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http://www.esmaelmorais.com.br/2013/12/ex-agente-que-denunciou-espionagem-de-obama-contra-dilma-pede-
asilo-ao-brasil/ 



Outline 
n  Theory 
n  The Complicated Rapprochement 
n  Rival arguments 
n  Geopolitical origins of demand for partnership: 

n  Comparisons with the Anglo-American Rapprochement 
n  Differences 
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Theory 

Power Transition  à  Conflict/Competition 
(Organski 1958, Gilpin 1981, Tammen 2000, Mearsheimer 2001) 
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The Rise of Brazil 

November 2009 
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Brazil’s Growing International Role after 2004: 

•  2004 – Leader of UN Haiti Peacekeeping Mission (Minustah) 

•  2004 – Cancels Mozambique’s debt ($332m) 

•  2007 – Agreement with Bolivia on gas prices 

•  2008 – Founds UNASUR (12 countries in South America w/o US)  

•  2009 – Brazil lends $10 million to the IMF 

•  2010 – Hosts 4th IBSA Summit (India, Brazil and South Africa) and 2nd 
BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India and China) Summit 

•  2010 – Announces participation on UN Lebanon Peacekeeping Mission 
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n  2007:   Two high-level meetings  à  Memorandum of Understanding to 
promote bio-fuels (MOU). 
–  Technology Sharing 
–  Feasibility studies 
–  Joint cooperation to develop ethanol globally  

 (DR, ELS, HAI, SKN, GUA, HON, JAM, SEN) 
n  2008:  MOU expanded 
n  2009:  US Export-Import Bank will provide up to US$10 billion loan to 

Petrobras 
n  2009 Sen. Lugar’s bill would provide $6 Million to expand bio-fuels 

cooperation 
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Bush II, Lula II 
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Obama   

n  2010, 2012:  Defense Cooperation Agreements 
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U.S-Brazil: Key Disputes and Their Outcomes 

 

Period	
  

Number of 
Key Dispute 

Issues	
  
Issue 

Settled?	
  
Settlement 
Ratio (%)	
  

U.S. 
Concessions	
  

Brazil 
Concessions	
  

 	
    	
    	
    	
    	
    	
  

1980-2006	
   21	
   12	
   57.1	
   3	
   9	
  

2007-2013	
   16	
   13	
   81.3	
   11	
   8	
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Source: Author’s elaboration based on Appendix 1. 
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Washington-Brasília trouble 
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2010:	
  	
  UN	
  Resolu.on	
  1929	
  Against	
  Iran	
  

13 
12 Yes.     2 No (Bra and Tur).      1 Abs (Leb). 



2011:	
  	
  Re-­‐Set	
  

14	
  Fuente:  http://theobamadiary.com/2011/03/19/meet-the-family/ 
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New results (2011) 
Iran:   
 Voted in favor of sending a UN rapporteur  

 
Bolivia:   
 Advocates collaboration on drug interdiction 

 
Libya:  
 Abstained on the UN vote for a no-fly zone 

 
Security Cooperation Agreement: 
 2012 
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http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Americas/2013/0923/Two-snubs-for-
Washington-Brazil-to-deliver-strong-words-at-UN-video 



http://www.embassynews.ca/2013/10/22/the-cyber-samba-turns-nasty/44676 



Rival Theories: 
Rising Economic Interdependence?  
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García (in Americas Quarterly 2013) 
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García (in Americas Quarterly 2013) 



Rival Theories: 
Rising Ideological / Interest Convergence?  
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VOTING COINCIDENCE   =    SAME  VOTES 
                                            Total Votes 

 
 
 

“SAME VOTES” = 
  

No. of votes for which US voted YES and country voted YES 
+ 

no. of votes for which US voted NO and country voted NO 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: U.S. State Department, "Voting Practices in the United Nations." Reports 
2000-2012.  Available at: http://www.state.gov/p/io/rls/rpt/ 
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My argument: 
Demand for Partnership  v. Supply and Trust  
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1898:  Poster promoting 
the United States and 
Great Britain Industrial 
Exposition (1899-1900). 
Shows Columbia and 
Britannia in the 
background holding 
flags, and Uncle Sam 
and John Bull in the 
foreground shaking 
hands. 
 
Source:  Wikipedia. 



The Great Rapprochement 
Bradford Perkins, The Great Rapprochement (New York: Atheneum, 
1968). 
 
Kathleen Burk, Old World, New World (London: Little Brown, 2007). 
 
Stephen R. Rock, Why Peace Breaks Out – Great Power 
Rapprochement in Historical Perspective  (Chapel Hill: The University 
of North Carolina Press, 1989). 
 
Charles Kupchan, How Enemies Become Friends: The Sources of 
Stable Peace (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2010). 
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     (England – U.S.)             =            (U.S. – Brazil) 
        1901-08                                       2001-08 
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     (England – U.S.)             =            (U.S. – Brazil) 
        1901-08                                       2001-08 

Great Power 
ENG 1900s  vs US 2010s 

Emerging country 
US 1900s vs  Brazil 2010s 

Similarities -  Decreasing interest in the 
region  

-  Distant wars  

-  Security threat near borders  
 
- Convergence on economic 
ideology (commerce)  
 

 
 

32 



33 

Drug Routes: Mexico 

33 n  Source:  Stratfor , “Mexican Drug Cartels:  An Update, May 17, 2010.   
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     (England – U.S.)             =            (U.S. – Brazil) 
        1901-08                                       2001-08 

Great Power 
ENG 1900s  vs US 2010s 

Emerging country 
US 1900s vs  Brazil 2010s 

Similarities -  Decreasing interest in the 
region  

-  Distant wars  

-  Security threat near borders  
 
- Convergence on economic 
ideology (commerce)  
 

-  Increasing interest in the region  

-  Presidents open to contest anti-imperialist 
sentiments 
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     (England – U.S.)             =            (U.S. – Brazil) 
        1901-08                                       2001-08 

Great Power 
ENG 1900s  vs US 2010s 

Emerging country 
US 1900s vs  Brazil 2010s 

Similarities -  Decreasing interest in the 
region  

-  Distant wars  

-  Security threat near borders  
 
- Convergence on economic 
ideology (commerce)  
 

-  Increasing interest in the region  
 
-  Presidents open to contest anti-imperialist 
sentiments 

Differences -  U.S. still does not want to 
let go (drugs)  
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http://www.realinstitutoelcano.org/wps/portal/
rielcano_eng/Content?WCM_GLOBAL_CONTEXT=/
elcano/elcano_in/zonas_in/latin+america/dt45-2009 
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     (England – U.S.)             =            (U.S. – Brazil) 
        1901-08                                       2001-08 

Great Power 
ENG 1900s  vs US 2010s 

Emerging country 
US 1900s vs  Brazil 2010s 

Similarities -  Decreasing interest in the 
region  

-  Distant wars  

-  Security threat near borders  
 
- Convergence on economic 
ideology (commerce)  
 

-  Increasing interest in the region  
 
-  Presidents open to contest anti-imperialist 
sentiments 

Differences -  U.S. re still does not want 
to let go (drugs)  

-  U.S. 1900 strong state:  willing to 
take on the costs  
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Final Point:  
 

Paradox of Partnership-Seeking: 
§ Large power:  Distrust à Tests à Disappointment 
§ Rising power:  Expectations à Tests à Disappointment 


