The Brazilian Empire

It was somerimes said that despite its monarchical
form, Brazil was the only funcdoning republic in
South America in the 19th century. At first glance it
seemed that Brazil avoided much of the political
instability and turmoil found elsewhere in the conti-
nent and that through the mediation of the emperor
a political compromise was worked out. However,
problems and patterns similar to those in Spanish
America lay beneath that facade. The transition to
narionhood was smooth, and thus the basic founda-
tions of Brazilian socie , large landholdings,
and an export economy—remained securely in place,
reinforced by a new Brazilian nobility created for the
new empire.

Brazilian independence had been declared in
1822, :md by 1824 a liberal constitution had been

issucd by Dom Pedro I, thc young Brazilian
monarch, although not without resistance from those
who wanted a republic or at least a very weak consti-
tutional monarch. But Dom Pedro I was an autocrar.
In 1831, he was forced to abdicate in favor of his
young son, Pedro (later to become Dom Pedro 11,
but the boy was too young to rule, and a series of
regents directed the country in his name. What fol-
lowed was an cxperiment in republican government,
atthough the facade of monarchy was maintained.

The next decade was as tumultuous as any in
Spanish America, The conflict between liberalism and
conservatism was complicated by the existence of
monarchist and antimonarchist factions in Brazil. The
centralism of the government in Rio de Janeiro was
opposed by the provinces, and a series of regional
revolts erupted, some of which rook on aspects of
social wars as people of all classes were mobilized in the
fighting. The army suppressed these movements. By
1840, however, the politicians were willing €o see the
young Dom Pedro I1 begin to rule in his own name.

Meanwhile, Brazil had been undergoing an eco-
nomic transformation brought about by a new export
crop: coffee, Coffee provided a new basis for agricul-
tural expansion in southern Brazil. In the provinces
of Rio de Janciro and then Sao Paulo, coffee estates,
or fazendas, began to spread roward the interior as
new fands were opened. By 1840, coffee made up
more than 40 percent of Brazil’s exports, and by
1880, that figure reached 60 percent.

Along with the expansion of coffee growing came
an intensification of slavery, Brazil’s primary form of
labor. For a variety of humanitarian and economic rea-
sons, Great Britain pressured Brazil to end the slave
trade from Africa during the 19th century, but the
slave trade continued on an enormous scale up to
1850. More than 1.4 million Africans were imported
to Brazil in the last 50 years of the trade, and cven
after the trans-Atlantic slave trade ended, slavery con-
tinued. At mid-century, about one-fourth of Brazil’s
population were still enstaved. Although some reform-
ers were in favor of ending slavery, a real abolitionist
movement did not develor "1 Brazil until after 1870.
Brazil did not finally abolish slavery until 1888.

As in the rest of Latin America, the years after
1850 saw considerable growth and prosperity in Brazil.
Dom Pedro II proved to be an enlightened man of
middie-class habits who was anxious to reign over a
tranquit and progressive nation, even if that tranquil-
ity was based on slave labor. The trappings of a monar-
chy, a court, and noble titles kept the clite attached 1o

the regime. Meanwhile, railroads, steamships, and the
telegraph began to dnné,c. communication and trans:
portation. Foreign companies invested in these pr
jects as well as in banking and other activities.
growing cities such as Rio de Janeiro and Sio Paule.
merchants, lawyers, a middie class, and an urban wou
ing class began to exert pressure on the governmer
Less wedded to landholding and slavery, these ne
groups were a catalyst for change, even though th
right to vote was still very limited. Moreover, the
nature of the labor force was changing.

After 1850, a tide of immigrants, mostly from
Italy and Portugal, began to reach Brazil’s shores]
increasingly attracted by government immigration

schemes. Between 1850 and 1875, more than:
300,000 immigrants arrived in Brazil; more than
two-thirds of them went to work in the coffee trees’
of southern Brazil. Their presence lessened the

dependence on slavery, and by 1870 the abolitionist
maovement was gaiming strength. A series of laws fre
ing children and the aged, the sympathy of Dom
Pedro IT himself, the agitation by abolitionists (both

black and white), and the efforts of the slaves (who -

began rto resist and run away in large numbers)
brought in 1888 an end to slavery in Brazil, the last
nation in the Western Hemisphere to 1boilsh it.

Support for the monarchy began to wither. The
long war of the Triple Alliance against Paraguay
(1865-1870) had become unpopular, and the mili-
tary began to rake an active role in politics. Squabbles
with the church undereut support from the clergy.
The planters now turned increasingly to immigrants
for their laborers, and some began to modernize their
operattons. The ideas of positivism, a modernizing
philosophy that attempted to bring about material
progress by applying scientific principles to govern~
ment and society, attracted many intellectuals and key
members of the army. Politically, a Republican party.
formed in 1871 began to gather support in urban
areas from a wide spectrum of the population. The
Brazilian monarchy, tong a defender of the planter’
class and its interests, could not survive the abolition
of slavery. In 1889, a nearly bloodless military coup
deposed the emperor and: established a republic
under military men strongly influenced by positivist
intellectuals and Republican politicians.

But such “progress” came at certain costs in many
nations in Latin America, In the harsh backlands of
northeastern Brazil, for example, the change to 2
republic, economic hardship, and the secularization of.

socicty provoked peasant unrest. Antonio Consel-

heiro, a religious mystic, began to gather followers in
the 1890s, especially among the dispossessed peas-
antry. Eventually, their community, Canudos, con-
rained thousands. The government feared these
“fanatics” and sent four military expeditions against
Canudos, Conselbeiro’s “New Jerusalem.” The figlt-
ing was bloody, and casualtics were in the thousands.
Conselheiro and his followers put up a determined
guerilla defense of their town and their view of the
world. The tragedy of Canudos’ destruction moved
journalist Euclides da Cunha to write Rebellion in the
Backiands (Os sertoes, 1902), an account of the events.
Like Sarmiento, he saw them as a struggle between
civilization and barbarism. However, da Cunha main-
tained great sympathy for the followers of Antonio
Conselheiro (Figare 25.5), and he argoed that civi-
lization could not be spread in the flash of a cannon.
‘The book has become a classic of Latin American lit-
erature, but the problems of national integration and
the disruption of traditional values in the wake of
modernization and change remained unresolved.



Mexico: Instability and Foreign
Intervention

After the short monarchical experiment, a Mexican
republic was cstablished. Tts constitution of 182
based on the examples of France, the United States;
and Spain, was a federalist document that guaranteed
basic civil rights. Nevertheless, this constitution di
not address the nation’s continuing social problems
and nceds: the maldistribution of land, the status of
the Indians, the problems of education, and the sity
ation of vast numbers of poor people among the
approximately 7 miltion people in Mexico, the most
populous of the new nations. Politics soon became i
complicated struggle between the conservarive cen-:
tralists and the liberal federalists and was made even'
more complicated by jockeying for advantage by
commercial agents of Great Britain and the United:
States. For a short period from 1832 to 1835, the lib<:
erals, fed by Valentin Gémez Farias, were in control’
and tried to institute a series of sweeping social and:
economic reforms, but their attack on the church led:
ro violent reaction and the assumption of power by_'
General Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna. .
The mercurial Santa Anna remained until hlsi
death the maker of Mexican politics, He was a typical
caudillo, a personalist, autocratic leader. But Mexico’s
instability resulted not only from his personality. Santa:
Anna was merely the symptom of deeper problems.
Mexico’s instability and financial difficultics made
it a target for foreign intervention. A Spanish invasion
was repulsed in 1829, and a French expedition landed
to collect unpaid debts in 1838. More scriously,
Texas, the vast arca of Mexico’s northern frontier, was.
increasingly occupied by Anglo-American settlersy
who brought their language, customs, and religion
despite restrictions on the-atter. Although the Tex-
ans at first sought more autonomy as federalists
within the Mexican nation, as had been done iﬂ_
Yucatan and other Mexican provinces, ethnic and reli-
gious differences as well as Santa Anna’s attempts t0
suppress the Texans in 1836 led to widespread fight-
mg md the declararion of Texan independence. Sanm_

Anna, captured for a while by the Texans, returned to
dominate Mexican politics, but the question of Texas
testered and became acute when in 1845 the United
States, with its eye on California and moved by man-
iftst destiny—a belief that it was destined to rule the
continent from coast to coast—voted to annex Texas.

The result was war. A border dispute and the
breakdown of negotiations over California led o hos-
rilities in 1846. Santa Anna, who had been in exile,
returned to lead the Mexican forces, but United States
armics scized California, penctrated northern Mexico,
and eventually occupied the Mexican capital. Mexico
was forced to sign the disadvantageous Treasy of
Guadalupe-Hidnlgo (1848), in which the United States
acquired about one-half of Mexico’s national territory
but less than 5 percent of its population. The Mexican-
American War and the treaty left a bitter legacy of dis-
trust of the northern neighbor, not only in Mexico but
throughout the region. For Mexico there was also a
serious loss of economic potential, but the heroic bat-
te against the better-equipped Americans produced a
sense of nationalism and a desire to confront the
nation’s serious internal problems, which also bore
some responsibility for the war and the defeat.

Politics could not return to the prewar situation.
Santa Anna did return to office for a while, more mer-
curial and despotic than ever, but now he was opposed
by a new generation of liberals: intellectuals, lawyers,
and some rural leaders, many of them from middle-
class backgrounds, some of them mestizos and even a
few Indians. Perhaps the most prominent of them was
Benito Judrez (1806-1872), a humble Indian who had
received a legal education and had eventually become
the governor of his state. He shared the liberal vision
of a secular socicty based on the rule of law in which
the old privileges of the church and the army would be
climinated as a way of promoting economic change
and growth. The liberal revolt, called La Reforma,
began in 1854 and wriumphed within a year. In a series
of laws integrated into a new constitution in 1857, the
liberals set the basis for their vision of society. Military
and clerical privileges were curtailed, and church prop-
erty was placed on sale. Indian communal lands also
were restricted, and the government forced the sale of

. these lands to individuals-——to Indians, it was hoped.
. The goal of these programs was to create a nation of
- small independent farmers. However, the lands often
- were bought up by speculators or already wealthy
- hacendados {land owners), and the result was that the
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about half of Mexico’s rural population was landless.
Good intentions had brought disastrous results,

The liberal program produced the expected con-
servative reaction. The church threatened to excom-
tmunicate those who upheld the new constitution. Civil
war erupted, and in reaction, Judrez, now president,
pushed forward even more radical measures. Losing
ground in the war, the conservatives tarned to Europe
and convinced Napoleon IIT of France to intervene,
Attracted by possible economic advantage, dreams of
cmpire, and a desire to please Catholics in France,
Napoleon IIT justified French interventon by claims of
ashared “Latin® culture (this was the origin of the term
Latin America). Under cover of a joint expedition,
French forces landed in 1862 and soon took the capi-
tal. At the urging of the French, Maximilion von Hab-
sbrryy, an Austrian archduke, was convinced to take the
throne of Mexico. Well-intentioned but ineffective,
Emperor Maximilian tried to get the support of Judrez
and the liberals and even kept many of the laws of the
Reforma in place, to the dismay of his conservative sup-
porters. But Judrez absolutely rejected the idea of a for-
cign prince ruling Mexico. French bayonets and the
United States’ preoccupation with its own Civil War
allowed Emperor Maximilian and his Empress Carlota
to rule. When French troops were withdrawn, the
regime crumbled. Maximilian and his loyal generals
were captured and executed in 1867. His death
shocked Europeans. The famous painter Eduard Manet
commemorated the event (see Figure 25.3). Judrez’
message to Earope was “hands off Mexico.”

Juirez returned to office, but his administration
was increasingly autocratic—a reality that he felt was
unavoidable after so long a period of instability. By
his death in 1872, the force of his personality, his
concern for the poor, and his nationalist position
against foreign intervention had identified liberalism
with nationalism in Mexico and made Judrez a sym-
bol of the nation. By 1880, Mexico was poised on the
edge of a period of strong central government and
relative political stability, which under the virtual dic-
tator Porfirie Dinz led to rapid economic growth,
penctration of the economy by forcign capital, the
expansion of the large landed estates, political repres-
<ion, and a revolution.




