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the relationship between the Indian movements and the governments from the perspective
of the relationship between ethnic identity and nation - state construction. From 1950s to
1970s  the Latin American Indian organizations were mainly founded by the initiatives of
the governments  which led to the domination—subordination relationship but then the
Indian movements became gradually independent due to the awakening of Indian ethnic
identity. From 1980s to early 21st Century the increasing Indian ethnic identity made
Indian movements not only champion land rights national autonomy and the construction
of pluri — national states but also become the main force against the neo-liberalism
which led to their confrontation against the governments. Since 2006  the difference in the
relationship between ethnic identity and nation—state construction resulted in two different
directions of the relationship between the Indian movements and the governments. Only by
recognizing and respecting the Indian ethnic identity confirming and protecting their
equal citizenship status and civil rights can we rightly deal with the relationship between
the Indian ethnic identity and nation—state construction so as to build authentic
pluri—national states.

Key words: Latin America Indian movements ethnic identity pluri—national state

national autonomy

The Evolution of Ethnic Politics in Latin America: The Case of Bolivia

Li Han

Abstract: In the last two decades the rise of ethnic politics in Latin America has been
marked by the emergence of new indigenous or ethnic parties. The development of the
ethnic parties in this region has been hindered by institutional obstacles inadequate
resources and low level of ethnic consciousness. Along with the third wave of
democratization in Latin America the formation of indigenous parties is the product of
broad political participation of indigenous people. As the most successful indigenous party
in Latin America to this day the Movimiento al Socialismo ( MAS) has been the product
of years of indigenous mobilization in Bolivia and has relied heavily on the support of
broad networks of social movements. MAS has not caused ethnic conflicts in Bolivia
compared with the ethnic parties in other countries. Its success can be mainly attributed to
its inclusive political strategy in order to keep cooperative relations between different
ethnic groups and adapt itself to domestic situation. Although indigenous parties in most
Latin American countries have not been able to duplicate the electoral achievements of the
MAS and may have little chance of coming to power they have nevertheless successfully
reshaped the politics of the region. The emergence of indigenous parties has yielded great
effects on their political representation.

Key words: Bolivia MAS ethnic politics ethnic party Indians
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