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Industrial City in Great Britain in 1800
	The Industrial Revolution saw massive growth in scope in Britain cities. The population of Britain in 1695 was projected to be 5.5million, which grew massively in 1801 by 40%. This was attributed to the opening of industries that needed workers, and thus people moved to the cities. This led to many challenges as the population grew massively, and the cities were not equipped to handle such populations. In this essay, we will focus on the cons of living in the city and not the rural areas, the concept of “Gran Colombia" in the south, and why Spain's freedom led to separate countries and not one large public.
 What it was Like to Live in an Industrial City in Great Britain during the 1800s.
	Living in an industrial city in 1800 in Great Britain was chaotic. The population grew massively as many people left their rural homes in search of jobs.  This led to an increase in population as there was enough food generated from the industries to feed the people. As a result, many families could not afford better housing arrangements for their families since the payment got from the factories was barely enough (Griffin 100). Poverty stroked many families as they could not afford to feed their growing number of their families. The houses were built by the factory owners to house their workers in a commonplace to ease their movement to the industries. Poor sanitation and pollution were very common as there were no proper drainage systems to cater to the growing populations. 
How was this better or Worse than Living on a Farm or in a Rural Area?
	This was worse than living in the rural areas because there was not enough space in the living arrangements to cater to all the family members, unlike the rural areas where there was no congestion. The rural areas had enough space to accommodate large populations, unlike the city. Poor sanitation and pollution were not standard in the rural areas as the communities lived in their separate homesteads, which could cater to the family members compared to the city where houses were built back to back to accommodate the workers. In the town, the houses were built with cheap and low-quality materials as the factory owners did not value their workers, unlike the rural areas where people took time to make their houses which were long lasting and had better ventilation. In the rural areas, hygiene and sanitation were well-practiced as people had natural sources of water to cater to their families, unlike the city where water was scarce, and people could not bathe, which lead to infectious diseases like cholera due to poor hygiene.
What was the Concept of “Gran Colombia” in South America?
 	Gran Colombia is the Republic of Colombia. Gran Colombia had a short-lived, dynamic existence throughout the war. Succeeding civilian and martial rivalry for communal office and provincial jealousies led to an upheaval in Venezuela in 1826. After governing as a dictator from 1828 to 1830, Bolívar convoked an agreement to mount a new structure. It was acknowledged only in Nueva Granada (Colombia and Panama). Bolívar reconciled and left for the northern coast, where he deceased, near Santa Marta, on December 17, 1830. By that time, Venezuela and Ecuador had withdrawn from Gran Colombia (Shahwan 200). Thus Gran Colombia fundamentally passed into antiquity with its key architect.

 Why did Freedom from Spain Lead to Separate Countries and not One Large Republic
	The Latin American Wars of Independence, which happened during the late 18th and early 19th eras, were profoundly prejudiced by the American and French Revolutions and stemmed from the conception of a sum of independent countries in Latin America. These revolts followed the American and French Revolutions, which had deep effects on the Spanish, Portuguese, and French associations in the Americas (Niño-Amézquita et al 20). French slave collection Haiti was the main to trail the United States to liberation during the Haitian Upheaval, which took from 1791 to 1804. Thus, Napoleon Bonaparte arose as French ruler, whose militaries set out to defeat Europe, together with Spain and Portugal, in 1808.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The Peninsular War, which stemmed from the Napoleonic occupation of Spain, triggered Spanish Creoles in Spanish America to demand their loyalty to Spain, strengthening independence activities that concluded in the wars of liberation, lasting nearly two decades. The predicament of political lawfulness in Spain with the Napoleonic incursion flickered reaction in Spain’s foreign empire (Zahler &Reuben 400). The result in Spanish America was that most of the section attained political liberation and initiated the creation of self-governing nations. The zones that were most newly designed as viceroyalties were the main to achieve liberation, while the old hubs of Spanish power in Mexico and Peru with robust and engrained institutions and the leaders were the last to attain freedom. The two exclusions were the isles of Cuba and Puerto Rico, which besides the Philippines, continued to be Spanish connotations until the 1898 Spanish-America War. Similarly, the Portuguese kingdom moved to Brazil through Portugal’s French profession. After the imperial court reverted to Lisbon, the prince's replacement, Pedro, stayed in Brazil and, in 1822, magnificently declared himself ruler of a newly sovereign Brazil.
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