during and
after the independence era. After Napoléon’s invasion
of Spain in 1808, some creole elite in Caracas used the
opportunity to push for greater autonomy, while others
began to demand independence. By 1810, caraqueiios, or
citizens of Caracas, had overthrown the captain general,
formed a resistance junta, and declared self-rule in the
name of the Spanish monarch.

Independence leaders Simén Bolivar and Francisco
de Miranda supported the junta’s decision to declare
independence and to establish a Venezuelan republic
in 1811. The new government was based in Caracas
and produced a constitution articulating a new political
structure. One year later, a major earthquake struck the
city, killing thousands. The natural disaster marked the
end of the First Republic, with church leaders claiming
that divine powers had intervened to stop the insurgency.
Within a few months, royalist forces had overtaken the
independence movement, and Caracas fell back under
Spanish control. Bolivar joined the resistance movement
in neighboring CoromBia and gathered reinforcements
to attack Spanish strongholds in Venezuela once again.
The independence leader took Caracas in 1813 and
established a second Venezuelan republic based in the
capital city, but that attempt at self-government also
failed by 1814. Bolivar fled to the Caribbean, and Caracas
fell back under royalist control.

It was not until 1821 that the insurgent army finally
secured independence by uniting the region encompassing
present-day Colombia, PANaAMA, EcUADOR, and Venezuela
under the republic of Gran Coromsia. Caracas became
the capital of the Venezuelan province, and local leaders
including Jost ANToNIO PAEZ continued to push for local
autonomy. Piez and his caraqueiio supporters eventually
withdrew Venezuela from Gran Colombia and formed a
separate and sovereign nation in 1830. Caracas remained
the national capital, but the city was beset by instability
throughout much of the 19th century.

Between 1830 and the end of the century, Venezuela
was ruled by a series of caupiLLos, and the country suf-
fered a number of revolutions, civil wars, and violent
overthrows of government. Much of the conflict arose
from the power struggle between conservatives and
liberals that dominated 19th-century Latin America.
Venezuela was also particularly vulnerable to disputes
over federalist, or provincial, autonomy versus central-
ized control. Leaders in Caracas often attempted to
consolidate national power in the capital city, only to be
met by resistance among local strongmen in the country’s
provinces. It was not until the 1870s that liberal leader
and dictator ANToNIO GuUzMAN Branco managed to
bring some order and stability to the country.

Guzman Blanco implemented a number of reforms
that transformed the city of Caracas into a modern
cosmopolitan area. He had spent time in Europe and
wanted to model the city after Paris and others on the
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Continent. He initiated public works projects to improve
the infrastructure, devoted money to develop water and
sewage systems, and expanded the street system. Within a
decade, opulent government buildings adorned Caracas,
and the elite could enjoy the finest in European cuisine,
theater, and other entertainments. The Caracas Municipal
Theater was built in 1880, and a new capitol building was
completed around the same time. Both structures are
examples of the dictator’s attempts to emulate European
ARCHITECTURE and culture. Guzmdn Blanco’s administra-
tion also built railroads to connect Caracas with the rest
of the country and to facilitate shipping from the capital
city to nearby ports. Additionally, Guzmdin Blanco com-
missioned the construction of various national monu-
ments in Caracas to reinforce a sense of patriotism and
national identity. He poured money into Plaza Bolivar,
the city’s central square, and unveiled a monument to the
independence leader in 1874. The theme of patriotism
is reinforced in the works of one of Venezuela’s most
famous painters Martin Tovar y Tovar (b. 1827-d. 1902)
(see art). His masterpieces Battle of Carabobo, Battle
of Boyocd, and Battle of Funin depict major victories in
Venezuela’s independence struggle and have adorned the
walls of government buildings in Caracas since the 1880s
and 1890s. Infrastructure development, cultural growth,
and industrial expansion saw the city’s population expand
in the late decades of the 19th century.

Despite the apparent progress made under the
administration of Guzmdn Blanco, political strife contin-
ued to plague Venezuela for the rest of the 19th century,
and many of the underlying administrative disputes
played out in Caracas. In 1892, a revolt known as the
Legalist Revolution broke out, and the well-established
press in the capital city played an important role in chal-
lenging national power structures. It was not until the
early decades of the 20th century that Venezuelan poli-
tics stabilized under the leadership of Cipriano Castro.
Power became more centralized in Caracas, and after the
discovery of oil in 1914, the city began another period of
modernization and growth.

See also Bovrivar, Simén (Vol. II); Caracas (Vols.

II, IV).
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Jeffrey Stann. “Transportation and Urbanization in Cara-
cas.” Journal of Interamerican Studies and World Affairs 17,
no. 1 (February 1975): 82-100.

Caribbean, British (British West Indies) The
British Caribbean refers to the islands of the Caribbean
that were historically part of the British Empire. While
Spanish settlers laid claim to the largest and most desired
islands of the Greater Antilles, other European powers—
such as the British, the Dutch, and the French—shared
and later competed for control of the Lesser Antilles
and other southern islands. By the 19th century, a large

grouping of Caribbean colonies known as the British
West Indies had taken shape. Those islands included
the British Virgin Islands, Anguilla, Saint Kitts, Nevis,
Antigua and Barbuda, Montserrat, Barbados, Redonda,
Dominica, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent, the Grenadines,
Barbados, and Grenada. Trinidad and Tobago, the
Cayman Islands, Jamaica, the Bahamas, the Bay Islands,
and the Turks and Caicos Islands are also considered
part of the British Caribbean. The mainland colonies of
Berize and GuyaNa came under the administration of the
British West Indies in the 19th century.

The islands of the Lesser Antilles were originally
inhabited by small groups of Arawak, Carib, and Ciboney
Indians. Spanish explorers were the first Europeans to
have contact with these groups, and by the early 16th
century, the Spanish had established an administrative
center in Hispaniola. From there, expeditions set out to
capture slaves from other Caribbean islands to supply the
workforce on Hispaniola. Since few valuable resources
were immediately available on the small islands of the
eastern and southern Caribbean, the Spanish did not
establish permanent settlements there. As the Spanish
consolidated power over the Greater Antilles and then
expanded into the mainland, privateers from northern
European countries flocked to the Caribbean to disrupt
Spanish shipping. English and French pirates attacked
Spanish fleets throughout the 16th century. One of the
leading personalities was Sir Francis Drake, who led at
least seven expeditions, some on orders directly from the
British Crown.

In the early decades of the 17th century, northern
European powers looked to establish their own colo-
nies in the Americas to compete with the Spanish. The
British, French, and Dutch became the leaders in these
enterprises, and the three powers formed an alliance of
sorts as they worked to challenge Spanish dominance
in the Caribbean (see CarieaN, DutcH; CARIBBEAN,
French). The first permanent British settlement was
established by Thomas Warner in 1624 on the island of
St. Kitts. Settlers in this early colony planted ToBAcco,
and their success inspired additional settlements. The
British extended settlements to Barbados, Nevis, and
Montserrat. The islands attracted thousands of set-
tlers who experimented with a variety of crops. Sucar
eventually emerged as the most profitable agricultural
product and large sugar plantations created a need for
slave LaBOR. By the end of the 17th century, the British
colonies in the Caribbean were importing large numbers
of African slaves.

The early colonies in the Lesser Antilles also pro-
vided a base for future expeditions to challenge Spanish
control over the larger islands of the Greater Antilles to
the north. In 1655, a large British expedition attacked
Spanish strongholds in Hispaniola with the intention of
taking the entire Caribbean from Spanish control. The
mission failed to oust the Spanish from its largest settle-
ments in SANTO DomiNnGco and Cusa, but the British did



conquer Jamaica, which had been home to small and
poorly defended Spanish settlements. Under British con-
trol, Jamaica soon joined the settlements in the Lesser
Antilles as a major producer of sugar throughout the 18th
century. Settlements in other British Caribbean colonies
attempted to imitate the successful model of plantation
AGRICULTURE established in Barbados and Jamaica, with
varying success. The Bahamas were settled by a Puritan
group in the 1640s, but the climate and terrain were ill
suited for the cultivation of plantation crops. Instead, the
islands became an outpost for British privateers until well
into the 18th century.

The last half of the 18th century witnessed a series of
wars between the French and the British, and the colonial
possessions of the two European powers became popular
targets. Control of several Caribbean islands changed
hands a number of times, but since both sides wanted to
profit from the lucrative sugar industry on those islands,
the conquering powers generally did not destroy the
existing economic infrastructure. Nevertheless, decades
of near-constant warfare brought about a series of power
shifts that had a lasting impact on the British Caribbean
into the 19th century. French and Spanish forces took
advantage of the perceived British weakness with the
outbreak of the American Revolution in 1776, and many
of the British Caribbean possessions fell under French
control. The British were able to retaliate after the onset
of the French Revolution in 1789 and the uprising in
the large French colony of Saint Domingue (present-
day Harrr). That insurrection eventually escalated into
a massive slave rebellion and coalesced in the move-
ment for Haitian independence. British forces attacked
and occupied many of the French possessions in the
Caribbean, with the British retaining control of some of
those areas into the 19th century.

The early decades of the 19th century in the British
Caribbean were defined largely by abolitionist campaigns
that originated on the mainland. Quakers and other reli-
gious and reformist groups began the earliest crusades
against sLavery in the 1780s. They put pressure on the
British Parliament by organizing various abolitionist
societies, publishing pamphlets, and organizing public
gatherings defending the humanity of African slaves and
condemning the institution of slavery on ethical grounds.
Many of those abolitionists argued that the institution of
slavery was cruel and immoral, and their concerns were
well founded. Plantation slavery in the British colonies
and elsewhere relied on brutality and repression. Working
conditions were notoriously dangerous in the tropical
climates, and life expectancy for slaves on colonial plan-
tations was very low. Slaves died of diseases and injuries
sustained as part of plantation work. Many suffered
from malnutrition, as most plantation owners did not
provide them with an adequate diet. Small slave revolts
were common in the colonies, and escaped slaves formed
maroon communities in Jamaica, St. Lucia, St. Vincent,
Dominica, and on other islands as well. Jamaican maroon
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communities proved to be particularly intractable and
a series of maroon wars took place between the semi-
autonomous villages formed by escaped slaves and colo-
nial officials on the island. Planters feared the maroon
communities would incite a widespread slave revolt on
the island, and those fears escalated after the outbreak of
revolution in Saint Domingue in 1791. Colonial officials
led a violent campaign against one of the main settle-
ments in 1795. They captured more than 500 maroons
and deported them to Nova Scotia and other regions of
the British Empire. Abolitionist groups often pointed to
such mistreatment in their arguments for ending slavery.
In response, Parliament and local colonial assemblies
passed a series of decrees that were intended to improve
the treatment of slaves in the British Caribbean. Most
of those laws were ineffective and were only loosely
enforced, while the calls for abolition continued.

In 1807, Parliament responded to abolitionist pres-
sures by banning the transatlantic slave Trabe. The
legislation made it illegal for British vessels to transport
African slaves to the Caribbean colonies. Some smug-
gling rings continued to operate, however, as British
captains found the slave trade too lucrative a business
to abandon immediately. The powerful British navy
undertook the task of policing the Atlantic and enforcing
the ban. The British government also began pressuring
other slave-importing nations to follow suit and end all
transatlantic transport of slaves. The United States ended
slave imports in 1808, and in the following decade, the
British reached agreements with the Spanish and the
Portuguese to institute a gradual ban on the slave trade.
The now independent Spanish and Portuguese colonies
invalidated many of those agreements, but the British
continued to pressure the newly independent nations of
mainland Latin America to end slave imports as well.

In the 1820s, the British government began con-
sidering measures to abolish slavery completely in its
colonies. Talk of emancipation provoked strong protests
among elite white planters. Many argued that ending
slavery would effectively ruin the Caribbean sugar indus-
try and render the British Caribbean possessions useless.
As talk of and opposition to abolition circulated among
the planters on the islands, slaves began to anticipate
emancipation. In Jamaica, Barbados, and elsewhere there
were numerous uprisings as slaves came to believe aboli-
tion was imminent and perceived planters’ opposition
as delaying its implementation. Revolts were put down
violently and tensions escalated. British missionaries who
attempted to spread an abolitionist message in the colo-
nies were often accused of inciting slave revolts. Some
planters even entertained the idea of seceding from the
British Empire and pushing for annexation by the United
States, where the abolitionist movement was still in its
infancy.

Despite the vocal protests coming from the planter
class, Parliament passed the Abolition of Slavery Act in
1833. The legislation called for emancipation to go into
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effect the following year. In an effort to ease the transi-
tion from slave labor to wage labor, the law required
a period of apprenticeship, during which time slaves
would continue to work for their former masters in
exchange for food, housing, and other essentials. The
apprenticeship period was intended to last until 1840
and was designed to regulate working conditions during
the transition period. Apprenticeship laws even stipulated
that former slaves be paid a wage for any work over 45
hours per week. Finally, the legislation provided a budget
of more than 16 million pounds to compensate slave
owners for their lost property. On average, slave owners
received amounts ranging from 20 pounds to 50 pounds
each. Missionaries remained in the colonies to oversee
the transition from slavery to emancipation. The official
date came on August 1, 1834, and the occasion was com-
memorated with church services in most colonies.

Even though the official start to emancipation
occurred without incident, the long-term transition to
free labor was far from smooth. Planters in general were
dissatistied with the compensation they received and with
the conditions of the apprenticeship system. In some
colonies—such as Bermuda and Antigua—planters dis-
regarded the apprenticeship stipulation and immediately
granted slaves complete freedom. In other areas, planters
grudgingly implemented the system but remained skep-
tical of its potential for success. Planters who planned
for the switch to wage labor in 1840 made the transition
more successfully. In Antigua and St. Lucia, planters
began experimenting with new technologies and labor-
saving devices to improve their cultivation techniques.
In those areas, former slaves earned a wage that was low
but sufficient to sustain them, which allowed them to
become consumers and helped spur economic activity.
But, there were many instances where planters tried to
compensate for the loss of slave labor by paying meager
wages and charging high rents. In those instances, many
former slaves abandoned the plantations completely, and
sugar production fell into decline. That was the situa-
tion in Jamaica and Trinidad and in the mainland colony
of Guyana. In those areas, immigration and indentured
servants from other areas of the British Empire kept
some plantations going, but many sugar plantations were
abandoned, and the land was often divided among former
slaves, who engaged in small-scale farming.

In the decades following emancipation, former slaves
saw some notable improvements in their daily lives.
Small communities formed—oftentimes on the terri-
tory of abandoned plantations—and those communities
eventually built schools, churches, and other institutions.
Missionaries helped facilitate the establishment of many
of those communities. Missionaries were also instru-
mental in creating an incipient system of EDUCATION, but
education programs were not without problems. Many
teachers had received little to no formal training, and the
quality of the mission schools was often called into ques-
tion. While former slaves formed communities and made

attempts to advance within the British colonial system,
many of those communities remained underdeveloped.

Most British Caribbean colonies experienced general
economic decline in the 19th century. As planters aban-
doned their estates, few individuals found much incentive
to invest significant resources into the local economies
and supporting infrastructure. A loose parliamentary
system allowed local assemblies to approve spending
projects without much oversight. Unable or unwilling
to implement a taxation system, many colonies suffered
budget and debt problems and failed to provide basic
public services. Roads fell into disrepair, and crime rates
rose in many of the once-prosperous colonies. Tropical
diseases kept life expectancy low, and social segrega-
tion became increasingly noticeable. Emancipation had
expanded the franchise, but strict property requirements
for voting kept many blacks from participating in the
political system. Many of the white elite and former
planters accused the black population of laziness and
blamed former slaves for the decline of the sugar indus-
try. Those social tensions were at the heart of the Morant
Bay Rebellion, which was a major revolt that broke out
on the island of Jamaica in October of 1865. Dozens were
killed before the Jamaican governor declared martial law
and violently suppressed the insurrection.

After decades of economic decline, the British gov-
ernment had grown convinced that the local autonomy
granted to the Caribbean colonies was not working.
The Morant Bay Rebellion reinforced concerns among
mainland leaders that the colonies were not capable of
self-government. The British instituted a system of direct
rule with the intention of bringing order and stability to
the region that had experienced such turmoil throughout
the 19th century. They also hoped to stimulate some
economic development, given that the sugar industry
was now in full decline. Under the system of direct rule,
the crown colony government established a legitimate
law enforcement system and managed to instill a sense of
public order by bringing crime under control. The new
administrative system allowed the government to devote
resources to public services and infrastructure. In the
late decades of the 19th century, roads and bridges were
built throughout the British colonies, and many saw the
opening of railroads. Government programs replaced
the earlier missionary-based education system, although
education was neither free nor universal. Sanitation was
improved, and hospitals were established, helping to raise
life expectancy rates, which had remained low due to
disease and unhealthy living conditions. Other reforms
included changes to the legal codes governing property
ownership. Those changes gave more small farmers the
opportunity to own land.

The economic and social changes that took place
in the British colonies in the late 19th century pre-
cipitated a general improvement in the daily lives of
many of the inhabitants of those islands. Although
economic growth was not readily evident by the end



Caribbean, Dutch 43

The Jamaica Railway began operations in 1845. This artists rendition shows the opening of the Kingston Terminus. (Time & Life
Pictures/Getty Images)

of the 19th century, the policies of the crown colonial
government did pave the way for the emergence of new
economic sectors in the 20th century. Jamaica’s tropi-
cal climate was suitable for the cultivation of bananas
and other fruits. By the 1880s, the powerful United
Fruit Company was operating banana plantations on
the island and extending its fruit empire farther into
the Caribbean. Other industries developed from the
cultivation of small-scale agricultural crops such as
tobacco, cacao, vegetables, and some spices. Some
modest INDUSTRIALIZATION had occurred by the end of
the century, and many industries were oriented toward
the production of consumer goods.

Much of the British Caribbean is known today for
its tourism industry, and these activities also had their
beginning in the late 19th century. Investors opened the
first hotels in the Bahamas in the 1860s. Then, in 1891,
the Jamaica International Exhibition held in Kingston
provided an opportunity to showcase the island as a
viable tourist destination. Caribbean tourism expanded
significantly in the 20th century and is the basis for many
of the islands’ economies today.

See also AnTicua AND Barsupa (Vol. IV); Baramas
(Vol. 1V); Barsabos (Vol. IV); BRITISH OVERSEAS TER-
riToRIES (Vol. IV); Buccaneers (Vol. II); CARIBBEAN,
Britisu (Vol. III); Dominica (Vol. IV); Grenapa (Vol.
1V); Jamarca (Vols. 11, IV); Saint CHRISTOPHER AND NEVIS
(Vol. IV); Saint Lucia (Vol. IV); SAINT VINCENT AND THE
GrENADINES (Vol. IV); TriNipaD anD Toaco (Vol. IV).
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Caribbean, Dutch (Dutch West Indies) The Dutch
Caribbean includes the islands of Aruba, Curacao,
Bonaire, Sint Eustatius, Saba, and Sint Maarten.
Historically, the Netherlands first shared power and then
competed with the French and the British for control
of its Caribbean possessions (see CARIBBEAN, BriTisw;
CariBBeaN, French). By the 19th century, Dutch rule
had been firmly established in the islands, as well as in
the mainland colony of SURINAME.

The Spanish were the first to explore most of the
islands of the Caribbean, and they established some set-
tlements in the region. The Spanish encountered small
groups of Arawak, Carib, and Ciboney native peoples,
and by the beginning of the 16th century, conquista-
dores had established an administrative center on the
island of Hispaniola. From there, Spanish expeditions
explored the neighboring islands of the Greater Antilles,
the smaller eastern islands of the Lesser Antilles, and the
southernmost islands that make up the Dutch Caribbean
in search of treasure and Amerindians to enslave. Failing
to find coLp or other valuable resources, the Spanish did
not establish permanent settlements. Other European
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powers showed an interest in Spain’s new Caribbean
possessions, and throughout the 16th and 17th centu-
ries, British, French, and Dutch pirates actively attacked
Spanish ships in the area. Privateers were often sponsored
by European merchants who wanted to TRADE in the
Spanish colonies. By the 1620s, those northern European
challengers began establishing permanent colonies in
the Caribbean. They appeared first in the southern and
eastern Caribbean and then began pushing into Spanish
strongholds in the Greater Antilles.

In the first half of the 17th century, an alliance
of sorts formed between Dutch, French, British, and
other European merchants in an attempt to challenge
Spanish dominance in the Caribbean. The Dutch took
the lead in this alliance, and in 1621, the Dutch West
India Company received a monopoly charter to admin-
ister Caribbean trade. The company’s traders helped to
support permanent French and British settlements in
Barbados, Martinique, and Guadeloupe. The Dutch West
India Company established settlements in Sint Maarten,
Sint Eustatius, and Saba, which all had a ready supply of
salt. The Dutch also settled Aruba, Curacao, and Bonaire.
Most Dutch settlements served as MILITARY posts as well
as trading outposts for colonies of the other northern
European nations. In later decades, the Dutch West India
Company was reorganized, and many of the Dutch pos-
sessions in the Caribbean became slave trading depots
and bases for smuggling goods into the Spanish colonies
that were closed to wider European trade.

A series of wars erupted among the northern
European powers in the late 17th century, which weak-
ened Dutch power in the Caribbean. By the beginning
of the 19th century, Dutch settlements were limited to
Curacao, Aruba, Bonaire, and the far southern Leeward
Islands. In the early decades of the century, major
changes took place in the Dutch Caribbean. The British
had emerged as the major sea power in the Atlantic, and
abolitionist pressures urged the Crown to abolish the
slave trade and to force other European powers to do the
same. Although sravery still existed, the Dutch ended
the import of slaves into its colonies in 1814. Ending
the slave trade eliminated one of the economic func-
tions that the Dutch Caribbean possessions had played.
Some settlers attempted to develop an agricultural sector
in the 19th century, but most of the southern Dutch-
controlled Caribbean islands were arid, with a hilly and
volcanic topography that made them unsuitable for
AGrICULTURE. While the Dutch government attempted
to subsidize agricultural activities, planters for the most
part experienced little success. Sint Maarten’s climate
and topography was more suited to agriculture. Some
small plantations and ranches developed there, with
small populations of African slaves making up most of
the workforce. Salt miniNg dominated the economies of
most Dutch islands, and that industry continued in the
19th century, supported by the labor of the few thou-
sand African slaves who remained after the slave trade

ended. But, salt mining declined as the slave population
dwindled. After slavery was finally abolished in the Dutch
colonies in 1863, the salt mining industry collapsed.

Most of the Dutch possessions in the Caribbean suf-
fered devastating economic decline throughout the 19th
century. Curagao was one notable exception. The island’s
location just off the coast of VENEZUELA made it an ideal
spot from which to assist Spanish royalist forces fighting
against independence movements in the colony. Curagao
provided a base for Spanish forces, and its merchants
readily traded with the Spanish to keep the roya