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“From the Pyrenees on down, I am not interested in,
nor do I know anyrhing ahour, the southern portion of the world.”
Henry Kissinger, circa 19741

uch of what historians take as an analytic framework for the interpretation of any given
Mpolitica] context depends nearly always on an inherited perspective derived from the ide-
ological crossfire of the ume: in other words, propaganda becomes dignified with the passage
of time and apostheosized into analysis and elucidation, 10 a large extent, by dint of mere repe-
tition and scant exploration of more than a few standard sources. Thus, no marter how limited
in focus, many idcas become codified as “Hlistory™, in an especially perverse expression of the
sclf-fulfilling prophecy: unable to withstand the pressure of events, such ideological concepts
are nonetheless realized after death, as it were, whereupon ensconsced, they define such an
imaginary past as they were incapable of determining when it was still the present. Despite all
the attention given in recent years 1 the avoidance of reification, little self-criticism has been
applied by historians to the narrowness of the notional strucrures they transmit to other social
disciplines, where they are taken up, in turn uncritically, and used to construct all sorts of
ideational edifices. This is especially true of political areas that are peripheral to central con-
cerns and which are therefore entrusted to local historiographies. These are almost universally
mere sounding boards for those ideclogical preoccupations at the heart of lacal conflict. Their
interests, bound up in all manner of maral jusiification, arc passed up the scientific feeding-
chain, where they work their way into such ideological reformulation as the lastest academic
convention or craze interacts with the evolution of political patterns. To be most concrete, we
are suggesting that the Cuban-Spanish-U.S. triangle is a perfect example of such an evolution.
The terms in which propaganda between factions surrounding the independence of the
Caribbean island was formulated literally became self-fulfilling prophecy, thar 1s, the way be-
havior would evenrually politically judged over time, perccived in quite rigid ways.

THE CONTINUITY OF CUBAN NATIONALIST HISTORIOGRAPHY
ome of these background conflicts in nationalist discourse can be seen in a recent work,
which promises to be influential in the sormewhat narrow ficld of English-language Cuban
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impassioned denunciation of the wicked and manipulative interplay berween U.S. perceprions,
U.5. imperial needs, and subsequent Americanist historiography, traditionally notorious for its
scant interest in other social realities beyond its borders.? The net sum, in Pérez’s vision, is most
painful to Cuban sensibility. Pérez's book has heen greeted with the claim that it represents a
botd “deconstruction” of both shart and longterm 1.5, perceptions about the Cuban War of
1895-1898 and its outcome. Nevertheless, Pérez’s argument is substantially that of Cuban na-
tionalist historiography that bloomed after the 1933 revolution, as exemplified by Emilio Roig
de Leuchsenring.

Let us examine with morc attention the Cuban nationalist thesis, as it developed from Roig
to Pérea. In 1945, Roig enumerated thirteen “conclusions” referring to the revolutionary
process in Cuba throughout the Nineteenth Century.” Withewt following them in detail, for
lack of space, these can be fairly summarized as follows. The Cuban independence movement
was a continuum from its inception to the defeat of Spain, marked by a prolonged thirry-year-
long conflict up to 1898. If the 1868 War was led from above, by the bourgeasic, the 1895 con-
flict, which closed the struggle, was impelled from below, and determined by Marti’s farsighted
ideological perceptions, which called (among many other things) for a fight without hatred for
Spaniards in Cuba, but with implacable hostility owards those responsible for oppression, in
faraway Spain. Autonomists were spokesmen for a small minority and a lost cause, if not worse,
The Cuban nationalist movement, therefore, licerally was Cuba, and represented her fully, with
articulated underground institutions and cffectively waged guerrilla warfare.” The Spanish
forces, with no recourse bur terrorism (Weyler’s “reconcentration” policy), were already basi-
cally defeared when the United States -which had long contemplated the island with the intent
of establishing its control, and which by the end of the century had reduced it to a virmal eco-
nomic colony- stepped into the conflict.? As is to be expected, the covetous attention of a long
list of presidents and other American public officials in acquiring the prize of the Caribbean
from Spain was a central theme of Cuban historiegraphy, as nationalism surged with ever
greater intensity after the frustrations of the 1933 revolution and the maintenance of U3, in-
volvement in Cuban affairs continued despite the formal abrogation of the protectorate.®

In 1950, Roig de Leuchsenring also made his thesis more explicit in book form.” He stressed
the working nature of the infrastructure of revolt, both military and political, despite its some-
what tatty appearance. At the same time, this signified the effective defeat of opposing Spanish
forces, which he documents mostly wirh Spanish sources, from contemporary essays and jour-
nalism (like Morote), to more reflexive, early historiographic materials from the pre- 1936 years
{from Ortcga Rubio to Romanones or Gabriel Maura). The overbearing U.8, presence, fol-
lowed in narrative detail from Jefferson onwards, merely certified the degree wo which the
nothern neighbor had become the true enemy of Cuban self-determination. Logically, the lic
erature of the Castro revolution took over such argumentation wholsesale, but that has not
meant that exile commentary has in any way abandoned a similar viewpoint, which remains
firmly anchored in the veritics of the Nineteenth-Century liberation struggle, with Marti as
everyone's saintly apostle. In fact, the 9th National Congress of History in Cuba (cited at the end
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of the 1960 third edition of Roig’s cssay) formally decided to recommend to the Minister of Ed-
ucation “that the programs and texts of our Patriotic History [Historia Patria] be accordingly re-
vised so that they might show clearly the fact demostrated by Doctor Roig de Leuchsenring that
Cuba docs not owe her independence 1o the United States [italics in the original]. "8

Pérez has picked up where Roig left off, with the advantage of a much greater spread of
sources, especially of UU.S. historiography, which becomes the central thrust of his study. In
short, Pérez presents the all but triumph of the Cuban independentist cause and the withering
away of Spanish offensive capacity. Accordingly, U.S. intervention was an external “coup de
grice”, basically unnecessary at best and most ungenerous at worst. Basically, Pérez argucs, the
Americans deceived themselves to their own advantage. The evolution of their sentiments
quickly congealed into a hard, historiographic verity, which has been endlessly reiterated by
U.S. history texts thereafter. This is, no doubt, quite true.

More specifically, Pérez shows how the initial enthusiasm for the “poor Cuban Patriots”,
which called forth many American volunteers and helped spread idealistic war fever, was a
sympathetic call for justice, combining Cuban appeals for self-determination with the will to
avenge U.S. victims (“Remember the Maine!”). As soon as American troops landed in Cuba,
however, their ingenuous affection in the abstract for the Patriot cause began 1o wither: they
found the ragtag Cubans unattractive, with an attitude preblem, insofar as they were not will-
ing to assume the role of faithful helpers that the Americans had allotted to them. Obviously,
-although Pérez does nat underline the point, the racial divide was cutting on both sides of the
cross-cultural meeting. Furthermore, and quite unsurprisingly, Cuban guerrilla forces, howev-
er much they might claim to be the regular army of a formal, if insurgent, government, had lit-
tle punctuality and scant coordination, except on their own terms.? At the same time, their
armed pressure on Spanish columns, of major indirect effectiveness to the U.S. campaign on the
island, was not very visible to American forces. So American irritation quickly turned to dis-
dain: U.S. troopers allegediy were doing all the work and all the fighting for stovenly, shifty in-
grates who “turned tall” at their convenience. As Pérez indicates, such sentiments rapidly
turned even more sour, eventually becoming the claim to an exclusive American victory, and,
therefore, the justification for U.S. military occupation, non-recognition of Patriot revolution-
ary political institutions and political claims, and, in the last instance, for the imposition of a dis-
guised protectorate together with a granted independence, Finally, as Pérez demostrates with
abundant quotes, U.S. national historiegraphy has since endlessly repcated the same final
judgements, which have become conventional wisdom. '

Pérez is right to stress the degree to which Spanish war effort was worn out by the combi-
nation of disease and guerrillas (a point stressed by Roig), but, despite some interesting con-
temporary sources, he does not some much demostrate, as baldly state the old nationalist thesis
that Cuban nationalists had won the war. There is a difference between one side losing a war
and the other winning it, and nothing is presented to show that Spanish forces would not have
been able to hold a stalemate in both conflicts -Cuba and the Philippines- for a considerablely
longer period of time without the cut-off of an American intervention, in fact, as long as Spain
could hold the ports and control maritime access w the island, without having insular civil war
spread to peninsular politics. But naval defeat mcant the automaric collapse of any war effort.

As numerous well-known examples in a colorial or neo-colonial context have shown
throughour the Twentieth Century, guerrilla wars tend to be won politically rather than mali-
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tarily. In Algeria, for example, French forces imposed themselves in the physical battle against
the nationalist corbat units and eould even face a campaign of withering terrorism, bur the re-
tentionist cause could not politically sustain the strain that this effort demanded of metropoki-
tan socicty, and, after successive jolts to mainland institutions, De Gaulle eventually opted for
peace, at the expense of Pro-French opinion in the territory.® Seen in this light, che determin-
ing point of Cuban victory (and Filipino triumph) was not to be found in the islands themselves,
but in peninsular Spanish society. Nevertheless, in 1898, there was still no massive opposition 1o
a war policy overseas, a fact which meant that the socicty as a whole could still withstand the
cost. On the contrary, generalized discontent over “nutional goals” unachieved and sysiematic
protest camc afterwards, as the result of a humiliating “disaster” ar 1.5, not Cuban, hands.

Pérez exhibits a certain nationalist bitierness for the lack of recognition of belligerent rights
to the Cuban Junta, hut the fact was that the Cuban rebels did not control any cities, a standard
expression of indisputable control of territory, and such a legal rebuff has been onc of the re-
peated side-effects of successtul guerrilla campaigns throughout the Twentieth Century. The
probable fact that the Spanish authoritics ceased to control much of the interior for long decades
after 1868, somewhat unfairly perhaps, was not a comparable criterion: no colonial empire at
that time had effective sway in all of its “bush” and, 1n conscquence, interstate relations diplo-
matically avoided such a prickly question (a situation that would later benefit independent
Culban guvernments).#! Pérez does, however, make a good point -not found in Roig- to the ef-
tect that the establishment of autonomy cut the heart our of the esparniolistas and weakened
Spanish combat morale in general, but his evident nationalist distaste for the loyalist side keeps
him {rumn exploring this further {quite the opposite, as would be expected, of Spanish histori-
ans, who, given the present reorganization of Spain in regional autonomies, have suddenly
found all manner of approaches 1o the Cuban and Puerto Rican “autonomistas™).?? In fact, to
measure the degree of Pérez’s nationalism, one should remark on his complete indifference to
Spain {not even included as an entey in the index or given auention in the bibliographical es-
say), which remains, in his argument, a mere presence, trotted-out quite briefly to be dismissed,
a backdrop 1o the major subject, which is the 11.S. betrayal of Cuban hopes and even of its own
momentary idealism.23 This viewpoint has other costs. His general lack of interest in the Philip-
pines means that the far greater humiliations suffered by Filipino nationalism in all respects are
never used as an element of comparison which might counterbalance more comparatively his
presentation of American moral mistreatment of the Cuban cause.??

All in all, most of this boils down to the sum of abuses that a great Power can imposc upon
a minor neighbor, seen through the eyes of the latter. Pérez even ends his argument with a pure-
ly nominalist demand, once again inherited from Roig de Leuchsenring: the conflict of 1898
should be properly called the “Spanish-Cuban-American War” (or even “Spanish-Cuban-Fil-
ipino-American”), rather than the plain, old and exclusive “Spanish- American” label. Buz, once
in a norminalist terrain, he has no problem with the notion of “America” as synonymous with
the United States, rather than as a geographical concept by which all North and South Ameri-
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cans would be covered. This is a traditional Latin American point of protest as regards U.S.
hegemony and iis cultural carelessness, and serves to indicare rhe narrowness of Pérez’s nation-
alise critique.# )

Clearly, Pérez is writing o confront what he feels should be a guilty U.S. consclence.
Specifically, he chides Americanists for having systematically ignored Cuban historiography.f
L8, historians, when presenting the evolution of internal American politics for an American
audience, are accustomed to a conventional tone of nationalism {or “patriotism”, nationalism
being a non-word in (1.8, polities); this is so habitual as to be taken for granted, ncedless to say,
especially when writing schoalbooks thar make a profit when approved by usually conservative
local educarional committees for large-scale use. Admittedly, this may be changing in a mulua-
culturalist line, however much debated {7 Nevertheless, the sacralization of a peculiar sense of
national mission remains an ahiding trend in U.S. histeriography, long criticized, at least in pri-
vate, by non- Americanist professionals, such as Europeanists. Accordingly, U S, historians writ-
ing texthooks should be compared to Cuban histerians writing the same, and we could
aceordingly find similar laudatory and self-justificarory discourses. Insofar as Pérez represents
the continuity of Cuban nationalist historiography, he, as a direct consequence, objects to the
continuity of Amercanist (or U.S. nanonalist) historiography.

Going further, however, if we look backward at the presuppositions of the last hundred
years of “yanqui bullying” in the Caribbean Basin, we can see how the confidence born of the
combination of economic and cultural power, based on the possession of a political system
which, for reasons both messianic and convenient, has become the prime global model, can pro-
duce the worst sort of presumptusus sense of superiority. In other words, sad 1o say, civic cul-
ture plus geopolitics equals racisim, with a push and a justification. Thus, if the arrogance of a
major power is a blatantly nationalist discourse, then the hyper-defensiveness of a minority na-
tionalism made good, achieving independence only to discover that such is not nearly enough,
will lead down an even more exalted parh. Tf we push such “deconstruction” further, however,
we shall saon reach a hall of mirrers in which the culturally-sustained insecurities of each soci-
ety -in addidon interactive, in this case- can be broken down and analyzed indefinitely.

Beyond this point, however, all things are nat equal. Put in terms of the so-called “realist tra-
dition” i interpretating power politics, Pérez’s view suffers from the presumption that all
States carry the same weight, or, at least, should he made w act as if such cquality were in facr
true. But the needs of a major power are not the same as those of 4 minar state, nor should they
be. As Pérez himself unwittingly shows, there are important differences i frames of reference
{such as geographical reach) and, therefore, in levels of discourse. With 1898 as 2 jump-off
point, U. 8. historians often reflect a macropolitical strategic vision of a world-scale player, how-
ever clumsy, bur certainly derisive of more “parochial” needs. In marked opposition, those wha
assume the perspective of Cuban nationalism equally must carry the burden of a clearly mega-
lommaniac self-importance (Castro’s Cuba has shown the weight ol this sclf-important national-
ist rradition by embarking on imperial revolutionary adventures in Africa and throughout the

75 Admittedly, there is a deasth of synonyms, made worse by the fact thut transcultural usage can often be offensive (say
the term “yangui”, or “North American” to Canadians) or untranslatable (like “estadnundiense™), which 1 would pre-
fer to dcal with by accepting standard, palite usage, with all i1y contradicuons, as docs Pérez quite seasibly, The sense
of the ohservation, however, is that nominalism is usually a one-way streer, deriving meaning from a given cultural con-
text, To become exercised over a nominal question, finding in 11 a slur, or pretending to correct, on a matter of dispure,
the historical faneasy of one society with the values of another, is, simply put, the purest expression of nationalism.

16 Despite the efforts of, for example, D.C. Corbitz {1963),

I7 See A. Suille (1998) (with a I Hispanic howler [*Bartolomeo Gomez" for Esteban Gémez] on p. 14).
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Americas for as long as the international balance of power permitted such exercises).$ Finally,
in a similar if even less relevant frame of mind, Spanish historians are situated by the same event
of 1898 in a paranoid perspretive: that of an ex-super power, long ago burnt out and becume
mentally almost a minority nationalism in frself, buried by the bias of history and unable to
come to grips with the fact and the consequent prejudice.

Pérez presents his case in terms of “discourse”; what U.S. sources said as events unfolded
during 1898, and what they have repeatcd since then. But there are serious historiographic
problems with this sort of revisionism as a working hypothesis, despite the claims of contem-
porary literary theory. By placing the onus of interpretation on the notion of “discourse”, every-
thing is suddenly up in the air, as light as relativity can make it. Undoubtedly our heads work
this way, but we do alse bump our noses on hard things if we let relativity become our only
guide; as is more than well known, philosophers have been struggling with this conundrum in
one way ot another since the carly Eighteemh Century, although historians -especially on the
French- American axis- seemn to have discovered the potential of such reflexion only in the last
twenty-five years. Undoubredly, all “discourses™ in some sense do sort of floar in the Zeitgeist
and freely interact, forming patrerns which historizns can interpret, but the jump from onc
sphere of writing 1o another 1s not necessarily automatic. Thus, to cite historians as a jumble,
however impressive the sourcing, with little or no contextualization, proves scarcely more than
the fact of reiteration. Americanists have had major historiographic debates in the Twentieth
Century, to a large degree around the significance of the U.S. as a world power. Was the surge
of 1898 the result of capitalist pressures, as H.U. Faulkner, Charles A, Beard and the progres-
stves asserted in the 1910s and 1920571 Or, rather, was 1t a culwral phenomenon, as Pratt
replied in the 1930572 Was it a “press war”, set off by the rise of the sensationalist “yellow jour-
nalism” on the way to a mass media society?2! Perhaps such discussion was “internal”, orient-
ed owards the inner parameters of U.S. politics, but later historiographic tumbles have been
aimed at doubting the verities of foreign wars: this reticence on the isalatonistinternationalist
front affeces even Mills in the interwar years, and from him to William Appleman Williams,
Ernest May or even Kalko up to and during the Vietnam intervention, as well as the attention
periodically given to dissent from expansionist unanimity.?? The conceprual center of the on-
going, century-long discussion, sometimes quite bitter, between Americanist historians reverts
directly to Pérez’s thesis, The point may be summarized as & question: was {(or is) the United
States brutally imperialistic, indistinguishable in fact from Germany, or is decolonization the
“American way” in international affairs?<f

Surely, U.S. Americanist historiography has been markedly nationalist, in a tradition strong-
ly built and sustained by civic religion.2* Even more, it has been argued that rthe end of the
Ninetcenth Century was characterized by a broad-scale “discovery of History” in the United
States, even if not especially due to the War in Cuba.?® In the Old South, however, there was no
doubt that the return to the national mainstream was due directly ro a short and successful for-
eign war, waged for a traditional Southern geopolitical abjective, which permitted former Con-

1 H. Setan-Watson (1878); alsr: [.G. Castaneda (1995).

19 HU, Faulkner (1824), chap. XXV C. A, Beard (1934).

20§ 3. Praw (1935% LW, Prac (n. 4},

2 ML M. Wilkersen {1967); J. E. Wisan (1934),

22w, Mills (1989): W.A. Williams (n. d.3; E.R. May (1991} . Kolko (1969}, Sec also; E.F. Crapel (1997).
23 ag exemnplified, say, by the confrontation of G. Selser {1974) and LW, Prarr {1258): |.W. Prart (2950),
29 W, Zelinsky (1988); H. Kohn (1966).

25 M. Kammen (1991).
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federates literally to “rally ‘round the flag”.26 Such ideological reaffirmations -and specifically
the sequence established by Pérez- may serve to point up lines of 1.5, diplomatic interest, but,
in and of itself, they are not a “plot”. To trace the interaction of contemporary opinion, peliti-
cal legitimation, historical reelaboration, and, finally, repetition in textbooks as having more 1n-
tent than happenstance, until it seems virtually malign, implies this. And, if the bias 1s
accidental, then it must be structural, forming a broader part of the culture as a whaole, beyond
the circumscribed territory of U.S.-Cuban natienalist confrontation, into more important is-
sues: anti-Catholicism, anti-Hispanism, anti- Afro- American racism, which overwhelm and in-
corporate the lesser, more specific Cuban-U.5. dispute.

Withour question the great central debate in Americanist historiography has been about the
Turner “Frontier thesis”, posed for the first time in 1893.27 After much discussion, the long-dis-
credited proposition has come back into consideration, in large measure though “Cultare Stud-
ies” and the overwhelming interest in understanding American racism and violence that has
dominated the last decades in the United States.?® While the Turner thesis was being down-
played among U.S. historians, betwecn the 19405 and 1960s, the idea of a the frontier as a bor-
der, separating the almost missionary expansion of “White Anglo-Saxon Protestant” {or
so-called WASP) attitudes from the Hispanic world caught the attention of many Spanish-lan-
guage academic essayists, from, for cxample, the Spanish literary critie (resident in New York)
Angel del Rio to the Venezuelan Mariane Picén-Salas to the Cuban Jorge Mafach, often using
more systematic studies of North-South interaction by U.8. researchers, such as Harry Bern-
stein or 5. T, Williams.2? Clearly, the awakening discussion of Afro-American racial oppression
in the United States scemed relevant te Mexican-American or even simply Mexican realities, as
well as, notoriously, the treatment meted out to Native Americans*® Furthermore, from a
broad Hispanic perspective, it was easy to place such renewed perception in a “longue durée”
mode, rather than in an immediatist or short-term viewpoint.#? And, finally, until the tniumph
of “ethnic politics” and the alleged end of the WASP ascendancy {usually identified with the
Kennedy election in 1960), White Protestants were not thought of (and certainly did not tend
ot think of themselves) as anything other than the defining group of American aitizens.#? The
resulting trend in Amercanist historiography still may be relegated to the Colonial past or the
period of the early Republic and may be too narrowly defined as “Spanish” {or “Mexican™), but
it nevertheless is present.? The rest of this essay will attempt to situate the themes underlined
by Pércz, and which have made up the tradition of Cuban naticnalist historiography, in this
broader context.

NATIONALISMS AND PARADIGMS
ﬁ bout forty years ago, in a quickly reknowned article, the U.5. sociologist Robert K. Mer-
ton codified the concept of the self-fulfilling prophecy.” Combining psychoanalytic in-

26 G M. Foster (1987,

27 F]. Turner (1994); FJ. Turner {19600,

28 R, Drinnon (19903 R. Slotkin (1993); K. Slotkin {1596).

29 A del Rio (1965); M. Picén-Salas (1652); 1. Manach {1970); H. Bernstein (1965% S.T. Williams {1955). An implicit
warning by an Americanist historian to what he abviously considered misinterpretation, even abuse, of the “Turner
thesis” by Hispanic authors: R E. Reigel {1952},

30 R W, Johannsen (1985), A.G. Pettit (19803,

1A, Ortega y Medina (1989).

52 C H. Andersan (1970},

33 D.J. Weber (1992},

3 R K. Merton (1968), ps. 475-490,



sight (as was fashionable in the 1930s) with the schematic patterning of social hehavior estab-
lished by Talcotr Parsons, Merton defined such patterns of behavior: “The self-fuifilling
prophecy is, in the beginning, a jfalse defintion of the situation evoking a new behavior which
makes the originally false conception become true.” He continued: “The specious validity of the
self-fulfiiling propheey perpetuates a reign of error. For the prophet will cite the actual course
of events as proof that he was right from the beginning,” He then went on to add that a mis-
leading starting point could actwally create “the very conditions of its fulfillment”. % Given the
clarity of the observation, the term becarne almost immediately a common term in popular
English-language usage, but, surprisingly, there was considerable reticence in more scientific
circles. Not that anyone particulatly denied the value of such a notion. Simply, that politicat an-
alysts -especially historians, always almost glecfully disdainful of sociclogical formulation- did
not find any useful application and consequently did not use the idea. Quite on the contrary,
this papc:r will attempt to show that such abstinence has a high analytic cost.

The shrewd reader will have noviced the effort so far made by the author 10 ¢lude any Kuhn-
fan formulation, given the relarive discredit chat patent abuse has made of his model of intel-
leetual behavior, in particular the concept of “paradigm™ being scandalously reified as a generic
fact when it is only a debatable hypothesis about Lhe seciology of scientific communities. # In
fact, as T write, T can contemplate an advertisement in a slick international magazine in which
a parrot pratles on about “paradigmatic change”; it would be difficult 10 imagine a still ac-
ceptable sociological term in poorer repurc. Nevertheless, it is worth remembering what is the
ultimate measure of success with ideas: the ongoing vvolution of social life tends to devour so-
ciological concepts by moving them out of the purer realms of academic debate and incorpo-
rating them by way of journalism into cthe daily rough-and-tumble, till their value is sa dehased
by common appropriation as to render them unattractive to the sophisticated. Unattractive,
however, does not mean unusuable, and the point [ am trying ro make with Merton could just
as casily -and perhaps more clearly- be made with Kuhn.

In sum, my argumeant, in four steps: tirat, longstanding contlict, especially vl war, gener-
akes reiterative propaganda within a determined politically-defined community (or communi-
ties), which embodies both the ideals of a cause and its concrete war objectives, which may or
may not be the same. Second, such partisan positions are worked out, by their very repetinion,
to appeal simultaneously to the emotions and to rationalization, to home clientele that must
withstand the struggle and 1o foreign audiences whose opinion may prove decisive to the out-
come. Third, the resolution of armed conflict usually means that whatever final resulc is nor-
mally percerved in terms of the polarized propaganda dinned over and over during the years of
batrtle; if there is significanc disiltusion in any of the major audiences of one of the principal war
messages, this opinion will swing over to the other, opposing theme of propaganda, now seen
as a corrective, when before it was perceived as filthy lies, bereft of all credibility. In this sense,
L am speaking of propaganda discourse as being a self-fulfilling prophecy, as defined by Mer-
ton, Finatly, four, when historians -usually at some distance, and thus with the liberating igno-
rance that time brings- stumble over the political literature of such a conflict, they tend w
gravitate to a particular propaganda polarity led by their own ideological prejudices. Since the
repetition of argurnent is outstanding, the diligent researcher can find much proof to butress his
positien. Accordingly, he or she is acting within a paradigm, happily measuring detail under
the warm glow of a received idea, which is, after all, what Kuhn was wiking about.

43 RK. Merton (1968), p. 477,
36 T8 Kuha (1967).



If we look at the Cuban-Spanish-U.S. triangle, such a pattern of intellectual reaction remains
firmly in place, especially since the triangulation remains to a [arge exrent unresolved. A hun-
dred years after deliverance from Spain, Cuba remains an exceptional political sysiem within
Latin America, stuck in a bitter, ricualized confrontation with the United Stares. Internally, Cu-
ba has not achieved a minimum longterm stability during the Twentieth Century: the republi-
cant regime stumbled from revolution to revelurion, and, after forty years, Communist rule is
being watched internationally in daily expectance of its downfall. As a function of such poliu-
cal experience, pro-Castro partisans and the ant-Castro exiles are both fervent nationalists,
sharing a civic religion thar worships at the same patriotic shrines and burns incense to the same
national saints, beginning with the sinless and outstanding José Mardi. In turn, Cuban histori-
ography is universally nationalist, whatever other disagreement might divide historiaas, be it
Marxism or documentary detail, The obeisance to inherited symbuology, of course, is justified by
the maintenance of a political culture of ¢ivil war. Any deviation would be treason, accepting
the enemy, working for Castro or selling-out to the “yanqui”™ dollar, and so forth.” Te is in this
nationalist continuity that the reaffirmation by L.A. Pérez Jr. of Roig de Leuchsenring should
be placed.

The political and inteliectual evolution of Spain, of course, is not much betrer. No need to
emphasize the incapacity of any representative and integrative political system to take hold in
Spanish society throughout the Twentieth Century, given the notoriery rhe Civil War of 1936-
1939. Nor is it necessary to stress the degree to which that conflict was a formidable symbolic
spectacle for vicarious expiation, which moved Protestants, Jews and Catholics worldwide, and
presented the intcrnational battle of angels and devils according to the taste of the 1930s, in the
adjustable guise of popularfrontists and lascists (or even Soviet sympathizers and anti-Sralin-
ists).3¥ The “Spanish mode!” of democratic transition from dictatorship astounded global opin-
ion, and was cited as an example in both Latin America and the Eastern bloc simply because
Spaniards did not descend into bitter civil fray at the physical end of the Franco dictatarship,
Nevertheless, the extent to which the current Spanish political system can survive remains to
be seen, given the considerable national divisions that persist or even today previal, formulated
in regional-nationalist terms rival to a traditional, central State nationalism. The situarion,
thus, is quitc paradoxical, because, although there is a considerable unitary Spanish sentiment
directed ouewards, cowards Europe, Latin America or the international scenc in general, there
is scant agreement internally as to just what being “Spanish” means or should mean. The ob-
viouss result is an intensely nationalist, if contradictory, political culture, still burdened by the
subtle remnants of an almost two-hundred-year-long ¢ivil war tradition. This, of course, spills
over into the historiography, which burns with nationalist fervor in various disputatious direc-
tions. Political affinity and historical reference are stll almost impossible to separate: as one ob-
server of the political scenc concluded acutely not too long ago, the main traits that unite the
warring clans of the Spanish left are the professed sympathy for the Castro regime and for the
rebels of the Western Sahara, both reminders of Spain’s last two colonial struggles in Cuba and
Morocca?

In contrast, naturally, the modelic srability of the United States’ polirical system, which -ro-
gether with that of the United Kingdomn- has been used as the basic guideline by which to
measure the evolution of all other democratic-representative institutions throughout the world

37 The problem of such immahilism in: M. Pérez Stable (1998),
38 E, Ucclay-Da Cal (1999a).
¥ § Valenzucls (1996).
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during the Twenneth Century.® From time to time, contrarian and revisionist argument has
challenged such a confident view of “American civic culture”, insisting in the role played by civ-
il wars (both the struggle for independence and the mid-Nineteenth Century contest) in defin-
ing Li.8. democracy, as well as in the permanent pressure of structural violence as a clcavage at
social levels other than the instimirtional, and, naturally, in the pervasive raclsm underlying
American egalitarianism and reasonableness.”? The result is, in retrospect, a double discourse.
On the one hand, American sclf-pride is so intense as to make “nationalism” {a term in and out
of use since 1812) a tabgo word, while the presumption is that all citizens are “patriotic”, iden-
tify with the values of the Constitution, salute the flag that symbolizes it and feel morally supe-
rior to others unable to share in “Amcrican values”. Such an evasion is consequent with the
basically ideological adherence implicit in UL.S. citizenship, and the interaction of representa-
ton-participation in the political systern, as has long been pointed out, especially by foreign po-
litical scientists.”? On the other hand, however, there remains a nagging doubt, a persistent and
somewhat puritan guilt that the *American people” has failed in achieviang true uniry and has
not been up ro the demands of its moral wsk in the world. Instead of fulfilling irs “revolution-
ary message”, U8, society has “failed”, has becn internally a citadel of organized injustice
(against “Narive Americans” and “Afro-Americans”), while exrernally abusing other societies -
espectally “ispanic” - in the name of anti-imperialisin. As can be easily inferred, Cuba has pro-
vided ample ammunition for both the fecling of superiority, as an expression of a U.S.
nationahist attitude {among recent historiography on the matter, say O Toole), and of guilt, ex-
pressed by assuming Cuban nationalism (say Foner).#

Such weological continuity serves to make historical divulgaton more appealing to the gen-
cral reader as well as timely, according to the vomnings and goings of political fashion or the
needs of factional debate. Insofar as geopolineal facts tend to be stable over grear lengths of time
{*Cuba is 90 nautical miles from the Continental United States” or “Guantanamo Bay is a per-
marnent occupation of Cuban territary™), diplomatic confrontations tend to have reiterarive sub-
texts, which are the heart of most nationalist argumentation® When a periodic “crisis”
{whatever that meaningless word may signify) raises the relevance of a particular geopolitical
setring, academic publications appear to take advantage of the market opening, directed at bath
a broad consumer audience (to make money} or 1o specialized publics in governracnt or cultural
entities (for promoton). This would explain the cyclical nature of so much historical wriring,
which logically feeds off opportunicy. Bur the high cost of such a dependency on accidental fac-
tors remains methodologically unexplored. For this accidentalism encourages a subordination
of analysis to political sympathy, which in turn makes cornmunication so much easier (it being
a great convenicnce to have readership already aware of the “correct” position, in possession of
the answer and only waiting for the right guestion, especially that which might show up the
structured falsehood of all opponents), And what are such alignments of the “politically cown-
mitted” (or the Spanish “cewnprometidos politicarnente”) but a variant of the Kuhnian paradigm,
and a debased one at that, insofar as market factors intrude sufliciently o inpede the break-
through to a new mindset, which is the optimistic part of Kuhn's model?

# . Almond & S. Verba {1970).

* For example: H, Zinn (1980) (on active ignorance of Cuban rebels by Amercanist historians: p. 302).

#{ This is a clear perception of French saciutugy of the Unired States, from Tacqueville on, through F. Roz, in the ear-
ly Twentieth Century, to such present-day specialists as A, Kaspt and B Marienstras.

# (1" Toole (1984); P. S, Fener (1973), val. 2.

1. Alvarez Diax, A. Arredondo, R M. Shelton, J. Vizcaine (1964); J. Mafiach (1970).
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If the context determines opportunity and alignments remain stable, then the analysis of in-
teractions between strands of ideology is almost impossible. The pasty aspect of the paradigms
of the "politically committed” is that they are invisible as such to their users, being reified. Any
given viewpoint is much like a design for lighting a given décor. The metaphors implicit in de-
scriptive language show this easily: aspects are “focussed” or “highlighted” or “abscured”. This
means that all axioms have a cost-benefit basis, making certain relationships visible while hid-
ing others, The stability of “politically commitred” and nationalistic positions signify that many
idcological interactions are never found missing. They cannot be seen from the renches.

CARIBBEAN CULTURAL INTERACTIONS

istorically, the Caribbean basin has acted as a majar crucible of cultures berween various
Hcontincnts. It 1s commonplace to remark on the African influence on the Americas.* But
the role of Antillean feedback to Africa -though wellknown to specialists- is far less comment-
ed.? Equally the enormous stimulation that Afro-American culture in the U.S. has received
from beyond the Gulf of Mexico is often not acknowledged, although, again, it is a well srud-
ied phenomenon. Even “Neégritude™ is largely a Caribbean invention, extending to the U.S. or
to France and Great Britain, and from there, “back to Africa™ Nkrumah was, at least in part,
a self-avowed disciple of Garvey, $énghor of Césaire; one can even remember the role of Fanon
in generating the discourse of Third-World oppression.#? Burt also European culwure was sub-
ject to a complex blowback effect from the Annlles, including such US. notions as came
through a tropical route: there is, for example, a good case that Nineteenth-Century European
racism was to a very large degree -often unobserved by Europeanists- an American import.®
On a more sympathctic note, the circular interaction of medernity 1 plasnc arts and music,
usually reduced to an Atlantic bridge between Paris and New York, with some condescending
glimpses of Africa- is equally incomprehcensible without the Caribbean. In other words, if the
Caribbean gave birth to the “taste revolution” (sweets, distilled alcohol and tobacco) of the Sev-
enteenth and Eighteenth Centuries in Europe, thereby firmly cstablishing the process of indus-
trialization and, ultimately, of the mass consumer society, its role as one of the major crossroads
of cultural informanon surrounding modernity is unchallengeable #? The “Islands in the sun”
might themselves remain bywaters and even “economic basket-cases”, to use a famous catego-
ry of Henry Kissinger’s. % Bur rheir role as a criss-cross transmission belt, going in multiple di-
rections and carrying all surts of mixed-up information is largely unexplored and more than
important.

Spain was a central presence in the Caribbean until 1898, and Cuba will remain a connect-
ing line, back and forth, between the Peninsula and the variety of Latin America. But, in addi-
tion, the Caribbean was and is notoriously the United Srares’ backyard. Accordingly,
througheur the Nincteenth Century, Cuba served as an unwiting bridge {or the entry of
Protestant political thought inte Catholic Spain. Much more than anything coming in through
Gibraltar and certainly comparable to the academic input carried by Spaniards studying in Ger-

#5 For example: 5. Stuckey (1987}, chap. 1.

#6 As an example: B. Edgar (1978},

47 LA, Langley (1974), ps. 402-413; also B. Davidson (19899, ps. 28-40; L.S. Sénghor {1964}, Influence is understood here
as an interaction, net as consensus: for the bitter divisien between Garvey and Du Bois, see: A. Rampersad {1990), ps.
147-155,

*& R. Horsman (1985); on the ulterior influence of U.S, eugenics on the German Nazi movement S, Kithl {1594).

4 Sidney W, Minzz (1985); W. Schivelbusch (1992).

30 See B Williams (1984), chap. 29; also G.K. Lewis (1969).
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man universities, the link 10 the U.S. through Cuba served to introduce rercadings of Neo-Clas-
sical discourse in democratie garb in other than the lastest French cut of fashion, as well as o
sustain the interaction between fundamental debares on political stiucture, such as the discus-
sion between federalism and unitarism, contraposing the South American republics to the ex-
perience of the senior republic of the hemisphere. Accordingly, all the lessons learned in Cuba
from Southern 7.8, sources -about self-determination as a fundamental right, about nullifica-
tion as an advanced interpretation of federal practice- ultimately made their way to metropoli-
tan politics in peninsular Spain®! The Cuban U8, link was also a complex exchunge, richer
and deeper over time than is often realized. Beyond the principle of *Athenian democracy™ ex-
ercised by citizens above slaves, the most cxtreme Southern doctrines - of alleged “noblesse
oblige” and, maost especially, of the cult of “duello” and “punciillio”- had a distinetly Hispanic
mirn.52 South Carolina, notariously the heart of Southern “fire-eating™ doctrine, had in fact
been dominated from its inceprion hy colonists from British Barbados, wha established a. social
pattern based on the English rereading of old Spanish slavecowner rules & Now, 1 yet another
layer of the Canbbean palimpsest and exchange, these ideas returncd to Cuba as advanced so-
cial theory, a dream of agrarian aceess to capitalism and the world market, in which were equal-
ly mixed both an aristocratic pretension, with its admiration for the individual literally “of good
breeding” or “good stock”, and an aggressive individualism born in North America of the rev-
olutionary marriage of eclectic Protestantism, participatory institutions of worship and govern-
ment, and the “Aome cconomices” of unfetered economic trade. Heady stuff, which wok off in
all direcrions, leading o the dreams for “lnne-star” annexation te rhe LS, on the Texan pattern
or, at worst, for a “special relarionship” to the Decp South 3 After the defear of the Confeder-
acy in 1863, Cuban separatism took a more opportunistic and, at the same time, a more idealis-
tic turn, looking increasingly to Afro-Cuban support, while the rise of “espasiofismo” or
“incondicionalismo™ -the new Spanish nationalism of identity- found its social base in the immi-
grants from the Peninsula who were depriving the free Blacks of an economic role.®

Thus, the rise of Cuban separatism, whether annexationist or independentist, was directly
built upon ideas received from “Dixie”, and this included -as also happened in the U.8.- class
interaciions in which ideals of social behavior were crossed in surprising ways, not to be ex-
plored here* The core message was the ideal of collective individualism, expressed as the in-
alienable right to self-dctermination, based on a racial and/or difference so serious as to be
impossible to overcome without intolerable humilliation.®? This was a positive message, with a
sensc of Junidical dactrine, which travelled backwards, through the immigrant-"indizne” route-
back to Spain, to set off the new natipnalisms that arose between 1885 and 1895 in Caralonia, in
the Basque Country, in the Canary Islands, in Galicia, and even among the Filipino students in
the colonial tnetropolis (from whence to Pacific archipielago) 2

Although the cannection is only being now imvestigated, it is more than likely thar furire re-
search will point to the major role played by Freemasonry in this sustained patrern of comrnu-

STy, Ucelay-Dna Cal (1997).

52 For the idea of “Herrenvolk democracy”; (.M. Frederickson (1981). In peneral: K.S, Greenberg (1985), especially
chap. 1; H. Bernstein {1965).

33 F. Butterfield (1996), chaps. 1-2,

5T, Chaffin {1996).

53 7. Casanovas (1998), chaps. 3-1, M. Morene Fraginals (1993).

36 K, Ucelay-Da Cal (1997); also L.A. Pérex Jr. (1997,

7 See A. Cohban (1969).
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mication. European federalism {despite the idiosyncratic case of Switzerland), was essentially
grounded in the “dynastic principle” rather than in the contrary “democratic” or “navonalist
principle” (to use the political language of the 1840s and 1850s).5° For purposes of partition or
division sovreignty resided in the prince, rather than in the people, a major convenience for the
establishment of divided sovreignties, such as marked the ongoing partition of the Otraman
Empire or the Unification of Germany. On the contrary, it was in the North American exam-
ple that popular sovreignty had justified, emblematically in 1776, the separation of territories
from their here-to-fore rule of king and parliament. This model had, in essence, determined
the evolution of independent States broken off {rom the Spanish Crown from Mexico to the Ar-
gentine, despite the confusion with French constitutional language of similar content but dif-
fering form.8 Jacobinism had the allure of its physical confrontation to the Roman Catholic
tradition, but the real revolutionary practice in the whole of Latin Amcrica came justified from
sources with a deeper emmnity to Papist valucs, as traditionalists were not slow to argue.®!

An easy route for teaching federalism, therefore, would be the practice of Freemasonry, an-
ti-Catholic (¢even phile-Protestant), anti-monarchical, but much given the recognition of au-
tonomies and such-like territorial relationships.¢ Certainly, within the Iberian Peninsula, the
comununication between Portuguese and Spanish lodges argucably was an oucstanding instru-
meut for dealing with the contradictions of rising and murnally hostile nationalisms and with
the simultaneous doctrine of a common Iberian unity, separate hut equal.®® Spanish tradition-
alists had no doubts but that the “brotherhoads” were behind the downfall of the Mainland and
had threatened the “Most Loyal Island” throughout the rest of the Nincieenth Century.® There
would be no problem in “fraternal” relations between Cuban and U.8. masons. Although
Freemasonry was strong in the federalist North, Confederate leadership also had an important
Masonic following: witness “the Arkansas philosopher™ Albert Pike, journalist, poet, and self-
styled Sanskrit scholar, hooking up the Cherckee Six Nations in Oklahoma to the Southern
cause using such a rhetorical line of diplomatic connection to Native American councils.®? Log-
ically, there was intcnsc “fraternal” interaction between the lodges of the Antilles and the
Peninsula, and, by extension, much to the scandal of rightwing catholic sympathizers in Spain,
the rise of Filipino nationalism would have a consistent Masonic coloration, right down ta the
Katipunan

To sum up, self-derermination -of individuals {i.e. democracy), and by extension, of a dem-
ocratic territory with “special characteristics” that needed particularist definition as regarded
representative instifutions- came from the intense debate over slave territory and frecsoil in
United States to Cuba, and, (Tomn there, to Furopean Spain. Freemasons, with their code stress-
ing individual and collective rights, their hostility ro everything represented by the Throne-

3% The most innovative Federalist thinker in Spain had quite clear the difference between the two models: V. Almirall
{1884); V. Almirall {1885).

80 1, Friedrich (1967), ps. 55-58; skepticism towards this idea is offered by: C. Véliz {1980}, ps. 158-162 and passim; al-
50 ].1. Dominguez (1980, ps. 237-240, )

6! The debule on the degree of French influence in the process of South American independence is one of the hoariest
1n the Spanish-speaking world, making 1t abusive to citc sources.

521 P Rastian {comp.} {15961,

£3 1. Chato Gonziles (1997).

6% 5 de Madariaga (1979), “parte tereera”.

85 E M. Thomas {1979). For the rontexc of reference: 5. Williams (1991).

88 There is no need to £o beyond a conternporary Spanish source such as ].M. del Castillo y Jiménez (1897); see also J.
Andrés Gallego (1971).
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and-Altar alliance, and their ductility surrounding capitalism and its social forms, would have
been an ideal transmission belt, and it is therefore not surprising that Catholics, traditionatists
and righrists in Spain made a special point of denounging their alleged sinister rolc as the “hid-
den hand” behind imperial downfall, no to mention revolurion and the threat of “red” Repub-
licanism at home.#” That Spanish rightists became addicied to a conspiracy theory and offered
little else by way of explanation does not mean, however, that they were necessarily mistaker in
much of their tactical perception of their enemy, merely that their capacity of analysis and their
tmagination were quite imited, armong other reasons, by their propaganda needs.

THE “WHIG INTERPRETATION OF HISTORY”
oreover, in addition, the real political power content was not carried by the positive mes-
Msagc of seif-determination coming into (and out of) Cuba, but rather by the negative mes-
sage. After all, the positive code only established the right ro separate. It was the negative that
carried the all-important reason for separation, This was a historical argument, often expressed
mare in literary or visual images, than in abstracr terms. But it had what, at the time was con-
sidered a scientific formulation: what the English analyst of science and historiography Herbert
Burterfield has famonsly and critically characterized as the “Whag interpretation of History™ .58
Its exponents would be such outstanding (or notorious) examples of historical style and theory,
as T.B. Macauley or Buckle, anxious to frame “English Civilization” in a comparative context.
Their ideas wete quickly picked and seconded by more popular British historians, such as
Green, Arguing for an “Anglo-Saxon™ community of values, others in the United States, such
as Motley on the Dutch Revolution, or Bancroft and Parkman used the same framework ex-
tending it to the North American context.®? T'rom there, it was but a shact step 1o the school-
books in both countrics.” Hriefly pur, the “Whig interpretation of History” stated that the
English had originated representative government, building upon Germanic habits, when the
barons imposed parliament on King John with the “Magna Carta” at Runnymede.”” The Eng-
lish Reformation, going beyond the accidental dynastic circumstances of the Tudors, had be-
come a vast cullective, even national, movement {or representative government. Eventually, the
parliamentary cause had even taken on the Crown, when Stuart kings mistakenly abused the
fundamental rights of “free-born Englishmen”; the “Glorious Revolurion™ of 1688 had been the
culmination of such a process in the insticutionalization of liberty. But this process was really
souething that pertained to all the “English- speaking peoples”. The Scots had also lived their
Reformation and had joined with the English to form a British union. The English (and Scot)
colonists in North America had stood up for their rights with the same spirit and were thus a
continuation of such a broad “Anglo-Saxon spirit of freedom”. Even, to a lesser degress, the
Dutch had something of the same fire, as it had been their struggle to be rid of Spanish op-
pression that had shown the way of the future, although modern Holland had not quite lived
up to the racial promise exhibited in more glorious times by its people.
Thus, the “Whig interpretation of History” effectively combined nationalism, pan-national-
ism, religious patriotism with a histerical vision, on a broad scale of the fall of feudalism, rhe
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rise of capitalism, and the healthy distance established by the defenders of civil rights between
themsclves and the bane of Romanism.”? Originally, at the end of the Seventeenth Century, in
the times of “good King Billy” and, later on, in the heyday of the Whig Establishment, the
“Whig interpretation of History” was a delicate operation in'ideclogical and historical manip-
ulation, designed to help balance through propaganda the unsteady foundations of the English
throne. But it became a useful tool for defining the British national cause against Bourbon
(therefore Romanist France) and especially against the “pagan” revolutionaries and the mih-
taristist threat of “Boney”. The colonists in British North America happily used the same Whig
repertoire to justify their self-determination; left without the French as an effective enemy by
their elimination from Canada and Lousiana after 1763, their sense of the living presence of Pa-
pist tyranny became centered on Spain, which made up the major part of the new United States’
terrestrial and maritime borders.” The longterm re-elaboration of such arguments was not dif-
ficult, as the “Whig interpretation of History” was eminently adaptable to the restrictive taste
of Romanticism.

In fact, the starting point to such ideals lay already in early German Romanticism, in which
both the young Goethe (Egmont) or Schiller (as playright Don Carlos, as historian, on the Thir-
ty Years’ War) expressed a similar viewpoint. In its English version, extensible, as we have seen,
to North America and even to the Dutch, the “Whig interpretation of History™ had established
the national and religious enemy as Spain, identified with the hegemonic project of Philip I,
with the Inquisition as a fearsome backdrop.” After all, scen in this perspective, the Spanish
king had becn the driving force behind the strident recatholization of his wife “Bloody Mary”.
Accordingly, the “battle of England™ incarnate in the “Sea Rovers” and the defear of the Grear
Armada was a moral deliverance from a bloodthirsty opponent who had already exhibited un-
wonted cruelty in the conquests of Mexico and Peru, and, with the Duke of Alba, had export-
ed such brutality to the Low Countries, as was shown by the “rape of Antwerp™. All lovers of
liberty could not but celebrate the decadence of Spanish power, brought about no doubt by the
exertions of the Americas, which weakened and ultimately exhausted the Spanish race in 1ts
overweening rush for world power, French propaganda, especially the school of libellists estab-
lished by Cardinal Richelieu against Spanish power systematized and standardized what until
then had been a sequence of disparate texts, from Las Casas on the Destruction of the [ndies (es-
pecially in De Bry’s illustrated version), to Foxe’s Boek of Martyrs, to Antonic Pérez or "Regi-
naldo Gonzdlez Montano™ or Dutch war propaganda, notably the printbook of the illustrator
Willem Baudart and the princely denunciations William of Nassau, all aimed against Philip IT.
The French poison pen specialists -perhaps in part as an expression of Hugonot patriotism in a
collective, national cause- pulled together all the accusations, mixed racy incest with sexy sado-
masochism, corruption with torture, rape with martyrdom, all bathed in a moral glow, and so
effectively demonized Spanish absolutism. ™

Py the end of the reign of Louis XIV, although the propaganda pressure against Spain was
no longer needed in France, the southern neighbor had become a standard metaphor for abu-
sive government and the brutal exercise of repressive ideological warfare, and accordingly be-
came the easy way for French polemicists to avoid censorship by the simple expedient of talking
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about Spain where all readers understood French circumstances. The Enlightenment, in turn,
radiating out from France, spread the identification of decadence with Spain throughout all
culwred Europe, especially to places where it might not otherwise have reached.”” In Great
Britain or the Low Countries, the obvious eontinuity of metaphor through the Seventeenth
Century into the Eighteenth required no further repetition. Thus Spain became consolidated
in the idealogical origin of modernity as the failed antagonist of all progress, effecrive as a dom-
mant metaphor up to those areas that might prefer to use the “Great Turk” as a preferable ex-
ecration of choice. The evident exceptions were, of course, Spain, but alse Austria, since the
discourse had had vigency in Northern Germany among oppenents of the Habsburg cause
through all the devastation of the Thirty Years’ War and after, right through to the “Sturm und
Drang”, as indicared above.

Since the major continental opponent of the French Revolution was in fact Austria, and it
was again the Habsburg which imposed a “Metternichian peace” on Europe after the Congress
of Vienna in 1815, all Romantic protest, in the defense of both representative and constitution-
al government and of “the oppressed peoples”, was above all directed against the dynasty. Such
anti-Habsburg difamation could pick up the tradition of the young Goethe and Schiller and, in
general, northern, Protestant, suspicions, of Southern, Catholic hegemony. Bue, for example, in
the German Confederation, after the Carlsbad decrees in 1819, it hecame expedient to avoid ex-
plicit political discussion of Austrian or Habsburg interests.” Similarly, in the Italies, Austrian
hegemony and shared anti-revoluticnary interest on the part of uther rulers, led to similar cen-
sorship. The “Whig interpretation of History” was thus tailor-made, since it offered appeals to
freedom and representative, constitutional government, in hine with the leadership of British
empiricist historiography, which was specifically direcred against the oppression of Habshurg
Spain, a political entity out of existence for more than a century. German and Tialian national-
ist literature -not only historiography- was thus viciously anti-}labsburg, at Spanish expense:
say, as an example, Manzoni, I promessi sposi (1827), but Verdi's grand opera Don Carlos (1867)
denouncing Philip 1T for a multitude of crimes would stand as well.? The reference to Spanish
odiousness was so standard a romantic recourse that the Belgian revolution of 1830 began after
an opera performance which exalted the Neapolitan revolt against Spanish tyranny in 1640.40
Relgian political culture was thereafter sustained by this symbolic loathing: the prime work,
which sct off Flemish literature, was Hendrik Conscience’s In't wondevjaar 1566 (1837}, Charles
de Coster began Belgian literature in French with Les aventures de Till Eulenspeigel (1859, full
version 1867), full of cheerful references to “Faraignée noir de I'Escurial” 81 Much of Spanish
practice seemed to rezffirm in detail any such perspective of moral condemnartion: how firting,
for example, given the degree ro which abolitionism was a militant Protestant Evangelical
cause, that Spain in Cuba should be nearly the last allegedly civilized country in the lute Nine-
teenth Century (save Brazil) to abandon slavery.®

The Spanish reply, up to the present, has been resentful indignation and deep denial, in a
fiercely nationalist tone: it was all just a vast conspiracy of lies, born of malicious envy, a mere
“Black Legend”, as the conservative Spanish diplomar and journalist Julidn Juderias summed
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brewn by Scribe, which was a rave success in both France and the Germanies.

87.¢. de Coster {1996},

2 RJ. Scotr (1983%; T de Solano {coord.) (1586).
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it all up in the early Twentieth Century8? By an inverted argument, Spain was aflirmed to be
morally superior to all its nationalisr encirties and to the forces that kept reducing it to a trivial
force in international affairs.%* Thus, we can see a first demonstration of self-fulfifling prophe-
¢y, on both sides of the “Black Legend/Spanish nationalist divide#* Even today, Cuban na-
tionalists can still explicitly survey their batdeground with the U 8. in such rerms.5

CUBAN INDEPENDENCE AND SELF-FULFILLING PROPHECIES
Needlcss 10 say, in the Nineteenth Century, anybody with a grudge against Spanish power

could get even more legitimitation by flogging the dead horse of Spanish hegemony. It
was a readymade argument, with all the trimmings, which only needed the small addition of
remarking that the beast was not dead yet, but was in fact a danuger to some or other liberty-lov-
ing oppencnts. The argument carried with it a full historical justification, adaptable to almost
any circumstance. Ir served to specifiy any opponent’s goal of representative sclf-government,
religious (reedom, civil rights for individuals, as well as an implicit adherence ro the values of
ceonomic modernity, Ninereenth-century style. If Habsburg rule was the negation of capital-
ism -begun (if rernotely) with the expulsion of the Jews in 1492 and capped with that of the
Moriscos in 1609-1611, that is, in this perspective, Spain’s only vital candidates for defenders of
the values of an active work cthic- then the negation of the Habsburgs was the affirmation of
economic progress, savings, hard work, puncruality, and so forth.

Such themes were firmly in place in Portuguese Romanticism, well aware since the begin-
ning of the century of the “perigo espanhol” (with a Spanish invasion in 1800 and a subsequent
territorial loss that survived the general reserrlement of 1815). Catalan particularism, born with
Romanticism, made a consistent effort to recover the meaning of Spains history as an inher-
ently artificial State, born of absolutism, an oppressor of nations, and liberal novelists (although
writing in Spanish) such a Victor Balaguer, among others less talented, increasingly combined
scenarios based on the 1640 revole of the Catalans with insistence on the approbrium of Span-
ish rule, especially as left liberals became disillusioned with conservative rule under Isabel I
and clamored for democraric change: not accidentally, the 1868 revolt thar averthrew the Queen
was officially tirled a “Glorious Revolution”, as an intentional, explicit echo of the Whig i
umph of 1688 in England#” Even the Spanish republican tradition, using a vaguely Castilian
regionalist discourse, tried to climb on what was evidently a general view of how to best assess
Spain. Republicans idealized the “Comunern” revolt of the towns against the Emperor Charles
V in 1520-1522 as the expression of native prorest against the imposition of foreign, “German”

83 1. Juderias (1988); sce, in general: B. Garcia Garcel {1992), for Spanish attitudes in textbooks: .1 Royd (1997).

84 £, Ucelay-Da Cal (1998),

45 Such themes have proven even more remarkably longlasting than even is argued here, fiven the ease with which Ro-
mantic historical themes were shifted nnea the screen. When, in 1940, Michael Curtiz directed Warner Brothers' The
Sea Haaek, a “swashbuckling cpic” with Ecral Flynn, that was a litde-disguised appeal for American support for an iso-
lated Britain facing the Nazi threat alane, the film began with Plulip I} plotring world domination in a way cearly
aimed to impress chie viewer with the obvious analegy to Hitler. The picture’s leading writer, Howard Koch, when he
later participated in the script for Cuseblznca {1943}, gave the opposite tilt, with the same meaning: Rick, the protago-
nist, is saved from the opprobrium of moral ambiguity because he had run guns 1o the Spanish republicans during the
Civil War. See E Ucelay-Da Cal (1999a). In another example of ceiteration, when the French acter Gérard Philipe di-
rected a Film version of Charles de Coster's La Mgends & Ulenspicged wn the vears afiec Warld War 11, che Spaniards werc
all umformly dressed in Spanish-hlack, intentionally reminiscent of the $8, and the Nipeteenth-Century rercading of
Sixteenth-Century heroics became a replay of Resisiance fighters throwing of [ the Nawi yoke.

8 R. Ferndndez Retamar {1997).

37 Far the logic of awakening Catalan aationalism, see: J.M. Fradera (1992),
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absolutism. It was not much of an argument, but it was the reason why Spanish repubhicanism
claimed a tricolor, adding a purple band to the State nationalist yellow-red in honor of the old
Castilian ensign and the liberal values of representative rule it allegedly embodicd 28

Of course, no one could more effectively use the “Whig interpretation of History” against
Spanish rule than Cuban separatism. More than any other Nineteenth-Century opponents of
Spanish governance, they were closest to an audience which thrilled at the repetition of Whig
verities, which was of course the United States. Their first ideological necessity was to establish
themseives as a separate people, not as Spanish rebels, but as Cuban nationals under the oner-
ous Spanish yoke, struggling for freedom on the model of U.S. independence.®® Cuban revolt
was consistently based on a frontier strategy, from Narciso Lépez in 1850 to José Martf in 1895:
the use of the nautical border between the U.8. and Spanish Cuba. With some Eastern Seaboard
port as a jurnp-off point from neutral territory, expeditions could charter a boat, load it with
guns, embark with bold rebels and make stearn for or sail for the island with the intention of
eluding Spanish naval patrols, then landing and sparking off a revelt which would, eventually,
lead to a general revolution.?? If the pressure of broad-scale insurrection against the Spanish
military were not sufficient to guarantee victory, the unavoidable destruction of property be-
longing to U.S. citizens, as well as the uncomfortable proximity of Cuban war to Florida, would
hopefully, sooner or later, lead to North American intervention. Given the U.S. insistence in
buying the island, by both Iemocrats and Republicans, before and after the Civil War, such ac-
tion would most certainly not be advantageous to Spanish interests.

Cuban rebels thus had a consistent interest in winning the propaganda war against Spain in
front of U.S. audiences, more than even defeating the Spanish army in the field, which in any case
was a much harder proposal. Winning U.S. hearts and minds meant tolerance for “filibusterism”
(that is organized revolt from U.S, territory), even money for the cause, and perhaps even legal
support in the case of capture by Spamsh autherities, ever ready with the firing squad (as in the
famous “Virginius” case in 1873).% Furthermore, Nineteenth-Century America was a fervently
Protestant country, suspicious, North and South, Republican and Demeocrat {at least in the South}
of Romanism, easily seen, as in Republican Thomas Nast’s famous cartoons of the 18705 as an in-
vasion of horizontal bishop-crocediles, ready to gobble up hardwon liberties and Whig values.
After all, would not the Roman Pontiff in 1899 explicidy condemned the heresy of “American-
ism” {i.¢., the pattern of religious lassitude or even indifference that can accompany an excessive
enthusiasm for the implications of progress, especially in the oprimistic United States)?%2

88 Sce, for example: E. Rodriguez-Solis (1894,

897, Tbarra (1972}, ps. 9-74; ]. Ibarra (1997}; also S. Aguirre (1990),

# For the impartance of border-based strategics for revolution in peninsular Spain throughout the Nineteenth Centa-
ry, see E. Ucelay-Da Cal (1999%).

LD, Langley (1968), ps. 74-79.

92 In an apostalic leteer Testem benevolentiz (1899), Leo XTI stressed that several outstanding eerors, although they eould
also be found clsewhere, were characteristic of U.S. parishoners or advocated to encourage proselytsm and greater inte-
gration in Auncricn cufture; primarily these were: that spiritual direction is nuw less nceded than in the past; that the
natural virtes must be esteemed above the supernatural, and active virtues above the so-called passive ones; that the
vows of religious life were not in accordance with the requirements of human progress. 1. Arewater (cd ) (1949), p. 20,
Such "errors” coincided roughly with U8, Protestant fears {many were reminded of the eritiue of modernism and hib-
eralism in the “Sylabus of Ecrors” of Pius IX in 1864). Specifically, WASP and Whiggish apprehensions were strongly
nativist: that American Catholics were bound by a greater loyalty to a foreign sovreign (i e. the Pope) than to their pre-
sumably naturalized cirizenship, that they could be thereby (in Teddy Roosevelt’s later phrase} “hyphenated Ameri-
cans”, that Catholies actively required exceptions in their casc (o the separation of Church and State, and, finally, that
Catholic values held the soni in thrall in centrast to the free cheice, both rational and emational, of the reformed spirit.
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Acting in consequence with the demands of their most important external audience, the
Cubuan rebels set up a functional propaganda axis between Tampa (the closest ciey to Cuba in
Florida and the point from which publicity directed at Cubans could be emitted) and New
York, which became the effective center of the scparatist movement and the stage from which
the Whiy message against Spanish oppression, corruption and barbarism could be promoted to
an American audience more than willing to listen.#" Only certain Catholic circles -including
part of German immigrant or [rish opinion- might have some reticence, although that could be
overcome if opportunism really beckoned, as happencd in 1898 %% The major intellectual figures
of Cuban separatism -such as, of course, Marti- dedicated their time und effort to keep the pub-
licity mill ehurning. Cirilo Valverde, author of the ourstanding Cuban novel of the Nineteenth
Century Cecilia Valdés (1882), basically spent his life (born in 1812, but exiled from 1849 to 1894)
in New York running the propaganda show for the successive Cuba Juntas %

This discourse had many natural advantages. The poor, martyred Cubans (Spanish admin-
istrarion was undoubtedly not light) werc easily portrayed as hapless victims of the cruel Span-
ish dons, as anxious for innocent blood as were Cortés’ conguistadores, as greedy for theft as
Alba’s minions, always ready to ravish any maiden cast in their path. Thus all the brunt of sev-
eral centuries of denunciation could be brought to bear, without much need for imaginarion, as
the receiving public already knew what it was going to discover. In this sense, Cuban propa-
ganda was similar to pornography, not merely in content, but in its appeal to a constant de-
mand, in this case the Puritan titllation of vicious monks, corrupt grandees, and such like,
which, especially for Northern audiences, could be merged to the image of Simon Legree and
the worst of the plantation bosses.® Decadenr Spain, puffed with pretensions to a rank long
since lost (a criticism not lost on believers in “self-made men™), whose collapse was duc 10 a
priest-ridden, superstitious socicty given to displays of organized cruelty {from the “auto da fe
[sic])” to the bullfight), was as distant as the moon from any cconomic take-off such as that
Americans had carried ouwt, as its leaders and its very people lacked the skills identificd with de-
velopment. Spain represented empty honor and real violence, therefore deceit and cunning, as
opposed to sociability, hard work, persistence. Northerners could scc everything despisable in
the South in Cuba, while Southerners (outside Lousiana) could see a distasteful Papist back wa-
ter that should have been part of the 1.8, long ago. In this sense, wilness the outrage at “butch-

"er” Weyler, a real figure who was a perfect fit for a readymade discourse. Rather than a
backward “cruel don”, Weyler, however harsh, was really a modern militaryman engaged in
tough counterinsurgency, using the best method of the time.#7 Bur his actions in Cuba created
a stir in the U.5. that was not comparable to the much milder indignation over Kitchener's sim-
ilar techniques applied to Boer guerrillas in South Africa. On the other hand, in France, for ex-
ample, Weyler did not provoke the disgust that the British did some four years later, simply
because of the anger over the “humiliation” of Fachoda embodied in the same Kitchener.”

Spanish propaganda tried inneffecrively to counter such a successful barrage with a basical-
ly racist proposition: if the separatists won, then Cuba -the largest, most developed island in the
Caribbean- would become another sinkhole like “nigger” Haiti, 2 common theme shared hy

73 G W. Auxier (1939).

8 For che importance of the religious press: |.W. Pratt (n. d.).

957, Lamore {1992).

% For the idea of Protestant pornography, see R. Hofstader, "The Paranoid Style...”, {1967).
%7 G. Cardona & ].C. Losada (1997).

% In general, see: T Magnus (1968); and. as a corrective to europeentrism: DL, Lewis (1987).
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American and Furopean racism. A consistent effort was made to “tarbrush™ the rebel cause,
showing it always as represented by bestial Africans, with thick grinning lips, big reeth, subhu-
mans of the worst rank. In metropoliran Spain, this derogatory “nigger™ image was coupled to
baiting the U.5. as an inherently piggish society, without any honor, lying, churlish, uncivil,
rude, 1n short, the usual stereotypes directed, 1n the first half of the cighteen-hundreds, by so-
phisticated Europeans at the crude “Jonathan™ (symbol in Britain of the U.S. before the end of
the Civil War). Thus the exploston of patriotic fervor in Spain at the menace of war with the
“vanguis” in 1898, as well as the outbreak of hostilities, was celebrated with an absolutely unre-
alistic explosion of derision at the "hog butchers of Chicago”, with the conviction that such
backward typcs could never confront men with centuries of experience in warfare at their
backs.# Naturally, nobody was silly enough to try wo sell this image tw an American political
market: in fact, the very whiff of such ideas, more or less politely expressed in a Spanish diplo-
mar’s private letter, stolen and publicized by the Cuban propaganda outfir, served to heighten
war fury in the U.5./% Spanish propaganda 1o North American publics, thus, as would happen
a decade and a half later 1o the Germans during World War I, was in extreme unsuccessful, al-
though the inherent racist message was well understood and shared by epinion makers. The
perceived racism cven encouraged a noticeable level of African-American volunteers, to the
general approval of “progressive” whites such as Teddy Roosevelt,

In pre-war pro-Cuban propaganda, the Cuhans appeared as a unity -poor, slightly dusky
Cuba- and as narural victims, since the whale conceptual package defined their role quite neat-
ly. However, never, despite all the enthusiasms of “yvellow” journalism (and that includes, be-
yond Hearst and Pulitzer, the illustrated press, such as the republican Puck or the democraric
Judge), were Cubans turned into real subjects, as apposed to abjects. Lo other words, the Cubans
had significance only as objects at the mercy of Spanish wrath, but they never could become
subjects of a Protestant ideal that was quite spontaneously racist. From a WASP perspective,
perhaps especially for the anti-imperialists, Cuba as symbolic matron was represented as a pret-
ty “actorgon”, a “mulatta” who could “pass for white”, but clearly was not so./%

The propaganda succeeded far oo well. U.S. intervention, whether needed or not, finally
decided the outcome. Bur when the “bad, decadent Spaniards”, with alt their cruelty, had been
booted out, North American opinion could net muster mush sympathy for the Cubans, who in-
stantly became mere “litele niggers”, full of notse and incapable of taking care of themselves.
Seen close up, heretofore abstract Cubans revealed themselves to be a mix of the worst WASP
fears: abundanily Black, miscegenated, Hispanic, and Catholic, with an emerging political cul-
ture based on thirty years’ of sustained civil war, all told enough to pull rogether Boston Yan-
kees and Scuthern Dixicerats in shudders of distaste ar the traditional prospect of annexation %
Furthermore, increased status as a great power made Amcrican policy ever more oriented to-
wards questions, real or made-up, of national security, with 2 political unconscious curiously
obsessed with fears of invasion ar secret attack /% Accordingly, Cuba was placed in a discrete-
ly colonial situation, first, under U.S. military administration, and then under an effective pro-
tectorate, which allowed the “restless natives™ their agitated politics and formal independence,

99 (.. Garcia Barcén (1974).

10 ¢ Robles Mudoz (1988), 5. 227-88; (. Robles Mufioz (1990); also the articles by M.C. Seoane & J. Alvarez Junco in
E. Villaverde {ed.) (1998).

401, Lasch (1958).

102 R R Weston (1972), chap. 5. In peneral, see the explicitly racist argument of Lothrop Stoddard (1981}, chap. V. At
the time, Stoddard was taken seriously as an anthropologst.

103 [ Chace & C. Carr (1988).
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but kept their problems at a distance. With the assurance of a naval base at Guantanamo, the
anxictics of the geopoliticians and other players of stratcgic war games, such as Mahan, were
neatly calmed. Cuba thereby became “a nice place to visit, but you wouldn’t want to live there”,
by having it somehow 1nserted inw the United States. In marked contrast to a Cuba character-
ized by unending civil strife throughout the second half of the Nineteenth Century, “Poreo Ri-
co” was a quiet place, manifestly less Black in social coloration, which could be calmly
contemnplated as a colony in “America’s Backyard”, without foreseeing any pernicious racial
blowback, at least in the short term./?” The Republic of Panama, invented out of Colombia’s
isthmian province in 1903 by Amcrican imperial legerdemain, was sustained by the same U.S,
discourse: self-determination as the prize for a seccionist movement with a long tradition, and,
in compensation, a U.S. colonial zone on a concession basis (with American “Zonians”) isoiat-
ed from the new host counrry, bur otherwise a cerrain WASP distaste for the dependent socie-
ty (beyond, as in Cuba, for the invention of systematic sexual tourism).*¥ Finally defeated,
Spain could be treated with a certain disdainful indulgence, which, although it did not exactly
crase old Protestant verities, also served to remind WASPs of the subtle distinction between
“Spanish” (Furopean, White, even classy “first comers” in places ke Arizona or California)
and the dusky Hispanic pale 106

In other words, the propaganda of both Cuban separatists and Spanish colonialism, in ap-
pealing to stereatypes, was instrumental in determining American attitudes, both during the in-
dependence struggle from 1895 to 1898, when the images of the Cubans called out to the Whig
vision, and then, with the problem of Spanish oppression solved, when the Spanish racist “re-
minder”, came out of failure to impose 1self as the dominant perspective. With the switch in
U5, auitwde, Cuban natienalism naturally curned to Spain in an embrace of newfound broth-
erhood of oppression, a hug which Spanish natienalisin enthusiastically returned: a unity of lan-
guage, of spirit -of civilization- in the face of the materialistic “Colossus of the North” and the
onerous weight of the “yanqui dollar” /07 Spain needed participants to justify and share the idea
that it remained a veritable "cultural empire”, despite its patent backwardness in cruder terms
of productive development 1% Such senfiment, of course, did not keep Cuban nationalism from
crushing Afro-Cubans as a supposed “threat” in 1912 nor from expelling “gallegns” (e Span-
ish immigrants) as an analogous labor menace in 1933.7%9

In this sense, I am presenting the propaganda surrounding 1898 as establishing “self fulfill-
ing prophecy”. Adjusted to a foundational propheey, {ixed at a specilic turn in political events,
the discourse still feeds into historiographic “paradigms”, albeir in mare complex ways. This ex-
change of propaganda-derived propheces serves 1o illustrate a barger problem in the interaction
of politics and histortography. As Merton himself observed, to break “the tragic, often vicious,
circle of self- fulfilling prophecies”, “[t]he initial definition of the situation which has set the ¢ir-
cle in motion must be abandoned. Only when the the original assumption is questioned and a
new definition of the situation introduced, does the conscquent flow of events give the lie to the
assumption.” He even goes on, with sociological optimism to assure that institutional opposi-
tion to self-fulfilling prophecies -using the explicit examnple of U.S. racism- could serve as break,

{04 R B Weston (1972), chap. 6. For the contrast between Cuba's pugnatious nationalism and Puerto Rican identity, see:
A. Cubano {1995).

405 1y, McCullough {1977).

106 An optimistic perception in R. Sénchez Mantero {1599).

187 1 M. Macarra Vera (1994).

108 E, Ucelay-Da Cal (1998).

109 5, Helg (1995), chaps. 6-7; S. Farber (1976), p. 44.
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since such forms of social communication operate “only in the absence of dehiberate institutional
controls” that negatc them.#? This is clear for the century-old Cuban-U.S. logjam between
locked nationalisms and crassed diplomatic interests. The question, however, for historians of
Spain is how this same circular dynamic can still keep going.

In conclusion, I should underline thar the interpretation here presented in no way contra-
divts Pérez’s description of the mental changes that American written opinion underwent in
1898, before its long-lasting solidification into a recurring pattcrn. Bur it does set such a pro
gression in a hroader perspective, and, I would hope, helps understand how the suceession of
perceptions -and, especially, the final definition- could so quickly jump in mood then become
fixed and set. The deeper reason, [ am suggesting, was thar American arrirudes towards Cubans
and Spaniards were limited in range, situated in an old but flexible perspective which offered
a short list of roles. The results were foreseable, except, of course, to Cuban nationalists, who
were to pay a high price for their earlier manipulation of stereotypes deeper and more unman-
ageable chan they imagined.

1R K. Merion (1968), ps. 478, 450,
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