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This is an updated version of the bibliographic essay that was available on my Google Scholar
page until September 20, 2022. The prior version needed improvement—a major deficit was
that some parts were not written in English, and the citation style was not uniform. This
version can be found here: https://sebastianmazzuca.com/books-2/ (right below the book
cover). Throughout, it refers to the book Latecomer State Formation as LSF.

Preface

This bibliographic essay discusses mostly works in history, but the intended audience is fellow
political scientists and political economists, not historians.

The key theoretical messages for historians are stated in the book itself. I hope that Latin
American historians might find useful LSF’s new perspective on how to re-read economic and
political processes that their profession has documented quite well. The new perspective
centers on a precise notion of state formation, and the theory that state formation is a critical
juncture that, depending on how it is solved, sends countries along different developmental
trajectories. In other words, I used history books as sources of evidence about processes, facts
and motivations that LSF re-connects and re-organizes under a new political economy theory
of long-run development. Yet, when I found gaps in the documentation, I covered them with
primary sources that are identified in the book.

The goal of this essay is to give political scientists four types of source to complement the book:
1) works that provide further evidence for LSF’s theoretical interpretation of Latin America’s
political development over the course of the 19 century; 2) works that provide additional
context to the several passages in which LSF relies on its own primary sources, especially
those where I document and reconstruct political motivations of the key players of state
tormation in Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, and Uruguay; 3) works that provide a
deeper analysis and documentation of a specific topic that, due to space limitations, was
impossible to cover in LSF; and 4) works that may seem to provide alternative explanations,
for which I offer brief criticism and/or explain how they are, after re-analysis, compatible with
LSF's theory.


https://sebastianmazzuca.com/books-2/

Chapter 2
Independence and State Failure

This chapter makes two contributions. First, it re-characterizes the post-Independence period
as a case of state failure involving the fragmentation of the big political units of the colonial
period into mini sovereignties. Second, it traces the roots of state failure to a dual challenge.
On the one hand, the rise of caudillismo (warlordism in general, and caciquismo, gamonalismo
or colonelismo, depending on regions)—due largely to improvised military mobilization for
Independence. On the other, economic stagnation—mainly caused by material destruction
during the wars of Independence and weakness of the export sector.

Whereas the notion of state failure is a conceptual innovation to re-interpret Latin American
history between Independence and 1870, warlordism and economic stagnation (the causes of
state failure) have been widely documented and analyzed by historians.

For the purposes of the book, a focus on the state is analytically superior to two other big
concepts that usually structure historiographic narratives of 19*-century Latin America: the
nation and the republic.

Most histories of individual countries in Latin America or of the region as a whole frame the
post-Independence period as a process of nation building, as seen in dozens of scholarly works
with titles like “Inventing the Nation,” “The Struggle for Nationhood in Peru,” or “A National
Project for the Argentine Desert.” In the context of Latin America, the process of nation
building occurred affer that of state formation. In fact, nation-building as a project could only
be launched once the rudiments ot a consolidated territory ruled with the support of an
overwhelming army were in place, i.e., after a state was formed. Hence, many of the conflicts
and challenges that the literature has recurrently seen as affecting the nation can more usetully
be reinterpreted as symptoms of deeper problems of state failure. The first national histories of
most Latin American countries—which still inform the narrative of high-school textbooks—
have been thoroughly criticized and revised by professional historians since the late mid-20t
century. Yet, a focus on the nation still dominates many of the most sophisticated historical
works (Halperin Donghi 1995; Knight 1994; Mallon 1995; Zoraida Vazquez 1999; Lynch 2001;
Annino and Guerra 2003).

In the 1990s, after decades of nation-centered political histories of the 19™ century, several
scholars produced a “republican turn” and began to study phenomena that political scientists
associate with the regime: elections, public opinion, rules of citizenship. A focus on the state is
superior for the analytical purposes of the book because, as I have discussed elsewhere
(Mazzuca 2017), one cannot speak of a regime in a context where the very state is missing. “No
state, no regime,” so to speak. The focus on the state advanced in LSF complements the work
on post-Independence political regimes (Safford 1992; Aguilar y Rojas 2002; Posada-Carbé
2016; Sabato 2018). Some works, still abstracting from issue of state formation, combine the
agenda on nations and the agenda on elections (Annino 1995; Sanders 2014).

Although not framed in terms of state failure, several historians have documented the
tragmentation of the five large political units of the colonial period into dozens of mini
sovereignties in the first half century of independent life. This process has been deeply buried
by romantic mythologies according to which all Latin American nations (from Mexico to



Argentina) pre-existed the independence period. Under colonial rule, the mythology claims,
such nations were only waiting for the right moment to emerge. The mythology was
irreversibly debunked by key studies documenting the rise of local forms of sovereignty, i.e.,
the factual political independence of territories that today are subnational units of larger
countries. The best ones are Annino (1994), Bushnell (1999), Chiaramonte (1999), and Dym
(2006) for Spanish America, and Barman (1994) for Brazil.

Many of the new mini sovereignties were led by caudillos. On caudillismo, the most
comprehensive introductory approach is Lynch (1992). Hammil (1992: parts I and II) is
selection of texts covering the full range of perspectives. On “caudillo finance,” which captures
the interaction between fiscal bankruptcy and warlordism in this period of Latin American
history, see Gootenberg (2014). Wolf and Hansen (1974) pioneered the structural-economic
interpretation of warlordism in Latin America, which most historians consider untenable in its
pure form. Halperin Donghi (1973) subsumes caudillismo under the broader phenomenon of the
“ruralization of political power.” The best histories of caudillos are told at the national and
sometimes local levels. See Krauze (2021) for Mexico, Deas (1973) for Colombia, Gilmore
(1964) and Izard (1987) for Venezuela, Arze Aguirre (1979) for Bolivia, and Goldman and
Salvatore (2005) for Argentina and Uruguay.

The best overall characterization of Latin America’s economic stagnation is provided by
Halperin Donghi (1993: chs. 2-3), who introduced the notion of Larga Espera (Long Wait), a
superlative expression synthesizing the economic stagnation of the region before 1850, and its
deleterious eftects on the chances of stabilizing any form of political order. Largely aligned with
Halperin Donghi’s periodization, economic historians of Latin America have left no doubt about
the scale and depth of the economic stagnation suffered by the region (Bulmer-Thomas 2003:
ch. 2; Bértola and Ocampo 2015: ch. 2; Haber 1997; Prados De La Escosura 2006; Bates,
Coatsworth, and Williamson 2007).
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Chapter 3
The Triumph of Trade-led State Formation

From a descriptive perspective, the main contribution of this chapter is to re-characterize the
second half of the 19t century in Latin America as a period of state formation, in contrast to
the less precise characterizations of oligarchic order or nation building that are common in
the historiography. From a causal perspective, the main contribution is to trace state formation
in Latin America to a boom in international trade.

Historians documenting state formation in Latin America have done excellent work both at
the level of an emerging national state, as well as at the local level--i.e., the mutation of a de
tacto local sovereignty into a subnational unit of a larger state. Prominent examples are Knobl
(20138), Safford (2013), Lynch (1998), and, at the time LSF was in press, Knight (2022). An
exquisitely synthetic book that indirectly documents state formation without even referring to
it is Bushnell and Macaulay (1994« chs. 9, 10, and 11). These works tend to overlook the
international economic conditions that made state formation possible.

Most works analyzing the consolidation of a specific type of regime, namely, oligarchy, take
for granted that a great extent of state formation had been achieved before the consolidation of
such regime. See for instance Dennis (2017) and Foweraker (2020). This literature does
consider the economic sources of the emerging political regime, but they would benefit from
the insights of state theory. The paradigmatic case of the analysis of oligarchic rule rooted in
economic structures is Cardoso and Faletto (1979), but it skips altogether the problem of state
tormation.

Works centered on nation building, largely abstracting from the precedent process of state
formation, are Castro-Klarén and Chasteen (2003), Del Val (2004), and Quijada (1994) for
Spanish America, and Murilo de Carvalho (1994) and Graham (1994) for Brazil.

The boom in international trade that created the incentives and resources for state formation
is best documented by Glade (1986), Bulmer-Thomas (2003: chs. 8-4), Bértola and Williamson
(2006), Bértola and Ocampo (2015: ch. 8). Cortés Conde (2006) and Marichal (2005) are the
most updated analyses of the he fiscal aspects of the boom, crucial for state formation, and
Summerhill (2006) is a masterful synthesis on the development of infrastructure, also crucial for
state formation. On the effects of the international economic context, see De Abreu (2006) for a
general assessment, Taylor (2006) for foreign investments, and Bulmer-Thomas (2006) for
international demand of commodities. On British economic influence, Rippy (1966) remains an
exemplary work for the entire region, as is Graham (1968) for Brazil and Ferns (1966) for
Argentina. For an updated survey Miller (2014 chs. 8, 5, 6, and 7) wondertully inserts political
and diplomatic facts and insights to help connect subperiods of an eminently economic process.
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Chapter 5
Before Argentina

The account of state failure in Argentina is based on traditional accounts and contemporary
syntheses, but it provides a new organizing principle to both. The traditional accounts include
Mitre (1902 [18577), Saldfas (1892), Lépez (1913), and Levene (1921, 1936). Synthetic works
of the period were pioneered by Scobie (1971), Gorostegui de Torres (1972), and Halperin
Donghi (1972a, 1972b, 1982). The best new syntheses are Rock (1987: Ch 3), Lynch (1993),
Garavaglia (2007), Ternavasio (2009), and Paz (2011). A fundamental primary source for the
tailed attempts at political organization is Instituto de Investigaciones Histéricas (1937-39).

Wars among regions in the territory of what today is Argentina, the main sign of state failure,
have been studied from two perspectives: one emphasizing opposite economic interests, and
the other focusing on the politics of caudillismo (warlordism). Alberdi (1916) and Varela
(1929) are the founders of the school of economy-centered civil conflict. A big push toward
synthesis was made by Alvarez (1914) and Bushnell (1983). Chiaramonte (1997), Halperin
Donghi (1995), and Paz (2007) provide outstanding selections of primary documents, with
uniquely insightful preliminary studies.!

The pioneer thinker of caudillismo in Argentina is Sarmiento (1845). The first rigorous
scholarly approach is Halperin Donghi (1965), who inspired several sequels, including Zorrilla
(1972; 1994), Chiaramonte and Buchbinder (1992), Goldman and Salvatore (2005), and De la
Fuente (2007)2.

! Further readings on the economic context are Gelman (2005, 2010), Miguez (2012), Garavaglia (1987), Johnson
(2021), Assadourian and Palomeque (2003), and Schmit (2010).

2 Additional readings on caudillismo and local political/military conflict are Rabinovich (2012), Frega (2002),
Chiaramonte (1986), Goldman (1993), and Fradklin and Gelman (2015).
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Chapter 6
Port-driven State Formation in Argentina

The account of state formation in Argentina is based on several primary sources, some of them
previously untapped. It is also compatible with the traditional accounts, and several
contemporary syntheses, but it crucially provides a new perspective to re-interpret them.

The primary sources for this chapter are both local and diplomatic. The main local sources are
the Archivo del General Mitre (esp. vols. 8, 9, 10, and 11), the correspondence of Mitre during
1861-1862 in Museo Mitre, the Archivo Urquiza at Archivo General de la Nacion, and a series of
previously unexplored documents by Régulo Martinez (reports and correspondence written
between 1855 and 1862), some of which are located in the Archivo del Museo Sarmiento and some
are held by his descendants. This source is fabulous: Martinez was tasked by Mitre to provide
political intelligence on the states of Santiago, Salta, Tucuman, and La Rioja (a virtual spy of
Buenos Aires in the Interior), and was the only person on whom Mitre and Sarmiento relied to
send messages to each other after they stopped communicating directly. Diplomatic sources
include the reports of the British Consuls to the Foreign Office in 1859-62 (esp. Thornton to
Russell), and the previously unanalyzed reports by the Spanish Consul Creus during 1860-61
(Museo Social Argentino, 1993). The Creus reports provide unique insight into Urquiza’s
motivations.

The main traditional accounts are Levene (1936), Pelliza (1951), and De Vedia y Mitre (1952).
The best synthetic works are Rock (1987: Ch. 4), Bonaudo (1999), and Sabato (2019).

The four main monographic works on Argentine state formation are by historians Scobie
(1964) and Rock (2019), and by political scientists Oszlak (1982) and Botana (1977). Scobie
tocuses on a distinctly unitying event, the Battle of Pavén, and its political aftermath. Both
Rock and Scobie document and analyze almost exclusively political struggles and negotiations,
abstracting from the economic background that is so central in the theory of trade-led state
tormation advanced by LSF. Botana provides a uniquely inspiring insight, which I make central
in my book: the confirmation that, in the founding moments ot the country, the
peripheriesextracted shares of political power from the center that were substantially out of
proportion in relation to their demographic and economic value. Yet, Botana focuses on the rise
of a political oligarchy (as a ruling group) rather than the emergence of the basic structures of
the state (territory and monopoly of violence). Additionally, Botana dates the origins of the
Argentine state around 1880, whereas this chapter shows the benefits of dating it around 1862.
Oszlak is a structural interpretation of state formation giving primacy to the impersonal forces
of capitalism—with an aspiring Althusserian vocabulary that has been largely discredited by
modern social sciences. Crucially, the politics of the process is a big blind spot in Oszlack.?

In contrast to these four works, this chapter integrates both long-term economic sources of
state formation in Argentina (which makes it a paradigmatic case of trade-led state formation)
and short-term political strategies, which make it a political entrepreneur variant of the
general trade-led pattern.

3 Additional reading on specific territorial, legal, military, and fiscal aspects of the process of state formation are
Adelman (2002), AA.VV. (2010), Alonso and Bragoni (2015), Sabato and Ternavasio (2015), and Zimmermann
(1998).
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The reconstruction of the economic background, with an emphasis on the wool and wheat
boom as the first real window of opportunity at unification, is based on the pioneering work by
Gibson (1893), and the important contributions by Ortiz (1955), Scobie (1964), and Sébato
(1989). This line of inquiry has been updated by Amaral (2002) and Gallo (2004). Crucial
synthetic works are Brown (1979), Corte Conde (1997), Gerchunoft (2010), and Hora (2010).*

In addition to the primary documents, the reconstruction of political strategies is based on
Alberdi (1897: vol. 5), Rivarola (1921), Scobie (1964), Equipos de Investigacién Histérica
(1965), and Miguez (2018, 2021) for accounts centered on Mitre as a political entrepreneur, and
Mariano Ruiz Moreno (1913), McLynn (1976), and Ruiz Moreno (1965, 2012) for accounts
centered on Urquiza’s motivations.’

* Additional readings on the economic context of the period are Adelman (1994), Della Paolera and Taylor (2003),
Schmit and Barsky (2008), Djenderedjian (2003), and Sédnchez (2015).
5 See also Adelman (2002) and Moreno (2015).
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Chapter 7
Port-led State Formation in Brazil

This account of Brazilian state-formation is compatible with, yet distinct from, traditional
Brazilian historiography, modern monographies on the period, and current synthetic works of
the entire history of Brazil. Classical works are Sergio Buarque de Holanda (1962, 1964,
Duarte Moreira de Azevedo (1884), and Pereira da Silva (1878) in Portuguese, and Haring
(1958) in English. An indispensable contemporary account is Armiteage (1836). Current
syntheses include Murilo de Carvalho (1980), Bethell and Murilo De Carvalho (1985), Barman
(1994), Needell (2006), Skidmore (2009), Fausto and Fausto (2014), and Faoro (2021).

A key contribution of this chapter is to show that Brazil was also subject to warlordism
(colonelismo) and secessionism, and therefore was not an exception to the general pattern of
state failure in Latin America—a fact that is regularly obscured by accounts emphasizing
Brazilian continuity between national borders and colonial borders, which in effect no other
Latin America country could keep. Moreover, the chapter shows that projects to create splinter
states in Brazil were frequent, fiscally viable, and durable. In several junctures during the
Regency period, different parts of Brazil seceded from Rio de Janeiro. The reconstruction of the
period of state failure based on colonelzsmo and secessionism is based on Varela (1933), Spalding
(1963), Filler (1976), Leal (1977), Leitman (1973), Naro (1981), Reis (1995), Barman (1994), da
Silva Dias (2005), Mosher (2000), Padoin (2001), Dolhnikoft (2003, 2005), Fausto and Fausto
(2014 70-120), and Machado (2022).

The chapter also shows that international trade, especially cottee exports, helped re-unity
Brazilian states. The case for trade-led state formation in Brazil is based on some
tundamental primary sources, including centrally Castro Carreira (1889). Key monographs on
the capitalist modernization of Brazil, and the coftee sector in particular, which allowed for
trade-led state formation, are Graham (1968), Fernandes (1975), Matos (1974), Batista Jr.
(1980) Stein (1985), Font (1990), Topic (2002), Needell (2006: ch. 1), and Devoto and Fausto
(2004: 32-45).

Chapter 7 further claims that Brazil followed a port-driven variant of trade-led state
tormation. The Saquarema political entrepreneurs based on Rio—DBrazil’s main port—Ied the
process of reunification. They became the key brokers of a multi-region process in order so
safeguard their political careers. On this topic, the pathbreaking work of Palmer (1950) was
tollowed by Mattos (1994), Ferreira (1999), and Needell (2006). A substantial body of work
deals with specific aspects of state building in Brazil, which however converge on the centrality
of the Saquarema power: Flory (1981) studies the judicial system, and Pang and Seckinger
(1971) and Barman and Barman (1976) focus on proto-technocrats.

The outcome of a semi-patrimonial state as the result of the state formation process is
illustrated by Celso (1910), Schwartzman (1971), Graham (1994, 1995), and Faoro (2021).

Finally, several comparative studies contrasting the developmental trajectories of Brazil and
Argentina were produced in the 1980s. These include Alimonda (1982), Merquior (1986),
Murilo de Carvalho (1986), and Trindade (1986). They all emphasize difterences between the
cases, probably for lack of a broader comparative perspective, not only with other cases of Latin
America but also with Western Europe. Consequently, they miss the key similarities in terms
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of the trade-led path of state formation (based on wool and wheat for Argentina, and on cottee
tor Brazil), and the shared port-led variant of it (based the political entrepreneurship of
Mitrismo in Argentina and of Saquaremas in Brazil). The comparison of development
trajectories between Argentina and Brazil has recently been updated in a massive book by
Devoto and Fausto (2004). While the book sees more similarities than the prior generation of
Argentina/Brazil comparisons, it also lacks the analytical power provided by political science
theory to identify precisely when and why the process of state formation took place.
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Chapter 8
Party-driven State Formation in Mexico

This account of state formation in Mexico is compatible with, yet distinct from, traditional
accounts of Mexican history and current synthetic works of the entire history of Mexico.
Classical works are Alaman (1942-48), Riva Palacio (1889), and Gonzalez (1977). Current
syntheses include Bazant (1985a; 1985b) and Hamnett (2019).

A key contribution of Chapter 8 is to show the exact extent of state failure in Mexico from
1820 to 1870. Without using the phrase, most of the literature agrees that Mexico was a case of
“state failure” in the period, essentially because of the loss of about half of its territory to the US
and the recurrence of civil wars. Yet, the chapter introduces a deeply revisionist argument: it
shows that territorial losses could have been even worse, but Mexican parties—usually blamed for
disintegration—managed to prevent the secession of politically and economically vital sections
of its territory. They avoided the hyper fragmentation observed in Central America. Hence,
state failure was in fact followed by state formation, a success story starting around 1850 that
had been overlooked both by political actors at the time and by historians. Like Argentina and
Brazil, Mexico is a case of initial state failure followed by success at the specific trade-led
pathway to state formation. In contrast to Argentina and Brazil, Mexico’s variant was party-
driven.

State failure is vividly described in Bushnell and Macaulay (1994: ch. 4) and Zoraida Vazquez
(1994). Tenembaum (1986) documents the fiscal aspect of state failure, which she synthesized as
“the politics of penury.” A major event of state failure was the loss of Texas, which has been the
subject of many monographs. Guardino (2017) stands out for its clarity and range. Like Texas,
Yucatan also attempted secession. The pioneer study is Cline (1947; 1948a; and 1948b).
Particularly relevant for the argument of Chapter 8 is Gilbert (1985), who underscores the
mutation from caste war to class war. Reed (2001) is the closest to a definitive monograph on
the topic. Secessionism was not the only source of state failure in Mexico. Caudillismo was also
prevalent: Lynch (1992: ch. 7), Buve (1992), Roniger (1987), Navarro (1977), and Dfaz Dfaz
(1971).6

The re-incorporation of Yucatan, as well as the neutralization of secessionist attempts in the
Northeast and in the Pacific center, indicates success at state formation. Mexico used two
sources of revenue to fund territorial consolidation: the money derived from the sale of land to
the US and, as in every other Latin American country, the export economy which began a
sustained recovery under the Liberal Republic (briefly interrupted by the war with France).
Hamnet (2006) and Bazant (1985b) show that Mexico between 1855 and 1890 falls squarely
within the pattern of trade-led state formation. For a nuanced interpretation of the entire
trajectory of Mexican state formation see Knight (1992).

Mexico had never been described as a case where political parties contributed to national union.
However, as increasingly supra-regional alliances, parties unintendedly provided the glue that
no other bond—military, economic or cultural—supplied. Mexico is an archetype of party-
driven state formation, which can be based on the multiple histories of Mexican political

6 Additional readings include Archer (2003), Anna (2004) and Guardino (1996), and Costeloe (1975).
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parties, and of the Liberal party in particular: Bushnell and Macaulay (2004: ch. 9), Hale (2014,
Avila and Salmerén (2012), Perry (1978), Sinkin (1979), and Van Young (2021).
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Chapter 9
Party-Driven State Formation in Comparative Perspective

Colombia

This account of Colombian state-formation is compatible with, yet distinct from, the new canon
of Colombian historiography (Jaramillo Uribe 1989; Tirado Mejia 1989), and current synthetic
works of the entire history of Colombia (Bushnell 1993; Safford and Palacios 2002).

A key contribution of this chapter is to show that the territory of current Colombia was home
to a failed state between 1830 to 1880, because of territorial fragmentation and the
recurrence of civil wars. A key source for territorial fragmentation is Park (1985: esp. ch 1),
Gonzalez (1987), Gilmore (1995), and Uribe de Hincapié and Alvarez (1987). Colombian civil
wars occurred first among regions. For the Guerra de los Supremos (1839-1842), a great
summary is Prado Arellano (2005), and for the Guerra por Las Soberanias (1859-1862), Uribe de
Hincapié and Lépez Lopera (2008) select and analyze the full range of war reports. Around
1870s, parties replaced regions as the main contenders of Colombian civil wars. Key works for
civil wars after 1875 are Posada-Carbé6 (1997), Deas (1993), and Mazzuca and Robinson (2009).
Bergquist (1978) provides an economic interpretation of the partisan wars. For the fiscal side of
state failure in Colombia state, see Deas (1982).

The chapter also shows that international trade, especially coftee exports, contributed to
ending civil wars and unifying the country. The case for trade-led state formation in
Colombia is based on Melo (1979), McGreevey (2015), Safford and Palacios (2002: ch. 12), and
Kalmanovitz (2003). Chapter 9 in LSF further claims that Colombia followed a party-driven
variant of trade-led state formation. The pathbreaking work by Saftford (1972) and Delpar
(1981) was followed by Safford and Palacios (2002: ch. 8) and Villegas Lozano (2015).

Uruguay

This account of Uruguayan state-formation is compatible with the standard versions of 19t
century-Uruguayan history, but it provides a new perspective to read them in terms of trade-
led, party-driven, state formation. Standard accounts include Ares Pons (1967), Zum Felde
(1972), Barrdn (1979), Oddone (1986), and Real de Azta (1997)

A key contribution of this chapter is to show that Uruguay was a failed state between 1835 to
1895 because of the recurrence of civil wars, several rooted in caudillo rivalries. A good guide
to Uruguayan civil wars is Peirano (2000/02). For caudillismo, Sala de Touron and Alonso Eloy
(1986-1991) provide socioeconomic context, and Castellanos (1982), geopolitical context.

The chapter also shows that international trade, especially wool and beet exports, contributed
to pacification and unification. The case for trade-led state formation in Uruguay is based on
Barrén and Nahum (1967-78), Finch (1981), Millot and Bertino (1991-96). Winn (1972)
illuminates the international, especially British, sources of export-led growth in Uruguay in the
second half of the 19t century. The case for the party-driven variant of latecomer state
tormation in Uruguay is based on Pivel Devoto (1942; 1952), Reyes Abadie (1989), Lopez-Alves
(2000: ch. 2), Gallardo (2003), and Caetano (2016).
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