DBQ
GOVERNMENT IN 19th CENTURY LATIN AMERICA

You will be writing a short in-class essay on post-colonial Latin American governments using the reading from last week, Post-Colonial Blues (Document 0), and the documents below. Your in-class essay will analyze the state structures and political attitudes in Latin America nations in the 19th century.
Direction:
1. Critically read all of the documents below

· Identify what each documents says about the state structures and/or political attitudes in Latin American nations at the time – some will be straight forward, some you will need to infer
2. Organize the documents into 3-4 categories 

3. Formulate a thesis that addresses the prompt above
DOCUMENT 1
	Patronage Politics 

Patronage politics made corruption a necessary part of the system. Patronage flowed through personal relationships, sometimes replacing [political] party platforms altogether. A local justice of the peace—whom we can call Don Miguel, as a hypothetical example—would use his office to secure benefits not only for his extended family, but also for his political allies (in  return for past and future favors), for his informal “clients” (for example, his godchildren and their families), and for his faithful servants and employees. These people’s support of Don Miguel and his party have little to do with abstract principles of liberalism and conservatism. Loyalty was what counted. At election time, clients held up their end of the patronage bargain by voting the way their “patron” wished. If the patron joined a revolution, his client would be expected to pick up weapons and follow him. Don Miguel, in turn, received favors and honors from a patron wealthier and more powerful than him—a cabinet minister, say, or the state governor—and so on, up to the highest patron of all, the party’s national leader, or caudillo. 

Source: Chasteen, John Charles, Born in Blood and Fire. 2001

  


DOCUMENT 2


DOCUMENT 3

DOCUMENT 4

DOCUMENT 5

DOCUMENT 6

DOCUMENT 7

DOCUMENT 8

DOCUMENT 9

DOCUMENT 10

DOCUMENT 11

DOCUMENT 10 (Can substitute for Document 1)

DOCUMENT 12 


Declaration of Allegiance sworn by the companion-in-arms to Jean-Jacques Dessalines, an illiterate ex-slave general and Governor General for Life of Haiti, 1804





“We swear entire obedience to the laws he shall deem fit to make, his authority being the only one we acknowledge. We authorize him to make peace and war, and to appoint his successor.”





Source: Hubert Herring, A History of Latin America from the Beginnings to the Present, 3rd Edition (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1968), 427.





MILITARY RULE IN LATIN AMERICA TO 1900


COUNTRY�
DATE OF INDEPENDENCE�
PERIODS OF MILITARY RULE�
TOTAL YEARS OF MILITARY RULE�
�
COLOMBIA�
1831�
�
0�
�
EL SALVADOR�
1830�
�
0�
�
COSTA RICA�
1830�
�
0�
�
NICARAGUA�
1830�
1855 – 1857 �
2�
�
BRAZIL�
1821�
1889 – 1894 �
5�
�
URUGUAY�
1830�
1876 – 1886 �
10�
�
HONDURAS�
1830�
1830 – 1847 �
17�
�
PERU�
1825�
1846 – 1854 �



19�
�
�
�
1884 – 1895�
�
�
ECUADOR�
1830�
1851 – 1856 �









28�
�
�
�
1861 – 1875 �
�
�
�
�
1878 – 1882�
�
�
�
�
1892 – 1895 �
�
�
GUATEMALA�
1830�
1840 – 1865 �



29�
�
�
�
1871 – 1885 �
�
�
BOLIVIA�
1825�
1848 – 1870�



30�
�
�
�
1876 – 1880 �
�
�
CHILE�
1818�
1818 – 1851�
33�
�
ARGENTINA�
1819�
1835 –


 1852 �



37�
�
�
�
1880 - 1900�
�
�
HAITI�
1804�
1804 – 1843 �



47�
�
�
�
1847 – 1859 �
�
�
VENEZUELA�
1830�
1831 – 1835 �









49�
�
�
�
1839 – 1843�
�
�
�
�
1846 – 1858 �
�
�
�
�
1861 – 1868�
�
�
PARAGUAY�
1815�
1815 – 1869 �



57�
�
�
�
1894 – 1898 �
�
�
MEXICO�
1821�
1823 – 1843�






57�
�
�
�
1846 – 1855 �
�
�
�
�
1863 – 1867 �
�
�



Source: Peter N. Stearns, ed., Encyclopedia of World History, 6th Edition (Boston, New York: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2001), 626 – 639 in passim.


�





Victims of Juan Manuel de Rosas Rule, Dictator of Argentina 1835 – 1852


Manner of Death�
Number Killed�
�
Poisoned �
4�
�
Shot�
1, 393�
�
Hanged�
3,765�
�
Assassinated�
722�
�
Killed in Armed Clashes�
16,520�
�
Total Killed�
22, 404�
�
Population of Buenos Aires�
60,000�
�
Population of Argentina�
800,000�
�
Source: Domingo Faustino Sarmiento, Argentine Intellectual, Later President





Source: John A. Crow, The Epic of Latin America, 3rd Edition (Los Angeles, London: University of California Press Berkley, 1980), 589, 596.





Constitutions in Latin America, 1820 – 1960


Number of New Constitutions�
Countries�
�
5 or Less�
Argentina, Cuba, Panama, Paraguay, Uruguay�
�
Between 6 and 10�
Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico�
�
Between 11 and 15�
Columbia, Dominican Republic, Nicaragua,  El Salvador�
�
Between 16 and 20�
Ecuador�
�
More than 20�
Bolivia, Haiti, Venezuela�
�
Source: Jacques Lambert, Latin America: Social Structures and Political Institutions (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1971), 258 – 259.








J. P. and W. P. Robertson, Scottish merchants, expelled from Paraguay by Jose Gaspar Rodriguez Francia, 1838





“On the occasion of the installation of the junta* which superseded in Paraguay the authority of Spain, the question was agitated by a number of the first citizens as to whether the government of the country should be carried on in the name of  the king of Spain. Francia, whose mind was made up that it should not, entered the hall of deliberation at the warmest period of debate. Walking up to the table and taking his place beside several government functionaries, he calmly laid a pair of loaded pistols before him and said, ‘These are the arguments which I bring against the supremacy of Ferdinand VII.’ No sooner was Francia seated as First Consul than his measures were more divested of conciliation. One ominous feature of despotism began now to display itself in Paraguay: every man feared to open his lips to another on politics.”





*junta: a military or political group that rules a country after taking power by force 





Source: Abel Plenn, The Southern Americas: A New Chronicle (New York: Creative Edge Press, 1948), 287 – 288.





Simon Bolivar, liberator of Northern South America, leader of Gran Colombia, who campaigned in Venezuela, Colombia, Peru, Ecuador, and Bolivia, and helped establish governments in each, comments in 1828





“In Gran Colombia, there is an aristocracy of rank, office, and wealth equivalent by its influence, its pretensions, and its pressure on the people, to the most despotic aristocracy of titles and birth in Europe. Included in the ranks of this aristocracy are the clergy, religious, professional groups, lawyers, the military, and the rich. For although they speak of liberty and constitutions, they want these only for themselves, not for the people, whom they wish to see continue under their oppression. They also want equality, but by this they mean equality with the upper classes, not the lower.”





Source: John Lynch, The Spanish American Revolutions, 1808 – 1826 (New York: W. W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1973), 265.





Bernardo O’Higgins, Chilean Dictator and general, 1822 in a letter to a friend





“Politics doesn’t interest me, but as a good citizen I feel free to express my opinions and to censure the government. Democracy, which is so loudly proclaimed by the deluded, is an absurdity in our countries, flooded as they are with vices and with their citizens lacking all sense of civic virtue, the prerequisite to establishing a real republic. But monarchy is not the American ideal either; if we get out of one terrible government just to jump headlong into another, what will we have gained? The republican system is the one we must adopt a strong central government whose representatives will be men of virtue and patriotism, who thus can direct the citizens along the path or order and progress.”





Source: Crow, Epic of Latin America, 641.





Francis Baylies, U.S. Charge de Affairs (Diplomat in Charge of an Embassy) at Buenos Aires, dispatch to the U.S. Secretary of State, 1832





“The present parties are Federalists and Unitarians. The Unitarians predominate these years. It was their object to create a strong, central government and a close union or rather a consolidation of the provinces. Rivadaria, the chief of the Unitarian Party was determined to overthrow the priesthood. His open attacks on priestly power united against him many old and wealthy men who could not be severed from old habits.”





Source: Abel Plenn, The Southern Americas, 285.





Joaquim Nabuco, famous Brazilian abolitionist, diplomat and reformer, comments on Brazilian Emperor Pedro II, whom his father had served, 1897





“The commanding figure of the Second Empire was that of the Emperor himself. To be sure, he did not govern directly and by himself; he respected the Constitution and the forms of the parliamentary system. But since he determined the fate of every party and every statesman, making or unmaking ministries at will, the sum of power was effectively his. Cabinets had short and precarious lives, holding office only as long as it pleased the Emperor. Under these conditions there was but one way to govern, and that was in agreement with him. The Senate, the Council of State, lived by his favor and grace. His power, however, was a natural phenomenon, the result of our social and political condition. If that power had no check it was not because of the emperor but because it was impossible to have free elections with a people like the Brazilian, and because free elections would only have made the electorate more attached to the government. The emperor inspired and directed, but he did not govern. He might check on every nomination, every decree, every word of his ministers, but the responsibility for their actions was theirs. He rarely intervened in the political and administrative machinery.”





Source” Benjamin Keen, editor, Latin American Civilization: History and Society, 1492 to the Present (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press, Inc., 2000), 279 – 282 in passim.





President Gabriel Garcia Moreno, Conservative president of Ecuador, his inaugural speech, 1869; assassinated in 1878 by a liberal opposed to his policies





“The first object of my administration is to bring into harmony our political institutions with those of our religion beliefs (he made Catholicism the state religion); and the second is to invest the public authority with sufficient force to resist the forces of anarchy.”





Source: Jose L. Romero and Luis Alberto Romero, eds., Pensamente Conservador 1815 – 1898. (Caracas, Venezuela: Biblioteca de Ayacucho, 1978), 115.








Jose Manual Groot, Colombian conservative intellectual, 1880 comments





“Peace and harmony could have been established then (in 1830, after breakup of Gran Colombia), but the uncurbed passions of the anti-clerical, liberal forces did not permit this, and the unhappy consequences have continued to plague the country, bring discord, combat and revolution. The truth is that the ecclesiastical and political life of our nation had been always so intertwined that religion was necessarily the vital element of all our civilization and progress.”





Source: Sheldon B. Liss and Peggy K. Liss, eds., Man, State, and Society in Latin American History (London: Pall Mall Press, 1972), 208 – 209.








