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good is, then, according to an analogy offered by Fouillée, nothing more than a
new aspect of the old equivalence of forces; and, in the same way that motion is
transformed into heat, elements of spiritual excellence may also be obtained
from material benefits,

As yet, however, North American life has not offered us a new example of that
incontestable relationship, nor even afforded a glimpse of a glorious future. Qur
confidence and our opinion must incline us to believe, however, that in an in-
ferred future their civilization is destined for excellence. Considering that under
the scourge of intense activity the very brief time separating them from their
dawn has witnessed a sufficient expenditure of life forces to effect a great evo-
lution, their past and present can only be the prologue to a promising future.
Everything indicates that their evolution is still very far from definitive. The as-
similative energy that has allowed them to preserve a certain uniformity and a
certain generic character in spite of waves of ethnic groups very different from
those that have until now set the tone for their national identity will be vitiated
in increasingly difficult battles. And in the utilitarianism that so effectively in-
hibits idealism, they will not find an inspiration powerful enough to maintain co-
hesion. An illustrious thinker who compared the slave of ancient societies to a
particle undigested by the social system might use a similar comparison to char-
acterize the situation of the strong Germanic strain now identifiable in the mid-
and far West, There, preserved intact—in temperament, social organization, and
customs—are all the traits of a German nature that in many of its most profound
and most vigorous specificities must be considered to be antithetical to the
American character. In addition, a civilization destined to endure and expand in
the world, a civilization that has not, in the manner of an Oriental empire, be-
come mummified, or lost its aptitude for variety, cannot indefinitely channel its
energies and ideas in one, and only one, direction. Let us hope that the spirit of
that titanic society, which has until today been characterized solely by Will and
Utility, may one day be known for its intelligence, sentiment, and idealism. Let
us hope that from that enormous crucible will ultimately emerge the exemplary
human being, generous, balanced, and select, whom Spencer predicted would be
the product of the costly work of the melting pot. But let us not expect to find
such a person either in the present reality of that nation or in its immediate evo-
lution. And let us refuse to see an exemplary civilization where there exists only
a clumsy, though huge, working model that must still pass through many cor-
rective revisions before it acquires the serenity and confidence with which a na-
tion that has achieved its perfection crowns its work—the powerful ascent that
Leconte de Lisle describes in “Le sommeil du condor” [The Dream of the Con-
dor] as an ascent that ends in Olympian tranquility.
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wild People in Wild Lands:
Early American Views of Latin Americans

Fredrick Pike

Fredrick Pike’s masterful The United States and Latin America: Myths and
Stereotypes of Civilization and Nature (1992) draws on decades of scholarship
involving a wide variety of themes. Pike earned his Ph.D. at the University of
Notre Dame in 1963 and has written extensively on church-state relations in
Laiin America, and political/cultural relations between the United States and
Latin America. His The United States and the Andean Republics: Peru, Bolivia,
and Ecuvador (1977} is considered a classic and Pike’s work on Peruvian pop-
ulist leader Victor Raul Haya de la Torre (The Politics of the Miraculous in Peru:
Haya de la Torre and the Spiritualist Tradition, 1986} demonstrate the range,
depth, and creativity of his scholarship. In the excerpt below Pike combines lit-
erary, artistic, and historical interpretations to show the complexity and history
of negative U.S. stereotyping of Latin Americans. His work illustrates how dur-
ing the nineteenth century most Americans viewed Latin Americans as “hope-
lessly inept and chaotic in their economic practices as in their politics.” Many
of these stereotypes, cogently analyzed by Pike, remain a central feature of mod-
ern U.S.—Latin American relations.

Since ancient times, groups or “races” arriving at some sense of identity or
“peoplehood” have turned to nature-and-civilization imagery as the basis for
stereotyping. To those beyond the pale of their own peoplehood, they have at-
tached pejorative stereotypes. Often for the Western world’s Christian people,
the Jew became the reviled Other who somehow could not measure up to the
standards required by civilization. In the nineteenth century when unabashed
anti-Semitism thrived among North Americans, Gentile native sons and daugh-
ters categorized newly arriving Jewish male immigrants as sneaky and conniv-
ing, resembling such denizens of the wild as weasels and foxes —the predators
of wilderness or jungle rather than the noble and courageous killers. According
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to the stereotypes of American nativism, Jewish women were lascivious crea-
tures of unbridled sexuality. In different ways, then, both Jewish men and
women were dismissed as unredeemed creatures of natare.

The time finally came when Jews had the chance to avenge the decades and
centuries in which they had suffered rejection as despicable Others. In the sec-
ond half of the twentieth century, the Jews of Israel took to depicting Arab ad-
versaries as “primitive and tribal,” as brutal and bloodthirsty and less-than-
human predators, as people who “don’t respect reason,” as emotional creatures
easily incited and manipulated by monstrous leaders, as wily and cunning in bat-
tle but basically cowardly and not truly manly, as undisciplined, illogicai, unable
to distinguish between fact and fantasy, as threatening machos lusting after pure
and refined Jewish women. On one hand, according to Jewish stereotypes, the
Arab might benefit from contact with Israeli “civilization”; on the other, the
Arab might be hopelessly refractory to civilization and therefore basically un-
deserving of full-scale human rights. In consequence, agents of progress could
kill the Arab with impunity.

Jewish stereotypes of Arabs resemble those that Americans attached to Ne-
groes and also to the Indians and Latins who at one time ringed their borders and
held the land the emissaries of civilization coveted, ostensibly because they alone
understood how to improve that fand and thereby fulfill the moral injunctions of
the true religion. Indeed, Jewish stereotypes of the Arab bear striking similarity
to those that virtually all colonialists have attached to colonials. In approaching
American stereotypes of the Latin American, what I wish to stress is their lack of
originality. Hurnan evil, it has been suggested, exhibits the traits of ordinariness,
commonness, and banality; it is seldom unique and larger than life in its dimen-
sions. With stereotypes, it is the same. Rather than reflecting original responses
to unique situations, they have become part and parcel of day-in, day-out, hum-
drum existence; they are the ordinary creations of human nature at its most typi-
cal. With almost boring regularity they rest upon the distinction between what in
the eyes of the would-be exploiters of other humans is the civilization of the for-
mer and the unmitigated naturalness (meaning savagery or barbarism) of the lat-
ter. Just as stereotypes become normal, routine, and taken for granted, so does the
terrorism perpetrated in their name. Soon the terrorists become capable of re-
membering only those incidents that reinforce the stereotypes that in turn justify
terrorism, and utterly incapable of heeding other instances that challenge the
stereotypes and cast doubt on the moral acceptability of terrorism.

Stereotyping is by no means the exclusive habit of stronger groups that assert
themselves in one way or another over weaker ones, Invariably, the weaker ele-
ments in asymmetrical relationships devise sweeping stereotypes with which to
defame the stronger, not unlike the way some present-day Arabs distortedly de-
pict the Jew. Similarly, in their generalized criticism of Americans during much
of the past century and a half, Latin Americans have seemed blind to the fact that
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«differences in a population are often greater than the differences between pop-
ulations.” By their stereotyping, Latin Americans have also confirmed that “the
most prevalent form of racism in the world in recent decades has been anti-
Americanism.”

Most especially, large numbers of Latin Americans, along with Africans set
upon disparaging various nationalities of white imperialists, like to contrast their
own spirituality and concern with “higher values” to the alleged cloddishness
and calculating, cold-hearted materialism of the Caucasian Other. Throughout
history, in fact, the tendency of underlings to contrast their spirituality with the
base creatureliness of aggressors is just as much a constant as the imperialist’s
resort to contrasting his civilization to the colonial’s primitivism. Someday, I
trust, a comprehensive study will set forth the various facets of Latin American
stereotyping of the North American. When it appears, the study will, [ am con-
fident, show that Latins have been just as bigoted, extreme, irrational, and self-
serving in impugning the character of the gringo as North Americans have been
in their collective character assassination of the generalized greaser. Undoubt-
edly it will also confirm that, as Mexico’s grand old man of letters and Nobel
laureate Octavio Paz has suggested, Latin Americans have been as divided in
their assessments of norteamericanos as Yankees have been in their appraisals of
the Latins with whom they share the hemisphere. According to Paz, his coun-
trymen and their fellow Latin Americans feel an “unambivalent fascination”
about the United States, “the enemy of our identity and the unavowed model of
what we [want] to be.” It is ambivalence on both sides of the Rio Grande that
has saved stereotyping in the Americas from sinking to the levels it has reached
clsewhere.

Latin American elites frequently have sought to define themselves and to
strengthen their own sense of identity and peoplehood by contrasting themselves
to the negative identity imputed, most of the time, to North Americans. Before
Yankee-baiting became the preferred method for establishing identity, Latin elites
bolstered self-awareness by reviling the inhabitants of sister republics along their
borders, with whom they frequently engaged in armed hostilities. Furthermore,
elites nourished a racism that contributed to white and whitish upper-class cohe-
siveness by disparaging the dark-skinned masses (Indian, black, mestizo, and mu-
latto) that comprised a majority of the population in almost all republics, In jus-
tifying their own power status, Latin elites tended to use the same sort of

civilization-barbarism stereotyping whereby North Americans contrasted them-

selves 1o allegedly inferior peoples. All the while Latin America’s privileged sec-
tors expected that North Americans would go along with local Latin customs that
dictated perpetuation of a gulf between the gente decente (decent people) and the
dusky masses,

Disappointed in expectations of acceptance as equals by North Americans,
frustrated because all too often they were lumped together with the unwashed
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merica’s gente decente responded with anti-
sity of their anti-Americanism bore a di-
disdain for their own lower classes with
p them. Needless to say the genie de-

herd by insensitive gringos, Latin A
American stereotyping. Often the inten
rect relationship to the strength of their

whom, they felt, gringos tended to lum
cente’s anti-Americanism soared to new heights when, during the course of the

twentieth century, various Americans (many of them the champions of blacks
and Indians in their own country) began to side with the downtrodden elements

of Latin society as they protested against ongoing exploitation.

NINETEENTH-CENTURY AMERICAN
STEREOTYPING OF THE LATIN OTHER

Prior to the mid-nineteenth-century gold rush, early Anglo settlers in California,

and even short-term visitors, distinguished between the cultured, gracious, hos-
pitable ranch owners and the rabble. The prosperous Californios {original His-
panic occupants) they referred to as Spanish, and the ragged, dirty masses they
designated Mexicans. That this division had long-lasting consequences is sug-
gested by what passed for a joke still in circulation in the 1990s. Question: When
does a Mexican become a Spaniard? Answer: When he matries your daughter.

The Anglo ability to distinguish between worthies and unworthies, which ini-
tially delighted upper-sector Californios, fell victim to the huge influx of fortune-
hunting immigrants arriving on the scene just as the second half of the nineteenth
century began. Rough, tumultuous hordes of Anglo gold-seekers arrived in the re-

gion, and so did scrufty hordes of Latin American adventurers from as far away
as Chile and Argentina. Before long the first group branded all those in the sec-
ond (together with Orientals afflicted by gold fever) as wild and depraved. Next,
the Anglos extended their pejorative evaluations to the old-line, property-owning
Californios. All the more did these persons of substance cease to be Spanish and
become Mexican when Anglos embarked upon wholesale procedures to strip
them of their old political powers along with their property. To justify such strip-

ping, racist stereotyping proved highly useful.
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In his 1858 account of travels in Mexico, an American writer captured the
vailing mood of his countrymen when he criticized the upper classes for ha\lrj' ne
S}lccumbed to the “passionate and emotional” and “lighthearted” approa hlng
life that also characterized the masses. Nor did the social polish of [E)Eﬂi opor
cla§ses foql William Gilpin toward the end of the century. An enormouslrl l'lpfl'?er
ential solc.hcr, politician, visionary writer, and prophet par excellence of fh;nAu_
g]o Amerlcan’ls mission to uplift the world, Gilpin had Latin America artial?_
in mind when in 1890 he disparaged societies that had “grown to be olisph d 3;1/
enervated without emerging from semi-savage barbarism.” P o

Emerson encapsulated the prevailing national wisdom of his age—and sub
quent ages as well—when he declared: “All great men come out of the mlildcsltlah
classes.” Already in the age of Emerson Americans had begun to conclude th y
the'trouble with Latin America lay in the absence of a middle class, The area ta t
tpelr south seemed populated by profligate elites and a vast herd (.)f rambu :
tious Wastrels. Unlike their counterparts in Europe, members of an emer HC;
U.S. middle c.lass did not have to struggle against an established aristocracgen'
f.ret‘ over th'e risks posed by a large marginalized class. But, they shared th e
t1arls‘tocrat1c bias and also the suspiciousness of shiftless lov:fer classes that Shan-
act.erlzed Europe’s rising bourgeoisie. This bias and suspiciousness inevitalflr-
poisoned their attitudes toward the sort of people who, in their i ination at
least, populated Latin America. , meination o

- Above all, American middle-class men esteemed the so-called manl li
ties, as opposed to feminine weakness and emotionalism and childish fgc](gja .
Fesfs and fantasizil‘lg. Qualities that Americans admired, they consistently fa?lsesci
I(}Sm;liia;r(;?rll]ag[ ];at:]l.l Arlnerwans. . The appraisals that led a mid-twentieth-century
1i<;r .in I:he attitod ismiss Don‘.umcans already flourished at least a century ear-
Jonger you ll: ;s .Of Amerllc.ans toward Latin Americans in general. “The
o 08 ¥ osr e l\]&jlth Dommlcans_, the more you . . . disliked the weakness of
e mal,e : in,DZarcf ing for ep_gplananons, you noticed how pampered are the in-
fockios o teenmmlcan families, how l:llldiSCiplil’led the schoolboy males, how
dnlt ol Theage males, and how vain and proud and sometimes absurd the
o soms L atinyAv;fsre. not men, many of them, only spoiled brats grown up.”
have applied it merlc;ns have com.:urred in the gringo diplomat’s appraisal
5, upwardly mObﬂ(;ri/ roadly than just to Dominicans. I remember an ambi-

o et the o ‘enezuelan st.ud'ent whom 1 knew in the mid-1960s. He
o1 were raised ];i)nmh;i)SeI;Gd permissiveness in. which the upper-class male
1;: ?}Ti@alitos ditde aniz:];:i turned them into weak, self-indulgent, ef-
4 e time i i
e pmc[ai:ctclllft:oA;;le;lzgn Rejwilutlon, P.atrick Henry, “with wonder in

artog udience: “We are in a state of nature.” If Ameri-
€d in a state of nature, already in the early ni hes
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ability to triumph over nature; for many Americans, among them
recognized that democracy, being a “system nowhere observ-
out of the ability to transcend nature. Latin Amer-
apable of progressing toward democracy or any-
ould not get the upper

attest to their
Edgar Allan Poe,
able in nature,” emerged only
icans, in contrast, seemex! inc
thing else worthwhile precisely because they simply ¢
hand over nature—-either within or without.

An observer in California in 1848, shortly before it became a part of the

United States, saw only an indolent Hispanic and Indian people. In California,

he averred, “nature [was] doing everything, man [was] doing nothing.” One year

later another American commented on the widespread conviction among his
countrymen that Californios grew “ag the trees, with the form and character that
Nature gives them.” About a decade later, 2 U.S. traveler to Brazil noted that
there “nature has done everything . . . but as yet man has done next to nothing.”
So, while Americans had started in but shortly emerged out of a state of nature,
Latin Americans remained in the original state.
The first Latin Americans that significant numbers of Americans encountered
resided in territory that ultimately became a part of the United States —among
them the already-mentioned Californios. Historian Francis Parkman when en-
gaged in research for his classic study The Oregon Trail (1849) encountered a

group of Mexicans from New Mexico on the banks of the Missouri River. Here

is how he describes the scene: “On the muddy shore stood some thirty or forty
m beneath their broad

dark, slavish-looking Spaniards, gazing stupidly out fro

hats.” Crossing the river he encountered a boat in which “the rowers, swarthy,
ignoble Mexicans, turned their brutish faces upward to look, as 1 reached the
bank.” A while later, Parkman came upon some “squalid Mexicans, with their

broad hats and their vile faces overgrown with hair.” About the time Parkman

encountered the Hispanic occupants of New Mexico, who obviously impressed
his impression

him as animal-like, fur trappet Rufus Sage visited Taos. Here is
of its Mexican residents: “There are no people on the whole continent of Amer-
ica, whether civilized or uncivilized, with one ot two exceptions, more miserable

in condition or despicable in morals
ico.” Another trappef found the Mexicans

indolent, untrustworthy, dishonest, cowardly, servil

dirty” —among other undesirable traits. An American army

Texas-New Mexico region believed that the Indians
ally superior to the Mexicans. These 1
satisfy their animal wants r

The French-born Jean-Baptiste Lamy,
later as archbishop (1875) of Santa Fe (on

duringly popular novel Death Comes for

pathetically toward his Mexican-origin wards, in a pater

scending way. Toward the end of his life, though, even

¢, ignorant, superstitious, and

appointed first

he revealed

than the mongrel race inhabiting New Mex-
in his part of the country “depraved,

officer on duty in the
he encountered were actl-
atter, allegedly, “were content if they could }

45 bishop (1853) and§
whose life Willa Cather based het en:
the Archbishop [19271), inclined sym__‘

nalistic and condy
cerially
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prejudices common among native-born Ameri ¢
e : ericans. “Our Mexican po ion”
he progresl;a'sr E;l;ti ;niﬁ [il:léf;l Vj;ydfew of them will be able to fglllz)liagl(:)z-
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e e s Hi,s di orla! writer for'the National Intelligencer assured his
e o oo lpe)aglcdportlon of .thc inhabitants “are a thieving, cowardly
dancl C;lifomia altpthi, tn generally indolent and faithless.” Another witness to’
e 5 lr?]e ::o‘r‘nmented on the coarseness and lasciviousness of
the Mexicars as ve. ast eir de:graded tone of manners,” A generation or so
reno;m o aI-Imw'l::darlrt fCahforman.Josiah Royce (1855-1916), who gained
ronown 15 & Harv “a[l)l ofessor of philosophy, described his native state’s Span-
ish Americans essentially amoral and childlike people” who 1
Whe)r/! Ae el morally accountable for their actions. ould
St ot ;nzir:z:znliﬁgin tto arrive in some number in Mexico during the latter
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. e;‘frl:;ia,tit::];):ffiﬁ I;";cnrequisites of civilization. ° American climbers were
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and excitable that it was almost impossible to do anything with them.” Their cus-
tomary “‘tempestuousness was further aggravated by their tendency to drink,
gamble, and fight,” another lady averred. These judgments were rendered in
1849 and 1850. A few years later, in 1856, som¢ other women made the Panama
crossing and to their enormous relief discovered that safety was now assured “by
a sizeable contingent of U S. Marines. Like the U S. Cavalry stationed through-
out the American West, the Marines guarded the intrusive immigrants from the

. native people.” Thus were Panamanians equated with the savage Indian
tribes of North America whose animality could be kept in check only through
Uncle Sam’s organized military might.

Those Americans who ventured still farther south generally recorded impres-
sions of the natives no more flattering than those of travelers in Mexico or Cen-

tral America. U.S. naval officers charged with defending their country’s neutral

rights during the Latin American siruggle for independence from Spain and Por-
d Peru. What impressed

tugal (1810-1824) often sailed as far south as Chile an
them most was the pervasive lawlessness, the disregard for personal property

rights, the venality of public officials, and the evasion of financial obligations by

virtually all the natives. Naval officers also expressed disgust for the pagan su-
perstitions that allegedly characterized the local practice of religion. Latins
could also strike the American observer as inellectually underdeveloped. Typi-
ent to the Republic of Ecuador commented on the

cally, a U.S. minister resid
beauty of upper-class women, who scemed largely free from the taint of race

mixture. But, even among these females, the minister complained, “faces very

generally Jack the expression which intellectuality alone can give.”
What Americans thought of Latin American men could be even more unflat-

tering, as some of the material already presented ind

Scott Fitzgerald without intending to hints at an 2

short story “The Ice Palace.” Fitzgerald deals directly here with some of the cul- |
gulf between North and §

South within the United States. In some ways, though, his probing of attitudes is §
the chasm between Americans and Latin Americans. At one §
ermer Sally Carroll, ©0 ,f-

whom he is at the time affianced, when he says: “'m sotry, dear . . . but you;
sort of degenerates-§

... They've lived so long down there with all the colored people that the)"\’§

tural differences that led to a virtually unbridgeable

just as applicable to
point in the story Harry, the northerner, shocks the south

know what I think of them [southern men). They’re sort of —

3

gotten lazy and shiftless.’
Up to now 1 have used the scattergun approach in pointing t0 evidenc
North American disdain for the Latin American, owing
stagnation in a state of nature. Next (and there will be some overlapping
1 focus on some of the specific traits that purportedly attested to the Latin

ican’s incompatibility with civilization.
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SEX
AND ALCOHOL, AND LATIN AMERICAN PRIMITIVISM

For Viclorian-a ; .
be associated wigt; i\gﬁfl‘liﬂn& middle-class respectability came increasingl
(ensibly indulged all toé?"r :e\;er éh(; i;exuality that aristocrats and riffraff aliﬁeyots0
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made man whose lgfesltf czgiig;] gavfdway to entrepreneurial faith in fheal Ssetlf‘3
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Just as Ame ! Yy reasure in this life
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control, ce of every other form of self-
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e Aty Wosle:nlf:satsed lto .seeklr.1g “social regeneration through sexual pu
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formers i . ut plen ‘could sometimes be as zealous as rro.
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self-control, Theod
X . ore Roosevelt
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med a cardir?:l l\rllitim e building America’s economic foundatio
—both dolfars s Sue, and thrift meant establishing strict control oxlfles :
in hand, Roosevelgper{n' Econolmc and sexual self-control, ostensibl )
» with the patrician’s contempt for the blisincssmay!
1,
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strength and grandeur in far more than economic criteria, Just as
h, Roosevelt’s goals——including the mili-
ft pauper classes and

saw national
much as with the businessman, thoug
tary strength and the requisite power (0 discipline and upli

nations—demanded the kind of manliness and virility equated with stoic self-
control, cold showers, and the stiff upper lip. Very possibly the more Americans

proved incapable of living by the standards of continence, the more they reviled
the Others who did not pay even Jlip service to the ideal and overtly indulged in

“loose” life-styles.

Nineteenth-century defenders of American middle-class respectability as-
sumed that excess spending of male sperm was bad both for the nation’s econ-
omy and its morality. Beyond that, excessive sexual activity whether channeled
into intercourse of masturbation resulted in race degeneracy, & gradual sinking

into weakness, effeminacy, and —ultimately —_barbarism. The antisex crusader
Anthony Comstock (1844-1915) staunchly opposed birth control because it

would encourage lust, which he saw as the basis of most evils that beset society.
«L ust defiles the body, debauches the imagination, corrupts the mind, deadens the

will, destroys the memory, sears the conscience, hardens the heart, and damns the
soul.” Impure and libidinous acts and even thoughts «qnnerve the arm, and steal

away the elastic step”’; they “create rakes and libertines in society —skeletons in

many a household. The family is polluted, home desecrated, and each generation
born into the world 1s mOre and more cursed by the inherited weakness, the har-

vest of this seed-sowing.”
John Harvey Kellogg (1852-1943), who eventually founded the food com-

pany that bears his name, agreed on all counts with Comstock, as did Sylvester

Graham (1794—1851), whose name would be aita
cracker. Both Kellogg and Graham so
cans that would curb the sexual appetite. According to Kellogg,
tive act is the most exhausting O
person 1s 10 retard growth, weaken the constitution, a
Kellogg's litany of sexuality’s evils,
for you not to exceed in the [annual] frequency of your [
number of months in the year; and you cannot
the year, without irnpairing your
and increasing your liability to
thereby actually induce disease of the worst and most pain
same time transmit to your offspring an imp
unhappy predisposition.” Graham concluded that by abusing the sex OI§

through overindulgence of “ipstinctive appetites,
cano of unclean propensities and passions. .
below the brutes.”

As they concerned themse

male members of respectable,

Ives with stamping out sexual excesses amons -y
middle-class society, Ameticans also worrigd

ched to a highly popular
ught to devise foods and diets for Ameri-
“The reproduc-
£ all vital acts. Its effect upon the undeveloped 1
nd dwarf the intellect.” To §

Graham added this wisdom: “It were better §
sexual] indulgences the |

exceed the number of weeks in §
constitutional powers, shottening your 1ives:|

disease and suffering; if indeed, you do nolJ
ful kind; and at thej

aired constitution, with strong anty
,}.

* man became “a living VO_l
.. He sinks himself in degeneraciy

].;:
|
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about the sexuali
Hotions of tizaiﬁgr:f ;Tlomt?n..Frequently both women and men bandied about
woman was a Madonna pf}ll‘lority of women. Invariably, the morally superior
bal act and acoepted it or;ll er than an Eve, one who took no pleasure in the sex-
speed the propagation of yasa ciuty that must be stoically fulfilled in order to
cians even intervened s It better elements. Sometimes male obstetri
saulting the clitoris. Aﬁgg’“i’sl!f)(;;?fgliljragtei woman’s indifference to sex by as:
against temptations of the flesh, coéuﬁngosp tnl::l; rill:(}il Tomcn psychologically
prcI)\‘}f_ed helpt;l,ll, or at least so it was assumed olesome, sensuous Other
ineteenth-century European imp erialiSts' divi i
dent and an Ori . ivided humanity “int .
lights.” Euro;féil;t;ltsi;e;at_ter being the sphere” of illicit sex yand “?l:s,l;ilocc?;
(s south oy African ivided the world into North and South spheres lgar t_
recidod the Spaniards SP ;)tversexed and nc?t fully human; less far sou.thwarg
ated by their propensi’t (; u‘guese, and, ,Itallans, worthier than Africans but viti-
libidinous Other eithersi/ (t)l: we manlyl conduct. Americans tended to place the
cloments of white soci Itl e West (Indians, Latin Americans, and the debauched
was home ot only tOlet l)l/e) or H;, .the South. Within their own country, the South
white upper-class males a mY{ ically lustful black but to sexually uninhibited
of abolitionist fervor ros e pI’OﬂlgE.lte white trash. Especially as the tide
onc “great brothel ” Souf}; northerners eroticized the entire South, picturing it as
lower-class, afforcied 16021”1;1 mz}‘les, whether black, white upper-class, or white
Noble Savage but a ngﬁ?h't at “man reduced to a pure state of nature is not a
1on Sinclair.an antisouth ic satyr.” Early in the twentieth century novelist Up-
the plantati(,)n o ern southerner and a sexunal prude, still chose to de .p
black, half-naked girlsS i\lfery era, and even later, as a “house of shame w}?;f;
from the master (or ar;yo(r)izt gli;(tah:;;dhi?;lz:fs alt l];tlaa;'t, competed for Sexuai favors
nant by the & ( ailable) and generall
SiPpi’sycorfsi?:;;:leiy reached age fifteen.” In far less pg;udish r)r;;e:;m&l_irf{g—
ely great novelist William Faulkner developed this t,herlnsv:lisri

. 8uch books as his 1936 classic Absalom, Absalom!

Other who o i i
5 ccupied this South belonged both to morally dissolute classes (aris

Qeracy and depe; i

Latin Soutﬁelr];l::[a ge;)ris) afnd to an inferior race. Both class and race shaped
ted values of deses o1 ustful creature whose life-style challenged the I?’clc—
| Ametican Sout wasasse;s an.races. As with Upton Sinclair’s South, the
ed, dark-skinmed tlope s : ted with plantation houses of shame where sclmi—
406 master classes’ anirli)u,llIilsct(iﬂ;1 L?rljg(:;t éf(l)d COH}Peted o the honor 9 sausy-

cans i i i Lo . '
t‘ ;‘:’iainsziiltfioﬁn}f)eriglist designs on Laﬂi;oi(ﬁ;?ifasiﬁsstez‘;e(]jiitﬁgumfy
or imperialism in the Dark Contilient b i _pef':lllS
y envisioning
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After spending some time in Latin America in the early 1890s, an American a half barbarous se
i : SR t by the generali ; ”
writer remarked that the Anglo Saxon “ig @ MONOGZAMOUS animal, while at any found it “repulsive to see thg Childailetr): :ufn[émcrécan] people. Nevettheless, she
given moment the Latin’s horizon is apt to be occupied by 2 petticoat or 3 suc- she calmly accept the state of nudity ot m: e ad.out. perfectly naked.” Nor could
cession of petticoats » n this instance, the writer dealt light—heartedly with char- {owed themselves to be seen. She fgu N ?‘1’ nudity in \vahmh women casually al-
acter blemishes that had provoked stuffy self-righteousness from earlier ob- counter such sights while in‘ e con? it “truly shocking to my modesty” to en-
servers of Latin American gexual mores. Here are the words that the author of ; strained to keep my veil drawn ti htlpany of gentlemen and noted: “I am con-
an 1838 romance put in the mouth of 2 Texan addressing 2 Mexican anmy cap- L blushes.” Set against the pr evailinz Stgﬂg;e; m¥ }face. all the time to protect my
tain: “In point of chastily - - - the most important and nfluential qualification of are significant. rds of her time, Magoffin’s comments
Northern nations, We are infinitely superior to you-—Lust is, with vs hateful and [ Nineteenth
P s e e -century values i i .
shameful; for you, 1t 18 @ matter of indifference. This is the chief curse of the civilization, and Christi anit);r, Tho:: :‘hg‘{;‘e{:"; equated modesty with culture,
gouth; the leprosy which unnerves both body and mind. Tt is what caused the Ro- the moral development only of child cked modesty, allegedly, had attained
man empire 10 sink. . - - The Southern races m‘ust be renewed and the United Certain men, of course, especially :ﬁ:ee of “low social stati ;
officina genttunt for the new Continent. with frank fascination to o Latina’s casualness 1o ;:11.5(\1 :\t‘itil'ctm,ArtmEht respond
ity. At the outset of

the Mexican War in 1846 when Gen. Z ’ i
Grande, the soldiers realized at once "t?lca}:ageT&)S:icmnar\:vI:)ymf:\n:s:r: rcll't?fe -y
?Vtgnmcg:% ;);1(1 ';htz ;ver bank in early morning or evening, they gaped as the ;dﬁrrll;
o o and orlos came down to the river, disrobed without hesitation or eni-
bartasent of,M exigaunged mte“the stream.” Later on during the war one soldier
o s : n L;1\!0;11&:& Nemly ell of them have well-developed, magnif-
e I.m.ﬁ.a nan”] ress with as htde clothing as you can well fancy.” A
D inta :n rlljoted of the Mexican women: “Their bosoms were' not
e bal H}: o L;t heaved freely under the healthful influence of the ge-
T bty man ani‘ air o the sunny south.” Here were attractions indeed, but
B o nyatural meéncdn seldler assured himself he would not want to rr;arry
o ey of Menica r:;m ;Enhlblted wodlen, especially given the often-remarked
o miadl ago-a ::111 indz;‘;m ;m;:lmen in general to surrender to obesity well be-
o O o ves g0, of the unpleasant consequences that befell women
om i

_ Giel éﬁi;ff:nmﬂl observers of Latin women liked nothing of what they
05 found fhe w(,)men merican preacher who spent a winter in Mexico in the
- locting ther de‘j, esiec:lally of the lower classes, ugly, their physical fea-
o singio was thea)[};c tel:i morals. One explanation as to why most women
ndetlying explanatioe }T clergy charg_ed to administer the wedding rites
o o n, t ough, according to Haven, was that debaucher .
ed “in their blood. There was no seeming sense of shame ’

States are the
Josiah Gregg (1806—1850), a nine-year resident in Mexico and author of the
f the early Santa Fe trade, sympathized with certain aspects of

classic account 0
the culture he discovered south of the porder; but he professed outrage at the per-
ousness. For Mexicans, he charged, “the institution of marriage

changes the legal rights of the parties, but it scarcely affects their moral obliga-
tions. It is looked upon as & convenient cloak for jrregularities » In his 1857 book
El Gringo, W. w.H. Davis registered full accord with Gregg. AMONE Mexicans,
he averred, marriage served was a cloak t0 hide numerous irregularities” engaged
in by both partners. While married men “guypport & wife and mistress at the same

» Davis added, oo frequently the wife also has her male friend.” In

time,
Davis’s gstimation, three-quarters of the married population among Mexicans

went in for adultery.
In trying to account for alleged lack of sexual restraint among Latin Ameti- §
cans, Americans sometimes drew O their knowledge of Indian culture. The

“fact” that Indians conducted h

yasive Jicentl

emselves like “prute beasts,” flaunted the ties |
and obligations of marriage, and gave free rein 10 sexual appetites originated, ac- 3
original child-rearing practices, 65 4

cording to some Caucasian Americans, i ab
pecially the custom of “allowing the wild freedom and nudity of children.” This §
ildren matured but also in- §

custom not only gave rise to sexval abandon as ch
duced generalized social disorder and undermined respect for all restraint. Inj
general, Americans tookK the nudity of Indians as sure proof that they were bar- }

paric, and the pawns of their passions. A similar line of reasoning cons1gned,
Latin Americans 10 barbarism. E

In a book he published in 1833, a Yankee iraveler 10 Colombia
shock over the fact that children, especially of the abundant poor classes, T4
about naked. Susan Shelby Magoffin traveled the Santa Fe Trail in the 1840s ‘;l

sthern Mexico. Al intelligent and tolerant observeld

also spent some time in no
she responded positively to many aspects of Mexican culture, observing at®
point: “What a polite people these Mexicans are, aitho’ they are looked upo®

erican ist visiti
" littlegx:;;:%ili; 1YlSltm.g Cuba and Puerto Rico in 1898 noted that the
it e $arr1age, and. this accounted for the fact that 40 per-
rarmonality of ¢ hge glajcg. He did not blame the situation so much on
. ¢ ight thinking wo aribbean women as on the worthlessness of the
B e bty & an?n \x.roul.d aceept matriage to one of them? Still
y and fornication lived in the blood of Latin American
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women persisted. Indeed, the image of Latin America as one extended brothel

seemed deeply engraved in the minds of many Americans. In the 1850s an
American official wrote that standards of female chastity were deplorably low
among the Mexican populace of New Mexico, where “the virtuous are far out-
pumbered by the vicious. Prostitution is catried out to 2 fearful extent; and it is

quite common for parents to sell their daughters for money to gratify the lust of
the purchaser.” Both in New Mexico and Mexico, American soldiers seemed to
believe that the majority of women were “primarily prostitutes.”

Early in the twentieth century women members of some forty interdenomina-
tional misstonary societies felt a special need to convert Latin American women
to Protestantism so as to rescue them from prevailingly low standards of moral-
ity that Jed so many to take to prostitution. And, when the white-slave panic
“reached its unaccountably hysterical peak in ... 1913, the common assump-
tion was that an American girl who disappeared (injected by the needle of some
white-slave trafficker) «ywonld wake up, helpless, in the brothels of Rio or Con-
stantinople.” Thus were Latin Americans and Turks Jumped together as the
worst offenders against sexual purity.

While some stereotypes may have remained constant, others have changed.

No longer prevalent is the nineteenth-century conviction that smoking indicated
cady availability. Many a

a woman’s uninhibited sexuality and probably her ¢
nineteenth-century American who traveled south of the border registered amaze-

ment not only at female immodesty but at the fact that women of all classes

smoked-—publicly a
tended to agree with John Harvey Kellogg's assessmen
to be addicted to sexual
bia in the 1830s took female smoking as a sur
if addicted to nicotine, it followe
woman visitor to Chile in
but also male use of tobacco. The fact that Chilean men §
off as to their “loose .. _notions of morality.” [. . ]
Together with sninhibited sexuality and free indulgen

use of spices and condimen
century North Americans as indicators of mora

parism. The “stimulant,
acter and that undermined all of civilization’s 1es
alcohol, By what Americans believed to be pervasive alcohol addiction,

Americans dulled their intellectual capacity, loosened res

instincts, and dropped out of the march toward progress. Americans themselve
cohol addiction at an Ul

when their Republic was young had succumbed to ab ;
commonly high rate. Unlike Latin Americans, however, Americans 1iked to g
lieve that they, or at least the decent elements among them, had overcome ang

diction that consigned its sufferers to a state of nature.

nd unabashedly. In appraising womeil, American males |
: that smokers were likely

practices «gtill more filthy.” A Vankee visitor to Colom-
¢ indication of lack of willpower: }
d they were addicted to depravity in general. A :

the 1860s recorded her disgust not only with female }
moked provided a tip- §

ce in nicotine, exCessive §
is, of caffeine and chocolate struck many nineteenth-§
| depravity bordering on bar-}
* though, that produced by far the worst effects on char:g

traints when used to €Xcess wayj
Latid]

traints on passions al!,l
v

uif
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Betwe i i
e the e s of tr minelnth cany, Ameicun pr upith con
§;1n1:1i)tign okf 2}[}:01‘101 registered an all-tirrT: iﬂgﬁezzug’ﬁngélrz?)zfge; fil?)lz:ita ents
sumption : 1-tim , .R. um
in b Coc;n ) Clo:efticzzﬁh;' Republic. Since then, consumption per capitael?atz
T a0 outh aleoho ching the‘early, heroic proportions of alcoholic intake
; e coho consumption was the rise of middle-class val .
pe(?ta ility. Incr.ez.ismgly, abstemiousness in drinking habits em e
ogn;zelcl ;;r;requlsl.te for the “selfcommand, prudence and fortitir(’ig: Cla?lsdthe wict
::;,2 ;c:, e;) SL nes E?’S;IIZZZ E:‘ld appetites . .. [required] to maintain the er,npire E:); i‘relgf
son over S5 h.h m itself demanded the constant exercise of self-control
gh whic umans liberated themselves from animalistic i § P
sel}l:;’-delnggllls;ued bmdependence, both from sin and from econolmmilc):u“?;si Qurof
¥ , Rorabaugh has discovered, “the Ameri i
[l)ggjd%gg than 2,209 local organizations Withmni;ia?hgsr?ggrgggemiﬁlﬁy ‘1"?‘
Ciauy, w,ome ng;o?é)fi rwuh 1125.0,000 members.” Together with men’s and ::—2;):1
cally womsa's m ;ocmtles, Protejstant ministers spearheaded the temper-
e w,h gei‘:};fl ed that salvauonf and with it economic success, came
O e s o i §tood tl?e temptations of demon rum. In the cor;lbined
o ihe monse of Nate Amerians. By ther ingbility 10 i
fo . mericans. By their inabili ith-
tenl:i(; 1tl:§et;1r?é)gt?1ttlzﬁs 0{1 alcohol, these children of nature blighted whz‘ztge\:gg—
P nOblec: dave had to advance to the civilized state. Chingachgook
e ebody fo fﬁgg of the Leatherstocking Tales, came in his besotteci
o 2ge (0 embod icans of the respectable classes a frightening sym-
. Increasin isfi ili
. o buft;l;(l Ssst;zfé;aﬁ tha{: ability tol curb the intake of spirits evidenced not only
*insorious s hoy beca nzin even racial §uperiority, Americans grew increasingly
S imasined: et v rI?bacqlfllamted with Latin American drinking habits —real
ericons got unde er that for most Americans initial contacts with Latin
r way just as the zeal for temperance asserted itself in the

s. The same mini i i
e lacki fnil::':z:cr reS{deI}t in Ecuador quoted earlier as he com-
alcoholisr (e “ue;:tuahty‘ in t‘he expression of upper-class women
S W.thg v, stuplq, simpering look” that distinguished the’
- With utmost distaste, he observed that “the ruling pas-
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American traveler who made it all the way to isolated Paraguay toward the end
of the nineteenth century commented on the lack of ambition that character-
ized its inhabitants. It did not occur to them to improve their circumstances,
for with a bit of food, ample liquor, and “some cigars to smoke all day,” they
had all they wanted of life. An earlier traveler had scorned Bolivians, in part
because of their drinking habits and addiction to coca-leaf chewing, but he had
found the Chileans more to his liking. Perhaps because of the prevalence of
white blood among them, he surmised, they seemed relatively free from alco-
hol addiction.

Few Americans traveled to Latin America, or even to the Hispanic Southwest.
For impressions of their Latin neighbors, most Americans relied largely on
travel accounts published by their more adventurous or wealthier compatriots.
From these accounts they gleaned the impression that Latin Americans were
largely Indian in racial composition and overwhelmingly in thrall to alcoholic
spirits—even as North America’s “savages.” What is more, they learned from
censorious travelers that the Catholic church, instead of fighting demon rum, as
did North America’s Protestant denominations, actually encouraged alcohol con-
sumption as a means of honoring innumerable saints on their feast days. . .. The
expression “Rum, Romanism, and Rebellion,” coined by a Protestant clergyman
during the political campaign of 1884, cast aspersions on the character of Irish
Americans. But long before the Irish issue entered U.S. politics, many Americas
had concluded that the true lair of rum and Romanism (or pulque and popish-
ness) lay in South America, and that these two devilish forces contributed to an-
other curse— chronic rebellion. The unholy trinity’s power pretly much proved
that Latin Americans were refractory to civilization.

THE MONROE DOCTRINE AND
ORIGINS OF U.S. EXPANSIONISM

Few individuals reflected on the Monroe Doctrine when it first came into being
in 1823. Drafted by Secretary of State John Quincy Adams, the doctrine con-
veyed the preoccupation of the United States at a time when the future of the
newly independent Latin American republics was far from certain. With the fi-
nal battle of independence in 1824, it seemed clear that Spaniards would no
longer be welcome in the region. The troubling issue for leaders in the United
States involved the possible designs of other European powers, especially the
British. The doctrine was intended to show that the United States would not look
favorably on any European power’s attempt to recolonize the new, weak nations
of Latin America. The British feared the “Holy Alliance,” made up of Austria,
Prussia, and Russia, might have designs on Latin America. France was seen as
yet another potential threat, and the United States—having concluded a major
war with the British less than nine years earlier—could not trust the former
mother country. The Monroe Doctrine, then, represented the U.S. attempt to de-
fine and broaden its political and economic sovereignty in the hemisphere.

The Monroe Doctrine would become increasingly useful to the United States,
especially in the period after 1850 when economic and territorial expansion were
key U.S. objectives in Latin America, particularly in Mexico and the Caribbean.
$ome argued that the Monroe Doctrine became nothing more than an argument
in favor of U.S. intervention in the arca and that its original goal (to keep out Eu-
r0pf:ans) had in fact become a sinister tool of exploitation. Others argued that the
United States had become champion and protector of the Latin American nations
a‘nd pointed to the similarities that bound the United States to Latin America
(ie., constitutional and political structures in Latin America modeled after the
U.S. Constitution, strong presidentialism, and increasing levels of trade between
the United States and Latin American nations).

51



