THE LIBERATOR SIMON BOLIVAR. Bolivar, who helped create five nations, was the sin
greatest general of independence. Bolivar was from Caracas, the son of a plantatic
owning family who gave him a privileged education—including a European walking t
with his brilliant tutor, Simén Rodriguez, a man afire with new ideas. But white, upper-cl
generals like Bolivar could not win independence without the support of Latin Americ

nonwhite majority. Courtesy of Hulton Getty Picture Collection.
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INDEPENDENCE

atin American struggles for independence erupted suddenly and

unexpectedly. There had been a few ominous tremors before 1800,

but the most remarkable thing about colonial rule continued to
be its overall stability. Therefore, nobody saw an imperial collapse com-
ing, and when it came, everybody improvised. One might expect those
at the bottom to rise up when European control slipped; that did hap-
pben in some places, notably Haiti, where slaves literally took over. But
the outcome in Spanish America and Brazil was more conservative. In
general, the white people at the top of the social hierarchy stayed there,
while blacks and indigenous people stayed at the bottom. On the other
hand, Latin American independence created a dozen of the world’s first
constitutional republics. The fighting dealt the caste system a death-
blow and brought new status to many people of mixed race.

The fighting itself changed much in Latin America, Many men
of color became honored war heroes because of their bravery in combat.
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THE HAITIAN REVOLUTION. The great slave uprising that began in the French colony
of Haiti in 1791 crushed the master class, defeated several French armies sent to repress it,
and created a vivid worst-case scenario for a generation of Latin American slave owners.
Schomburg Center/Art Resource, New York.
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But winning the wars of independence required more than blood; it also
required a sense of belonging and shared purpose. The modern nations
of Latin America did not yet exist, even as a pipe dream, when the wars
began. What did an African slave, a Quechua-speaking villager, a land-
owner of pure Spanish blood, and a mestizo artisan have in common just
because all had been born (for example) in the viceroyalty of Peru? Not
much, obviously, aside from being subjects of the Spanish Crown, which
treated them almost as different subspecies of human being. So patriot
leaders faced a great challenge. They had to imagine new nations and
get other people with little in common to imagine those nations, too.
The image had to be so vivid that people would betray their king, kill,
and risk death for it. The patriotic vision of the wars of independence
introduced elements of the two big ideas, liberalism and nationalism,
that have animated Latin American political life ever since.

To understand people’s actions during the crisis years of 1808-25,
to see how independence came so unexpectedly, then so quickly, how it
changed so much and yet so little, we must observe how violent events
in Europe suddenly destabilized colonial rule. Then we will see how
Latin Americans reacted—a story with several different threads. Core
areas like Mexico and Peru followed one pattern, fringe areas like Ven-
ezuela and Argentina another. Brazil followed its own quite distinctive
path to independence. These winding roads can get a bit complicated,
but understanding them is worthwhile, because the wars of indepen-
dence cast a long shadow on the history of Latin America.

REVOLUTION AND WAR IN EUROPE

Spanish Americans experienced a grueling couple of decades after
1788 under the calamitous rule of an incompetent king, Carlos IV,
who shirked his royal responsibilities and left governing to a hated
minister widely known to be the queen’s lover. Misrule had combined
with a series of costly wars to bankrupt the Spanish state during
the 1700s. The bankruptcy of the Crown led to higher taxes, as well
as to other irritating practices like the sale of high office, which put
incompetent people in positions of command, and highly unpopular
government foreclosure of long-term loans. Worse, war with England,
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beginning in 1796 and lasting off and on for the next decade, mean
confronting the world’s most powerful navy, for these were years wher
“Britannia ruled the waves.” The Spanish navy was overwhelmed
and the number of Atlantic sailings dropped drastically, strangling
colonial trade. Spanish Americans watched all this with dismay bu
without seeing it as a cue to rebel. After all, foreign wars often evoke
feelings of loyalty to king and country, and the English were heredi
tary enemies who frequently attacked Spanish American ships anc
ports. Neither Spain nor Portugal could escape the widening reper
cussions of the French Revolution (1789-99) and the subsequent Na
poleonic Wars (1799-1815) that eventually engulfed all of Europe. I
practical terms, Spanish American independence began to exist d
facto in 1808, when the Spanish king was imprisoned by Napoleon.

In Brazil, things worked out differently. Portugal had maintaines
a friendly relationship with England since the 1300s, a relationshij
described in the 1386 Treaty of Windsor as “an inviolable, eternal
solid, perpetual, and true league of friendship”"—a relationship tha
England dominated. England would prove a valuable but demandin
ally. But, English ally or no, the French Revolution and Napoleoni
Wars started the process of independence in Brazil as well.

French revolutionaries of the 1790s had challenged the ide
of monarchy based on divine right, even executing the French kin
and queen, Louis XVI and Marie Antoinette. These revolutionarie
took inspiration from the intellectual awakening called the Enlighten
ment. They proclaimed “Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity,” questione
traditional authority, and remade the political order. They sneere
at idiot kings who, thanks to their royal bloodlines, possessed powe
they did not deserve. Instead, the revolutionaries argued for popula
sovereignty, meaning that the people of each nation (not yet includin
women, however) had the right to determine who would rule ther
according to a written constitution. French revolutionaries set out t
overthrow other European kings and establish republics. Somewha
perversely, the revolutionary creed became an ideology to justify mil
tary aggression, as French armies led by General, then First Consu
and finally Emperor Napoleon Bonaparte began “liberating” othe
countries into French control. Spain and Portugal were two of these.
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The new political ideology of liberty and liberation—liberalism,
in a word—was almost as much English as French in origin. England’s
own civil war and revolution in the 1600s had enshrined the principle
of popular sovereignty in the unwritten English constitution. England
preserved its monarchy, as it does to this day, but it is a limited mon-
archy, subordinate to an elected legislature, the House of Commons,
which liberals regarded as the voice of “the people.” England opposed
the radicalism of the French Revolution and led the fight against Napo-
leonic expansionism. That aligned England with anti-Napoleonic Spanish
and Portuguese patriots during Latin America’s independence period,
as we will see. In sum, liberalism, whether coming from France or
England, inspired all sides in the Napoleonic Wars. It was the impact of
those wars, and their aftermath, in turn, that triggered Latin American
independence—all under the ideological banner of popular sovereignty.

In late 1807, when the Portuguese refused to close their ports
and declare war on their old ally, England, Napoleon invaded Por-
tugal. The Portuguese royal family fled, accompanied by a glittering
entourage of nobles and government officials, swarms of servants and
courtiers—over ten thousand people, as well as the royal treasury—
sailing from Lisbon only hours before Napoleon’s troops arrived in the
Portuguese capital, British warships were on hand to escort the royal
flotilla and, most especially, Prince Jodo (who exercised power in the
name of the queen, his demented mother) to Brazil. For more than a
decade, Jo&o made his court in Rio de Janeiro, safely outside the reach
of Napoleon. Meanwhile, both the Spanish king, Carlos IV, and his
heir, Prince Fernando, had fallen into Napoleon's hands and, under
pressure, both abdicated their claims to the Spanish throne. Napoleon
then had his own brother Joseph crowned king of Spain, a move that
most Spaniards and Spanish Americans refused to accept.

One aspect of colonial hegemony had been the gradual acceptance
of the Spanish and Portuguese monarchs as rightful rulers by almost
everyone in the colonies. The Crown had strong legitimacy: authority
that ingpires obedience. By 1810, a startling contrast existed. The Portu-
guese Cyown was closer than ever to Brazil. The Spanish Crown, usurped
by a foreigner, was further than ever from Spanish America. Brazilian
history shows how much difference the king’s presence could make.
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Jodo’s royal court in Rio de Janeiro had become the political
center of the Portuguese-speaking world, and the people of Rio, always
fond of glamour, were delighted to have it there. Thousands of rich
European courtiers flooded the city, sparking a boom in building and
profitable services, from livery stables to hairdressing. The presence
of the royal court also favored the Brazilian elite, for the opportunity
to speak a few words directly into the king’s ear is valuable indeed.
The end of colonial trade monopolies favored Brazil as a whole.
Before, Brazilian trade had all been channeled to Portugal, but now
Jodo allowed Brazilians to trade with everybody (chiefly the British,
who had pressed strongly for this trade opening), and imported goods
i became less expensive. Jodo liked Rio and enjoyed placid naps in his
botanical garden as ships from Europe and Spanish America brought
news of one distant upheaval after another.

Back in Portugal, an anti-Napoleonic patriot uprising began in
1808 soon after Jodo’s departure, and fighting in the Iberian peninsula
dragged on for years as Portuguese and Spanish guerrillas, supported
by British troops, fought hit-and-run actions against the French. In
Spanish America, chronic fighting broke out as well. Independence was
declared here and there. Meanwhile, Rio bustled and Brazil remained
peaceful. Whatever social and economic pressures had built up during
the colonial period, whatever rivalries existed between Portuguese and
Brazilians, they did not explode now. So content was Jodo in Rio that
even after Napoleon met ultimate defeat in the battle of Waterloo (1815),
the Portuguese king conspicuously failed to hurry back to Lishon.

Events in Spanish America between 1808 and 1815 contrasted
totally with the picture in Brazil. Spanish Americans were shocked at
the eclipse of the legitimate monarchy. The Spanish government had
not vanished entirely, because provincial resistance movements in
Spain sent representatives to a national resistance committee, called
the Central Junta. The Central Junta expected Spanish American
support, but Spanish Americans had other ideas. The Central Junta
had been chosen entirely in Spain. It therefore represented the Span-
ish people, but not the Spanish American people, and they rejected
its dictates. In the wake of the Napoleonic takeover of Spain, most
Spanish Americans professed fervent loyalty to their legitimate king,
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Fernando VII, but in so doing, they also rejected the idea that Mexico
or Peru or New Granada were colonies. Instead, they reaffirmed the
old idea that the Spanish king’s throne had two pillars of support: his
Furopean kingdoms in Iberia, and his American kingdoms in the New
World. They argued that, although loyal to Fernando, the American
kingdoms were equal to the European ones and not subservient to
them. In other words, paradoxically, the Napoleonic crisis led Span-
ish American patriots to invoke the principle of popular sovereignty
against Spain itself. Soon, they began to form their own juntas to rule
locally in Fernando’s name. These “caretaker” juntas were often cre-
ated at an open meeting of the town council, a cabildo abierto.

By 1810, the Spanish resistance to the French occupation had
been pushed to the southern port city of Cadiz, where it continued to
function under British naval protection. The Spanish liberals who led
the resistance now called for a constitution to be written by elected rep-
resentatives from both Spain and Spanish America. The Constitution of
Cadiz was a truly liberal document and, if implemented, would have pro-
foundly altered the Spanish empire. But it was never fully implemented.
By the time it was completed, patriot rebels had already raised the cry of
anti-Spanish rebellion in Mexico, Venezuela, Argentina, and elsewhere.

THE SPANISH AMERICAN REBELLIONS
BEGIN, 1810-15

But who were these patriot rebels? In most cases, the initiatives for
independence came from native-born whites, called Creoles to distin-
guish them from Spaniards born on the Iberian Peninsula. Iberian-
born Spaniards were now called Peninsulars or, often, nastier things
that do not translate well. We should backtrack a bit to explain what
the Creoles were after.

By the late 1700s, Spanish American Creoles had grown quite
resentful of the Peninsulars, with whom they competed socially. Span-
ish birth made Peninsulars the preferred agents of imperial rule.
Peninsular Spaniards normally got the best ecclesiastical and govern-
ment offices, the key positions on boards of trade, and so on, gaining
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privileged access to wealth and power over their American-born Creole
cousins. But this rivalry existed only at the top of Spanish American
society. The other three-quarters or four-fifths of the population—
people of indigenous, African, or mixed descent—had little at stake
in the Creole-versus-Peninsular contest, because the caste system put
them out of the competition altogether. Sometimes they disliked the
Creoles more than they disliked the Peninsulars, because the Creoles
were the masters and overlords who annoyed them in daily life. Cre-
oles generally owned the land, and much of the Spanish American
population lived under the thumb of landowners. In the towns, it was
Creoles, not Peninsulars, who feared the social climbing of prosper-
ous people of mixed race and fought to keep them “in their place.” In
other words, the majority of Spanish Americans had plenty of reason
to revolt—but not particularly against the Peninsulars.

Mexican independence shows these dynamics at work. Mexico
was by far the Spanish Crown’s brightest imperial jewel by the early
1800s, vastly the most profitable colony, and home to four out of ten
Spanish Americans. Peninsulars numbered only a fraction of 1 percent,
but Creole resentment against them ran high, so the Creole-dominated
cabildo of Mexico City seized the 1808 crisis in Spain as a chance to
gain ground against their privileged European cousins. Affirming
their continued loyalty to the imprisoned Fernando VII, the Creoles
convinced the viceroy to call a representative assembly to provide
legitimacy while the king was out of the picture. The colony’s powerful
Peninsulars would have none of it, however. They actually unseated
the viceroy to forestall such an assembly. Creole anger smoldered.

Then, in 1810, Spanish America’s political upheavals began
in earnest. A Creole conspiracy in Mexico’s northern mining region
sparked a massive rebellion of indigenous and mestizo peasants. The
man who let the genie out of the bottle was a Creole priest, Father
Miguel Hidalgo. A reader of banned French books who also studied in-
digenous languages and defied the Catholic rule of sexual abstinence
for clergy, Hidalgo was an impulsive nonconformist, and the Inquisi-
tion already had a file on him. Informed that the Spanish authorities
would soon arrest him for his part in the conspiracy, Hidalgo hurried
to his parish church and rang the bell. He then spoke to the gathering
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crowd using religious language that his audience well understood—
not about independence, but about the need to defend Mexico against
the Peninsular usurpers of legitimate authority and the enemies of
Fernando VII. Hidalgo presented the rivalry between Creoles and
Peninsulars as a unanimous Spanish American revolt against Spain.
He spoke of how Spanish conquerors had stolen Indian lands. In
point of fact, it was the Creoles, and not the Peninsulars of 1810,
who descended from those conquerors. In truth, Hidalgo had more in
common with most Peninsulars, his social peers, than with his indig-
enous parishioners. But his rhetoric constructed a simple dichotomy:
Americans versus Europeans. His battle cry was “Long live the Virgin
of Guadalupe, and death to the Spaniards!” The appeal worked.

Poor rural people flocked by the thousands to the banner of the
Virgin of Guadalupe, now a potent symbol of Mexican identity. The
throngs included men, women, and children, whole families, burros,
and cattle. Their weapons were mostly farming tools rather than fire-
arms. A recent famine in the mining zone had left many humble Mexi-
cans with little to lose. When terrified Peninsulars in the important
mining center of Guanajuato saw twenty thousand angry indigenous
peasants coming at them, they hurriedly barricaded themselves in the
largest, strongest building in town, the massive granary—but to no
avail. Peninsulars died by the hundreds in Guanajuato and then all
along the route of this rampaging ragtag army. And not only Penin-
sulars: Creoles died, too. Hidalgo’s patriotic rhetoric had theoretically
drawn the line between the Peninsulars and everyone else, but Cre-
oles and Peninsulars resembled one another, Many Peninsulars had
Creole wives and children. Furthermore, Peninsulars cornered by the
rebels commonly claimed to be Creoles. The downtrodden indigenous
and mestizo peasants who followed Hidalgo lacked military discipline,
and to them, Creoles and Peninsulars seemed equally arrogant. As
Hidalgo’s multitude reached sixty, seventy, eighty thousand, it began

to look to many Creoles like their own worst nightmare.

Few Mexican Creoles, or town dwellers of any description,
joined Hidalgo, and his unruly followers dispersed after only a few
months. Hidalgo himself was captured, forced to repent publicly, and
then executed. As an exemplary lesson, Hidalgo’s head was dangled in




CHAPTER 4 | INDEPENDENCE

a metal cage on a corner of the Guanajuato granary where so many
Spaniards had died. But the revolutionary genie would not go back
into the bottle. In southern Mexico, where indigenous communities
retained village identities and lands from before the conquest, one
of Hidalgo’s officers still raised the torch of rebellion. He, too, was
a priest, but a modest and practical one, very unlike the grandiose
visionary Hidalgo.

Father José Maria Morelos was not a Creole at all, but a mes-
tizo, and a more able leader in every way. His army was well orga-
nized and his main goals were clear: an end to slavery, to the caste
system, and to the tribute paid by indigenous people. Morelos prohib-
ited the use of caste classifications. All born in Mexico were simply
“Americanos.” In 1813, he declared outright independence. His move-
ment still did not attract many Creoles, but it had staying power—at
least until Father Morelos was caught and executed in 1815. By then,
small bands of patriot guerrillas had been fighting for years in several
regions of Mexico, and with Morelos gone, they continued to defy the
government, causing heavy military expenses, living off the land like
bandits, and gradually gnawing away at the fabric of colonial rule.

In Peru, independence got a slower start. Peruvian Creoles had
already glimpsed their nightmare scenario a few decades earlier, in the
1780s, when the great indigenous rebellion of Tupac Amaru II rocked the
Andes. It had given Peruvian Creoles a vivid appreciation of the dangers
inherent in mobilizing the indigenous people against the Peninsulars.
The Creoles of Lima, the main Spanish administrative hub of South
America formed no junta and took care to make no Hidalgo-style ap-
peal to the indigenous population. If native Andeans leaned one way or
the other, it was toward loyalty to Fernando VII. Mostly, however, indig-
enous people preferred to be left out of the fight. Creole patriot attempts
to engage indigenous fighters made slow and uneven progress. Patriots,
only somewhat less than royalists, treated the indigenous with casual
brutality. The diary of a patriot drummer boy provides a vivid example:

A couple of poor Indians with their llamas were brought
to us as prisoners because they'd abandoned their llamas
and other possessions at our approach and been found
hiding. Comandante Lira said they were probably spies
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and ordered two hundreds lashes for each until they
talked. At that point, one went running off, crying that
they were innocent and were coming to town to buy neces-
sary things for their families, because they had many
small children, and that they always hide from soldiers,
all soldiers. Some of our own Indians chased down and
killed the one who was trying to escape. Thereupon,

Lira ordered that the second prisoner be executed. The
condemned man looked up and shouted angrily at the
heavens, then knelt before Lira, sobbing and saying:
Comandante, behold the birds in those trees who know
and care nothing of our wars, seeking only to feed them-
selves and their families. So do we, exactly thus. The man
you have killed was my brother, a poor man. You have no
reason to harm us. The true Patria should protect and
pardon its children, particularly those as innocent as we.

upon Lira to release the luckless wretch, who went away
with expressions of gratitude.

A week later, the Indians got it from the other side:

This morning the countryside was full of royalist
soldiers. They went into the hut of a poor Indian
named Fermin Mamani and killed him with their

' bayonets right there where he was cooking and eating

|
i
|
\
\
|
|
\
\
] Hearing these words, many were moved and prevailed

potatoes. Without telling him anything they walked
right in and killed him with his mouth full. He didn’t
even have time to swallow.

Overall, Peru, along with other Andean areas such as Bolivia
and Ecuador, remained firmly under Spanish control during the crisis

F years of the early 1810s as major revolts erupted elsewhere.
’ Leading Creoles in “fringe” colonies such as Venezuela and
‘ Argentina were less cautious. They chafed under imperial trade rest-
|
|
|

rictions that favored silver production in the core areas of Peru and
Mexico. And the grassy plains of both Venezuela and Argentina
abounded in horses and horsemen, very useful in premechanized
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warfare. Unlike the movements of Hidalgo and Morelos, which were
uprisings from below, the patriot juntas of Caracas and Buenos Aires
began as cabildos abiertos, gatherings of the most influential men
in the two cities. This was revolution from above, led by confident,
well-traveled Creoles, some of whom had witnessed European events
firsthand. When the crisis of legitimacy began in Spain, Creoles in
Caracas and Buenos Aires reacted like those elsewhere. Gradu-
ally, however, they shelved their protestations of loyalty to the king,
embraced the liberal revolution, and moved toward full independence.
Their critics called this “taking off the mask of Fernando.”

In Venezuela, all this had already happened by early 1811. The
problem was making it stick. The first Venezuelan republic crumbled
when an earthquake, convincing evidence of divine disapproval,
struck Caracas a year later. Nor was the earthquake the patriots’ only
problem. In the heart of Venezuela, beyond the mountainous Carib-
bean coast with its plantations of cacao, lay the flood-prone tropical
plains of the Orinoco River basin, a land of cattle and dark-skinned
cowboys called llaneros, who ate mostly beef, carried lances, and rode
as if born on horseback. To put it mildly, the llaneros had no sympa-
thy for the elite, plantation-owning revolutionaries of Caracas, who
regarded them more or less as scum. When the Caracas junta went
so far as to deny the authority of Fernando VIL, the llaneros opted
to defend their king, and their horses’ hooves kept the ground trem-
bling long after the earthquake had subsided. As long as the llaneros
opposed them, the patriots would never win in Venezuela.

In Argentina, the revolutionary junta had an easier time gain-
ing military dominance. The patriot advantage began back in 1806 and
1807, when the Spanish and the British were enemies. During those
years, two British expeditions landed in the viceroyalty of the Rio de la
Plata. They were both defeated, not by Peninsular forces, but by local
militias. So Creole patriots there had the upper hand militarily when
Spain’s Napoleonic crisis began. By May 1810, Peninsular control had
ended once and for all in Buenos Aires, Other regions of the Rio de la
Plata viceroyalty, however, showed little inclination to follow the lead
of Buenos Aires. Whether patriots or royalists, people in the interior
resented the airs of overweening Creole aristocrats from the capital.
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The wars of independence in the Rio de la Plata therefore consisted
mostly of fighting between armies from Buenos Aires on the one hand,
and provincial armies, whether royalist or patriot, on the other.

By 1815, with the execution of Morelos in Mexico, royalist vic-
tories in Venezuela (and elsewhere, such as Colombia and Chile), Peru
still firmly in Spanish hands, and patriots fighting among themselves
in the Rio de la Plata, the struggle for Spanish American indepen-
dence stood at a low ebb. The patriots had not yet succeeded in get-
ting enough people on their side. What did they really have to offer,
anyway, besides vague dreams of liberty, equality and fraternity?

THE PATRIOTS' WINNING STRATEGY:
NATIVISM

After all, it was not the exploited majority, as one might have expected,
who initiated independence movements. Radical doctrines such as
republicanism did not hold much appeal for conservative country people
who had received little exposure to such ideas. Moreover, most of the
movements’ Creole leaders had no interest in helping the masses or
making colonial society more egalitarian. Instead, they simply wanted
to rule it themselves. Mexican and Peruvian Creoles, particularly, wor-
ried about losing control of large populations of indigenous peasants who
had shown a fearsome penchant for rebellion. Consequently, Mexican Cre-
oles backed away wide-eyed after a look at Hidalgo's ragged multitude of
1810, and Peruvian Creoles, mindful of Tupac Amaru II, preferred not to
risk declaring independence at all. Venezuelan and Argentine Creoles, on
the other hand, showed more confidence in their ability to hold the tiger
by the tail. To do so, they somehow had to reach out to “the people.” The
Creoles were just too few to win independence without help from below:.
The winning strategy for independence-minded Creoles
was natiwism. Nativism glorified an American identity defined by
birthplace, something Creoles shared with the indigenous people,
with those of mixed blood, even with the children of African slaves.
Americanos was the nativist keyword. From Mexico to Brazil to
Argentina, patriots defined theirs as the American cause, and their
enemies as everyone born in Spain or Portugal. Nativism had many
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DEATH OF GIRADOT. Bolivar promoted the heroic images of patriot officers like
Atanasio Girardot, killed trying to plant the Venezuelan republic’s tricolor flag at Barbula
in 1813. Later in the century, independence heroes became prime material for nation-
building commemorations like this 1883 painting. Wikimedia Commons.




R

THE PATRIDTS' WINNING STRATEGY: NATIVISM

advantages. The name Americanos fit easily and comfortably over
multihued Spanish American and Brazilian populations, contrast-
ing them with Europeans. And nativism drew on powerful emotions,
Resentment is always at the heart of nativist attitudes, resentment
of foreigners and foreign influence. Resentment against the idea of
colonial inferiority and, more particularly, against resident Spanish
and Portuguese, now foreigners in nativist eyes, was widespread in
America at all social levels. Finally, nativism linked arms with libera]
ideology in an obvious way. “Who should govern? The People! And who
are the People? Americanos!” No patriot fighters could ignore the rhe-
torical appeal of nativism, and all used it sooner or later,

For maximum wartime appeal, the definition of Americanos had
to be as broad as possible. Few revolutionary leaders really wanted to
see social equality, however. Most simply wanted popular support to
win independence, leaving the social hierarchy more or less intact. As
long as that hierarchy remained in place, the Creoles expected to be
the leaders of the emerging sovereign nations.

Brazilian independence provides a good illustration of the way
this worked. As Spanish America underwent military upheaval and
political mass mobilization during the 1810s, Brazil remained relatively
undisturbed under the rule of Jodo VL. Of course there was some discon-
tent. To have the royal court in Rio de Janeiro was expensive, as people
noticed after the novelty wore off. A ruinous and unpopular war with
Spanish-speaking neighbors began on Brazil’s southern border. And
Jodo caved to British pressure and legally restricted the slave trade,
which irritated slave owners, even though the restrictions were ineffec-
tive. British ships had onece participated aggressively in the slave trade,
but the British government later renounced the practice and pressured
other nations to do the same. The policy responded hoth to humanitar-
ian antislavery sentiments and to the hope of expanding the market for
British goods by turning slaves into consumers,

Foreigners, especially the British and French, had flocked to
Brazilian ports since 1808, They took advantage of free trade, brought
liberalizing changes of attitude, and stimulated political ferment. The
year 1817 saw a localized but notable political explosion in the major
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northeastern province of Pernambuco, an attempted liberal revolu-
tion more significant than any preceding it in Brazil. During a few
heady weeks, the Pernambucan rebels declared a republic, discussed
a constitution, and called each other “patriot,” clearly showing the in-
fluence of up-to-date political ideas. This liberal republicanism theo-
retically favored the great majority of Brazilians, but liberalism was
still too unfamiliar to inspire mass support in Brazil. Therefore, the
revolt of 1817 was easily crushed after a few weeks, when Jodo’s forces
arrived in Pernambuco to put it down.

Portuguese actions nudged Brazil closer to independence in
1820. Since Napoleon’s defeat, Portugal had wanted its king back in
Lisbon, and the Portuguese assembly had begun to insist that Jodo
return. The assembly was very unhappy with Jodo’s 1815 declaration
raising Brazil from the legal status of colony to that of kingdom, like
Portugal itself. That declaration made Brazil and Portugal juridically
equal, with Jodo king of both. Brazil's old aspiration not to be a colony
had finally been granted, but now the Portuguese assembly wanted
Brazil reduced once more to colonial status. Jodo returned to Lisbon
in 1821, leaving his son, Prince Pedro, behind in Rio to watch the
Brazilian situation. The moment was fraught with uncertainties. Var-
ious Brazilian provinces established liberal juntas and sent their own
representatives to Lisbon, bypassing Rio. Faced simultaneously with
the threat of recolonization and a loss of control over the provinces,
the Brazilian elite of Rio de Janeiro unfurled the banner of native
birth and popular sovereignty.

By 1822, Rio’s native-born elite had formed a Brazilian
Party that claimed to represent the Brazilian people against Por-
tuguese recolonization. While defining “the Brazilian people” to in-
clude everyone (except slaves) born in Brazil, the Brazilian Party
also accepted Portuguese-born converts to the cause of Brazilian
patriotism, and they found a crucial convert in the Portuguese-
born Prince Pedro himself. Pedro had been prepared for this even-
tuality by his father, who foresaw that Brazilian independence
might become inevitable. If Pedro himself declared Brazil indepen-
dent, the monarchy might be preserved, and Brazil could at least be
kept in the Braganza royal family. When the Portuguese assembly
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CORONATION OF PEDRO |. The 1822 crowning ceremony of Emperar Pedro | of
Brazil deployed the traditional pageantry of monarchy, a tried-and-true formula that con-
trasted with the innovative but difficult and risky republican experiments then beginning
in Spanish America. Wikimedia Commons.

demanded that Pedro, too, return to Portugal, the prince publicly
announced his refusal from a palace balcony, and the people of Rio
celebrated deliriously in the public squares. By year’s end, Pedro had
officially declared Brazil an independent constitutional monarchy
with himself as monarch, and he called for representatives of the sov-
ereign people to write a constitution. A handful of Portuguese army
garrisons in the north and south refused to recognize Brazilian in-
dependence, but all were defeated or withdrew within a few months,
without any need for the mass military mobilization that had proved
so risky for Spanish American elites. A mass mobilization would cer-
tainly have threatened the institution of slavery in Brazil, where half
the potential fighters were slaves.

By the end of 1823, the Brazilian Party had achieved its goal.
It had made Brazil independent while maintaining the social hier-
archy that kept the slave-owning elite in charge. Even the provinces
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that had lately formed their own liberal juntas accepted the proposi-
tion that Prince Pedro—now Pedro I, emperor of Brazil—embodied
the cause of Brazilian patriotism. Had the emperor not promised a
constitution? There was disappointment ahead, but for now, the clon-
ing of a legitimate monarchy had provided Brazil a political unity that
contrasted starkly with Spanish America.

PATRIOT VICTORIES IN SPANISH
AMERICA, 1815-25

Meanwhile, Spanish American nativists regained momentum after
1815. By that time, Napoleon had met defeat at the battle of Water-
loo. Fernando VII had recovered his throne, renounced the liberal
constitution of Cadiz, and set out to crush patriot rebels in America.
Spanish recalcitrance left the rebels nowhere to go but forward. In
South America, Spanish royalist forces held the Peruvian Andes until
ultimately defeated—in a great, continental “pincer” maneuver—by
patriot armies that had originated on the distant plains frontiers
of Venezuela and Argentina. In Mexico, Creoles entered an alliance
with the heirs of the Morelos movement and backed reluctantly into
independence.

The guerrilla followers of Father Morelos had remained
strong in the rugged country south of Mexico City after their
leader’s death in 1815, continuing their stubborn fight but unable
to defeat the royalists. Then European events intruded once again
when Spain had its own liberal revolution in 1820. Spanish liber-
als forced the tyrannical Fernando VII to restore the constitution.
The mystique of the monarchy suffered, and many formerly royal-
st Mexican Creoles felt betrayed. Within months, a Creole army
commander named Agustin de Iturbide began to parlay with the
guerrillas. His contact on the patriot side was Vicente Guerrero, a
mestizo (partly, it seems, of African descent) and man of the peo-
ple. When Iturbide and Guerrero joined forces, the independence of

Mexico was at hand.
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Iturbide and Guerrero rallied a winning coalition with guar-
antees of an independent, constitutional Mexican monarchy that
preserved traditional religious and military privileges and offered
social “union” (vaguely implying the equality of all Americanos with
Peninsular Spaniards). According to the traditional social hierarchy,
ITturbide and not Guerrero was the natural candidate for monarch. In
1821, a triumphant Iturbide entered Mexico City, where enthusiastic
crowds called for his coronation the next year as Agustin I. But the
monarchical solution did not work in Mexico. Crowned or not, Iturbide
was a Creole like the rest, without a drop of royal blood, and years of
patriot struggle had generated political convictions and animosities
not easily soothed by a make-believe monarch. When, after a short
year in power, Iturbide closed the newly formed congress, composed of
representatives of the sovereign people, military leaders ejected him
and ushered in a republic.

Meanwhile, patriot armies from Venezuela and Argentina, for-
mer fringe areas of Spanish America, were converging on the second
great core area of the Spanish colonization, Peru.

Despite many previous failures, the tenacious man who be-
came the single most important leader of Spanish American indepen-
dence, Simén Bolivar, “the Liberator,” began his string of triumphs
in 1817. Bolivar had participated in the Venezuelan independence
struggle from the start. The early defeat of patriot forces by the royal-
ist llaneros had been Bolivar’s personal defeat. He learned from it and
planned to get the llaneros on the patriot side. Setting up his base
in the Orinoco plains, far from Caracas, Bolivar used feats of physi-
cal prowess and Americano nativism to attract llaneros. When the
llaneros switched sides, the momentum moved to the patriot cause.
In August 1819, Bolivar’s army of llaneros crossed the Orinoco plains
unexpectedly during the floods of the rainy season, then climbed the
Andes and attacked Spanish forces from behind. The viceregal capital
of Bogot4 fell to Bolivar in a sudden, shattering triumph. By late 1822,
Bolivar’s forces also captured both Caracas and Quito, now controlling
all of northern South America.

Far to the south, during those years, the brilliant general José
de San Martin had trained a combined Argentine-Chilean patriot
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UNFINISHED REVOLUTIONS

army in western Argentina, then crossed the Andes unexpectedly, in
a surprise attack similar to Bolivar’s, and decisively defeated Chjl-
ean royalists. San Martin met a hero’s welcome in the Chilean cap-
ital, where his movement gathered strength for three years before
launching an expedition northward against Lima. The viceroy of Peru
withdrew from Lima into the Peruvian highlands. Then San Martin’s
frustrations began. A year after capturing Lima and declaring Peru-
vian independence, his army had bogged down, unable to finish the
job. At this point, Bolivar invited San Martin to a personal meeting in
the port city of Guayaquil. What passed between the two patriot gen-
erals at their Guayaquil meeting was confidential, but whatever was
said, San Martin immediately returned to Chile, then to Argentina,
and eventually to Europe, leaving Bolivar to lead the final assault on

Spanish power in South America.

It took Bolivar two years to equip an army equal to the task,
but resounding victories in 1824 made Bolivar the liberator of two
more countries, one of which, Bolivia, even took his name. In the
second of these battles, Ayacucho, fought at an exhausting altitude
of over ten thousand feet, the patriots captured the last Spanish
viceroy in America. Everything after the battle of Ayacucho was es-
sentially a mop-up operation. The long and bloody Spanish American
wars for independence were finally over. Only Cuba and Puerto Rico
remained under Spanish control, where they would stay for the rest
of the 1800s.

UNFINISHED REVOLUTIONS

Flags waved, cheering crowds lined the streets, and victorious patriot
armies paraded throughout Latin America, but independence meant
less than met the eye. The broad contours of colonial Latin American
culture and society underwent no profound, sudden change. After all,
liberal ideas had never been. the popular driving force of indepen-
dence movements that derived more energy from what we might call
identity politics. And for all the talk of “America for the Americans,”
the old hierarchy of status and race created by colonization, with
native Americans and Africans at the bottom, remained substantially
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URA CHINSARA .

CHINGANAS. The music and dance of the common people enjoyed a patriotic vogue
in the wake of national independence struggles. In 1820s Chile, soldiers and people of
various social classes mingled at open-air venues called chinganas to dance the cueca,
the new national dance. Album/Oronoz/Superstock.

unaltered. The language and laws of the Iberian colonizers became
those of the new nations, and the Creole descendants of the conquer-
ors continued to profit from the ill-paid labor of the conquered and
the enslaved. In that sense, independence did not undo colonialism
in Latin American nations. Rather, it made them postcolonial—now
self-governing, but still shaped by a colonial heritage.

Many things changed hardly at all. Latin American women, for
example, would find the new republics nearly as patriarchal as the
old colonies, even though women had fought hard for independence
and often died for it. Patriot women became powerful symbols. Andean
women had led the way back in the 1780s. Imagine Manuela Beltran,
a poor woman, stepping up to a royal edict announcing new taxes, pull-
ing it down, and trampling it as an angry crowd roared its approval.




UNFINISHED REVOLUTIONS
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THE MARTYR JOSE OLAYA. Both subject and painter here were Afro-Peruvian patriots.
This 1813 painting was done just after Olaya was captured and executed for carrying patriot
messages (visible in his hand). Note the naive, didactic style, unlike the florid, Romantic style
of the painting on p. 108. @ age fotostock/Alamy.
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That was in Colombia’s Comunero rebellion. Imagine Micaela Bastida
and Bartolina Sisa, tormented and executed in front of another crowd
this time a jeering group of enemies, alongside their husbands, Tupa
Amaru and Tupac Catari. That was in Peru and Bolivia.

Juana Azurduy, another Bolivian, was remembered for wear
ing a man’s uniform and leading a cavalry charge in which she per
sonally captured the enemy flag, a feat that normally defined th
superior male. Because of her exploits, we know more about Azurdu;
than some of the others. She was a mestiza whose Quechua-speaking
mother apparently “married up” into a family of property. Born ir
1780, Juana grew up in Chuquisaca, a city of courts, churches, con
vents, a university, and many Peninsular Spaniards, one of whom ap
parently killed her father but went unpunished—because he was ¢
Peninsular. Now an orphan, Juana entered a convent but rebelled anc
was expelled at the age of seventeen. She married a man who sharec
her affinity for indigenous culture. In addition to Quechua, Azurdug
learned the other major indigenous language of Bolivia, Aymara. The
official commendation after the cavalry charge congratulated her fox
“heroic actions not common at all in women.” Interestingly, though.
during those same years, the name of the martyred patriot women of
Cochabamba, a Bolivian city where many had heroically died rather
than surrender to the Spanish, became synonymous with a fighting
spirit. Whenever special courage was needed in battle, patriot officers
taunted their men with a famous challenge: “Are the women of Cocha-
bamba present?”

In 1816, the same year as Juana Azurduy’s glorious charge,
Policarpa Salavarrieta was hanged in Bogotd. She had been caught
carrying messages, a more usual activity for patriot women, like pro-
viding supplies—not to mention keeping households running, Crops
planted, and animals tended in the men’s absence. Both Salavarrieta
and the Mexican woman Maria Gertrudis Bocanegra de Lazo de la
Vega became patriot martyrs despite their Spanish heritage—both
women had Peninsular parents. Gertrudis Bocanegra saw her son and
her husband executed as patriots. Then, like Policarpa, she too was
caught with a message and executed. Like Policarpa, she spoke for the
patriot cause in the moments before her death.




UNFIRISHED REVOLUTIONS

The wars of independence provided stories of patriot herg-
ism to inspire future generations. But in the aftermath of war many
patriot Jeaders became disillusioned. Bolivar himself came to believe
that democracy would not work in the lands that he had liberated,
and his mood turned inereasingly authoritarian. Before his death, he
complained that he had “plowed the sea,” accomplishing nothing.

Immediate change was not the measure of independence,
howeaver. Nation building, the consolidation of civic habits and gov-
erning institutions, is protracted work. That work was made more
challenging by the divided character and historical antagonism of
Latin American populations. Somehow, the exploiters and exploited
were supposed to shake hands patrioticaily and start anew. “We are
all children of the same mother, one could say, with different fathers,
come from afar, varying in blood and geographic origin, and so we dif.
fer visibly in the color of our skin,” lectured Bolivar to the Congress
of Angostura, which had convened to write a constitution for the
Republic of Venezuela. He was adamant that Venezuelans of all col-
ors be regarded as equal citizens of the nation. “This kind of equality
may not have been consecrated in Athens, nor more recently in France
or North America,” he explained, “and yet we must consecrate this
principle in Venezuela.”

“Must” is right. To win independence, the patriot cause had vig-
orously waved the banner of popular sovereignty. By playing the nativ-
ist card, freeing slaves, and resorting to mass mobilization of mestizos,
blacks, and indigenous people, Creole leaders from Mexico to Argentina
had, in effect, committed themselves to including Americanos of all
colors in future republics of equal citizens. Now they had to govern in
the name of “the people”; the Brazilian people, the Chilean people, the
Colombian people. After the Spanish and Portuguese outsiders were
defeated, it became much harder to sell the idea of a common politi-
cal purpose uniting all Brazilians or Chileans or Colombians, whether
they be mighty plantation owners or hardscrabble peasants. Unlike
the United States, new Latin American nations defined the people to
include large populations of indigenous and African descent, at least
in theory. In practice, however, equal citizenship remained an empty
promise for decades, but it was a promise that could never be taken

118




CHAPTER 4 | INDEPENDENCE

back. Politically, at least, popular sovereignty and racial inclusive-
ness became basic foundational principles of all Latin America’s new
polities, a momentous precedent in what was still, for the most part, a
world of kingdoms and empires.

Unfortunately, though, truly inclusive nations would not emerge
in Latin America until the twentieth century. In the meantime, the
old rallying cry, “Americanos,” lost relevance as Spanish America
shattered into a dozen national pieces. The viceroyalty of the Rio de la
Plata alone broke into four independent countries: Bolivia, Uruguay,
Paraguay, and Argentina. It would take years for these new nations to
acquire much legitimacy in people’s minds. Despite the achievement
of independence, the struggle to decolonize Latin America in a deeper
sense was only just beginning.
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KEY TERMS AND VOCABULARY

Haitian Revolution, p.96 José Maria Morelos, p.104
King Jodo, p.99 Americanos, p.104
Creoles, p.101 Tupac Amaru II, p.104
Peninsulars, p.101 Simén Bolivar, p.113
Miguel Hidalgo, p.102 José de San Martin, p.113

STUDY QUESTIONS

1. How did Europe’s Napoleonic wars set the stage for independence
in Spanish America and Brazil?

2. Can you contrast events in fringe colonies like Venezuela and
Argentina with those in core areas like Lima and Mexico City?

3. What was the role played in America, overall, by liberal ideas
derived from the French Revolution?

4. What was the role played by nativist appeals to the equality of all
“Americanos”?

5. Can you broadly contrast the process of independence in Brazil

and Spanish America?
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TRAVELER AND INDIGENOUS PORTER
IN THE COLOMBIAN ANDES. In Edwuoard
André, Voyage dans 'Amerique Equinoxiale,
Paris, 1879.

fter independence, outside travelers, especially North Americans,

English, and French, poured into Latin America. Great curios-

ity surrounded the mysterious empires that Spain and Portugal
had for centuries kept off-limits to most outsiders. Many travelers went
for business—mining, trade, finance. A few were Protestant mission-
aries or naturalists collecting new specimens to classify and name. In
hopes of expanded trade, England and the United States quickly recog-
nized the new nations of Latin America and sent diplomatic personnel.
Other travelers went for the thrill, or mainly to write a book. Among the
first European travel writers to explore Latin America was Alexander
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von Humboldt, who visited Cuba, Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru,
and Mexico. A scientist, Humboldt carefully collected information and
wrote many influential books about his travels. Travel books like his
became an important branch of popular literature in the 1800s. These
books reflected—and also shaped—attitudes toward Latin America in
the English-speaking world.

Latin America loomed in the US and British imagination as a
tush, exotic land of opportunity, especially commercial opportunity. In
the very first years of independence, travelers reported sixty British
firms in Rio, twenty in Lima, thirty-four in Mexico City and Veracruz,
and so on. In 1833, Brazil was Great Britain’s third largest overseas
market. Meanwhile, in Rio, English residents were outnumbered by
French merchants, teachers, and professionals, who set the tone in
the city’s fashionable districts. A similar invasion occurred in major
ports throughout the region. Traveler Maria Graham reported in her
Journal of a Residence in Chile during the Year 1822:

English tailors, shoemakers, saddlers, and inn-
keepers hang out their signs on every street; and
the preponderance of the English language over
any other spoken in the chief sireets would make
one fancy Valparaise a coastal town in Britain.

Yankee traders from the United States often visited Latin American
ports, too. Overall, though, early business ventures were disappointing,
as we shall see.

Lost investments, defaulted loans, and dashed hopes—not to
mention the chronic banditry of the countryside—compounded the
scornful, superior attitude that many travelers brought with them to
Latin America. In his Journal of an Expedition 1400 Miles up the Ori-
noco, 300 up the Arauea (1822), a British traveler mentions “a corrupt,
stupid, beggarly and dishonest set of beings, chained in ignorance and
swayed by superstition and the most gloomy bigotry.” Sadly, such atti-
tudes were typical. “It’s the vilest place I ever saw,” wrote an important
British diplomat about the plains of the Rio de la Plata, “and I cer-
tainly should hang myself if I could find a tree tall enough to swing on.”
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The place had “no theater that can be endured,” he moaned, “nothing
| good but the beef” The bias of such writers is hard to miss. Supersti
tion and gloomy bigotry were Protestant code words for “Catholicism,
and denunciations of Latin American “vileness” were plainly racist
Latin Americans as a whole did not rate very high in English-language
travel books. Henry Hill, a US consul in Rio, considered the Braziliar
| people “wholly incapable of self-government.” Sometimes, travelers
suggested that Latin Americans did not deserve the natural wealth o
their own countries. According to scientist John Mawe’s Travels in the
Interior of Brazil (1823): “No territory perhaps in the world is so rict
in natural products and at the same time so neglected for want of ar
enlightened and industrious population.”

Women travelers, on the other hand, often wrote of Latir
Americans more sympathetically. One was Frances Calderdén de l
Barca, a Scottish woman married to a Spanish diplomat in Mexicc
City. She called Mexico City “one of the noblest-looking cities in the
world.” In contrast to many travelers, she found Mexican religious
fervor overpoweringly sincere and often praised the personal habits o
humble people. “The common Indians, whom we see every day bring
ing their fruit and vegetables to market, are, generally speaking, vers
plain, with a humble, mild expression of countenance, very gentle
and wonderfully polite in their manners to each other,” she wrote
“Occasionally, in the lower classes, one sees a face and form so beauti
ful, that we might suppose such another was the Indian [she mean:
Malinche] who enchanted Cortés.” On the other hand, like many oth
ers, she faulted the traditional limits to women’s education in Latir
America. Even jewel-encrusted elite women received little education
“When I say they read, I mean they know how to read; when I say the:
write, I do not mean they can always spell.” In many ways, she was a:
biased as any male traveler.

For all their negative attitudes, travelers’ views are useful, ir
part precisely because they were those of outsiders who noticed anc
commented on things that local writers took for granted. Take slav
ery. Only travelers from the southern United States knew slavery a
home. Most travelers were mesmerized and horrified by the spectacle
of human bondage, which also provided sensational descriptions to sel
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their books. On the other hand, travelers’ testimony is impressionis-
tic, Often they did not fully comprehend what they were seeing; their
vision was partial, too, for no individual traveler sees things from all
angles. Therefore, travel accounts provide an excellent example of the
subtle problems that arise in interpreting historical evidence.
Consider the following views of wet nurses, women who breast-
feed the babies of rich familes, In Brazil, many wet nurses were
slaves. An enslaved wet nurse was a status symbol, as this 1862 trav-
eler’s description from Rio de Janeiro makes clear: “The black girl,
richly and splendidly dressed, approaching with her head held high, a
superb smile on her lips, as majestic as an ancient goddess, will obvi-
ously establish with her fine attire and the embroidered garment of
the child she carries, the immense wealth of her masters.” But a much
starker view emerges in this 1845 newspaper ad, also from Rie:

FOR RENT: An eighieen-year-old girl, wet nurse,
healthy and with much good milk for the last two
months. She is for rent because her child has died.
Inquire at 184 Candelaria Street.
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