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Letter from the Editorial Board

Dear Readers,
We are pleased to present the second issue of the University of Massachusetts
Amherst Undergraduate History Journal. This year’s issue is the product of an undergraduate journal growing in exciting and new ways. For the first time, submission to the journal was opened to all students within the College of the Humanities
and Fine Arts, allowing students of academically diverse backgrounds the opportunity to present their works of historical scholarship. Not only is this year’s journal
the first to be compiled into a complete issue, but it is also the first to be printed available for circulation within and beyond the History Department.
This second volume of the History Journal brings together ten unique works
of historical research produced by talented writers across different years and focuses. Transcending different genres, themes, and geographic areas, the following
essays range from an analysis of political dynasties in the modern era, to a comparison between the ideologies of Liberal and Marxist revolutionaires, to the journal’s
first fiction piece, following the story of Suyin, a young woman experiecing the
Chinese Cultural Revolution of the 1960s and 1970s first hand.
We are grateful to have served as editors for this year’s Journal. With three
out of four members of the editorial board graduating this year, this experience has
been as gratifying as it has been bittersweet. It has been our pleasure taking part in
an effort which allows our peers to present the best historical research and works of
literature they have produced, and are excited to see what the future holds for this
growing, undergraduate-run publication.
With many thanks,
The Editors

Campus Pond Party, 1911. University Photograph Collection (RG 110-176). Special Collections
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The Fisherman’s Daughter
By Edward Clifford

A historical fiction short story, The Fisherman’s Daughter seeks to present an imagined life of someone
who experienced the Chinese Cultural Revolution in the 1960s and 70s. Split into two parts, the story presents
two snapshots of the protagonist’s life situated around an unseen tragedy. Along with various secondary sources,
the most influential primary sources for this piece were Chen Rouxi’s The Execution of Mayor Yin, a collection
of short stories, Feng Jicai’s Voice from the Whirlwind, a series of transcribed interviews, and Anchee Min’s
Red Azalea, a memoir about the author’s experiences during the Cultural Revolution as well as Ye Weili’s
Growing Up in the People’s Republic: Conversations between Two Daughters of China’s Revolution. These
sources blend narrative, historical events, and perceptive orientation of experiencing drastic change, and the
reading of these texts guided not only the plot events of my story but also the method of recounting personal
history. I also consulted secondary sources including Frank Dikotter’s article “Looking back on the Great Leap
Forward,” Gail Hershatter’s article “Forget Remembering: Rural Women’s Narratives of China’s Collective
Past,” and Zheng Xiaowei’s “Passion, Reflection and Survival: Political Choices of Red Guards at Qinghua
University, June 1966-July 1968.” I hope this piece represents an outsider’s attempt to understand this complex
mingling of politics and culture while still respecting the people who endured and struggled during this period.
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PART ONE
––––––––––––
Alone, she stood just outside the schoolyard gate watching the saturated orange sky accompany the
early summer sunset. The streets were empty, and she wondered if she was missing an important demonstration.
Every day, it seemed that Suyin grew more and more conscious of how she was being perceived. Without the
presence of others, she felt psychologically disobedient. Every minute not spent in service to Mao’s Thought
was a minute wasted. Like a spider crawling up through a drain, the thought of going back and spending the
night in the school crept into her mind. Tireless Suyin, they would say. She never goes home. What an inspiring
Revolutionary! But, like the woman armed with a rolled-newspaper, her instinct told her to return home.
A cool breeze relieved the cotton Army shirt that had been clinging to her sweaty back. She considered
taking it off despite wearing nothing underneath. Even though she was a platoon leader, the approaching
darkness cared little for job titles. She knew that there were places she had to avoid despite the respect she and
her fellow students had earned in the past months doing Mao’s work.
The path home was similarly quiet save for a few students on bicycles and the last of the workers
returning home. Seeing the men in their blue jumpsuits, Suyin felt pride in being part of Mao’s revolution. She
put her arm up to her breast pocket and felt for her hardcover copy of Mao’s quotations. Having his words so
close to her heart reassured her that, although she hadn’t yet met him personally, Mao was always with her. As
she approached the workers, she raised her arm, signaling to the men.
“Another glorious day in service of Mao,” she shouted.
The men waved back silently. One of them, an older man, turned towards her.
“So it is. So it is,” he cheered back.
Suyin smiled and continued towards her home. Her stomach growled loudly, reminding her that she
hadn’t yet eaten today. She turned down the alley towards her favorite shop that served tofu and scallions, a
staple of the rationer’s diet. Suyin enjoyed this shop particularly because the cook, known simply as Chen,
would serve it in a ceramic bowl that reminded her of the one that her father would use for special occasions
when she was growing up. As she stood by a stool on the end of the bar, the cook came over. Suyin bowed and
sat down.
“You know what I like, Chen.”
He poured water into a small glass and placed it in front of Suyin.
“Very good, Young Zhao. So, what was on today’s agenda?” he asked as he began to cube the tofu.
“You ask many questions, I should think you’re a reactionary spy,” said Suyin. Chen stared at her, unsure
of how to react. Suyin smiled before bursting out in laughter. “You are too serious, Chen. Too academic.”
Chen chuckled slowly. “I suppose you are right. Maybe I should take a vacation.”
Chen had been a cook since the war ended. His shop was a frequent hangout for university students and
teachers. Seeing the young people in his shop energized him, made him feel relevant to the country’s present.
Chen was also a born conversationalist, picking his customer’s brains for hours on end as he boiled noodles and
chopped vegetables. Surprisingly well-read, Chen always seemed to know something about almost everything,
Chinese or otherwise.
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Of course, that was all before the Revolution began. Chen still kept up the conversations, only now, it
seemed the only allowable topic was Chairman Mao’s revolutionary ideals. He maintained the enthusiasm as
well, but now it was a mask. Suyin could tell by the exhaustion on his face that the anxiety had taken its toll.
She hoped that someday Chen could remove that mask and once again get enjoyment out of his shop, but she
realized that there was little she could do to help him.
As Chen placed the food in front of Suyin, she noticed that it was not the bowl like her father had. This
one appeared more modern and plain, and she felt like it belonged in an Army mess hall rather than in Chen’s
restaurant.
“What’s this?” she asked, motioning in front of her with disdain. “Where is the blue bowl with the
lettering?”
Chen wiped down the cutting board.
“Some young people from the high school were inspecting the shops around here. They saw my ceramic
bowls and began smashing them, saying they were of the ‘old’ way. I had to scrounge around for replacements.
These were the best I could get,” he said solemnly.
Suyin was troubled by this, but she ate her meal just the same and talked about the day’s political
meeting. Suyin avoided discussing the high school student cadres, but she couldn’t help but think about their
mistake. A misunderstanding, she reasoned. Chen was just a victim of circumstance, and she resolved to make
it up him personally.
She finished her meal rather quickly. Chen always gave Suyin a discount, but today she offered to pay
the full amount. He refused, however, saying a hardworking student should never pay full price. Suyin thanked
the old chef, and as she left his shop, Suyin silently hoped that there would be no more struggle for Chen.
––––––
About a block from her house, Suyin heard voices shouting from an alley just ahead of her. A moment
later, two high school-aged boys marched a third one out of the alley. A young girl followed them, pushing a
bicycle by the handlebars. The two guards were wearing similar jackets to Suyin’s whereas the prisoner was
wearing just tattered, brown slacks. Suyin could see that one of the guards, who was wearing a worn Red Army
cap, was whispering to the prisoner, whose only response was to stare glumly at the ground. Suyin recognized
the prisoner, but could not remember his name. All four paraded into the street, moving away from Suyin.
Curious, she followed the spectacle.
As she walked behind them, Suyin got close enough to overhear what the boy in the cap was whispering.
She could make out something about the prisoner thinking he could ‘outrun Mao’ and that he would be made
an example of to the community. The girl pushing the bicycle would snicker and slam the front wheel against
the road. Wondering if these were the students that had harassed Chen, Suyin decided to keep a safe distance.
They approached a busy corner and stopped a few yards from the curb. The two guards forced the
short prisoner onto his knees. Suyin walked past them, keeping an eye on the prisoner whose stoic expression
remained focused on the ground.
“Long live Chairman Mao,” shouted the boy with the cap, waving his hand to the crowd. The passersby
looked in his direction and stopped to see what was happening. “We have found this traitor to the Revolution
cowering like a turtle in its shell.”
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He turned to the prisoner and began shouting at him, accusing him of being a ‘counter-revolutionary’
and ‘a thief.’ The passersby watched in silence. Suyin stared at the boy in the tattered slacks, who continued to
stare at the cobblestone ground, unmoving. She approached the boy with the cap.
“Why has he run away?” Suyin asked, then quickly added. “How many blows does the coward deserve?”
“He stole food from our storeroom. Two sacks of rice and four scallions, he almost made off with. We
will teach him that when you steal from our platoon, you are stealing from Chairman Mao himself.”
The two guards began shoving the prisoner, shouting more insults as they did so. The girl continued to
slam the front the wheel of the bicycle on the ground, creating a haunting rhythm. Some people in the crowd
encouraged the demonstration, but many remained silent.
“What is the traitor’s name?” asked Suyin. Her voice stole a few glances from the small crowd.
Participation was not the intent, but Suyin felt obligated to at least find out the traitor’s name.
“Fu Huan”
Suyin nodded. She knew Huan from school as a quiet bookworm, keping mostly to his studies with little
fanfare. Suyin thought he wore glasses, but they were presently missing, so she presumed that they were either
lost or destroyed in some uncelebrated fashion. In the glow of the streetlamp, Huan appeared slightly handsome
to Suyin, but she quickly chastised herself for thinking so. She walked over to Huan, arms behind her back like
a general inspecting his army. The boys held their blows for the moment, eagerly awaiting instruction as Suyin
spoke.
“It would seem that you have been caught without excuse. Do you have anything to say?”
Huan continued to stare at the ground. He spoke not a word and moved not a muscle. Out of penance or
defiance, Suyin could not discern. Had it not been taboo to do so, Suyin would have likened him to a Buddha.
“Well,” said Suyin, turning to the boy with the cap. “Carry on, comrade.”
The display continued as they began slapping Huan’s face until blood trickled from his mouth. The girl,
meanwhile, had been kicking the bicycle’s front tire until it gave out and bent into an aluminum paraboloid.
Pleased with her invented deformity, she cackled with laughter and threw the bike on the ground. Suyin
continued to watch the violence with the small crowd. This went on for some time until the boy with the cap
took out a pistol that he had hidden under his shirt. Suyin thought for a moment that he was going to kill the
prisoner. Instead, the boy with the cap slammed the barrel of the gun against Huan’s cheek, causing him to reel
backwards and collapse on the street. The boy used his shirt tails to wipe the droplets of blood from the steel
barrel and, content with the punishment, walked back towards the alleyway followed closely by the other two.
After they were out of sight, the small crowd began to disperse, whispering small thanks to one another
that it was not them on their ground just as poor Huan was now. He lay on the ground in a heap, not moving
until he was sure everyone was gone. Suyin knew she had to get home, but pity stirred her and compelled her to
stay. She had seen large-scale, sanctioned versions of what she had just witnessed, but it was easy to get swept
up in the emotions at those popular events. Here, the immediacy of the altercation had disturbed her now that
she was close enough to see the person’s face and the scarlet liquid that trickled into the streets.
After a few minutes, Huan stood up and, with the back of his hand, wiped the blood from his mouth that
was bruised and swollen.
“I suppose you won’t be stealing from the Red Guards anytime soon, will you Scallion Thief?” Suyin
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said, half in jest.
“I didn’t steal anything.”
“What do you mean? They said they caught you in the act.”
“That was a lie. I was just minding my own business when one of them recognized me. The boy with
the cap? He knew my father was a banker before being reassigned, and they all turned on me. They just needed
an excuse, I guess.”
Huan picked up his bicycle from where the girl had tossed it aside. He spun the distorted tire, trying to
determine just how broken it was.
“Can you fix it?” Suyin asked.
“Possibly. No tools though.”
Suyin hesitated for a moment. She was thinking about the small box of tools in her room and whether
she should say something about it.
“I have my father’s old toolkit. He used it to fix boat engines, so maybe you could use it to fix your
bicycle. Follow me.”
Before Huan could reply, Suyin turned and began walking towards her neighborhood. She never turned
back to see if he was following her, but the sound of bicycle clicks behind her made her smile.
PART TWO
––––––––––––
Willie Logan had been in many hotel rooms before this one. Some were extravagant with silk bathrobes and
small fridges well-stocked with miniatures. Others more modestly provided a simple bed to sleep in and a
shower to wash the day away. But more often than not, they were adequate. A Goldilocks blend of luxury and
simplicity. As he awoke, the sounds of bustling Peking just outside, he realized this was one of those hotel
rooms.
He rose gently as to not wake the woman sleeping next to him. He showered, trimmed his beard, and
put on his favorite corduroy jacket and forest green dress shirt.
“You look like an undercover cop,” said Julie from the bed as he emerged from the bathroom. “What’s
on the agenda today?”
“Well, first, brunch with the Honorable Chairman,” joked Willie as he took a cigarette out of the pack
on the bureau. “Then, we see the educational system at work in the school.”
“I better get ready,” she said. “We wouldn’t want Mr. Granderson to get upset. Americans are notorious
enough as it is.”
Twenty minutes later, they headed down to the lobby. Waiting for them was Wu Hongbo whom they
were instructed to call ‘Wu’ for short. He was a tall and thinly man with square, hazy glasses and his shirt
buttoned all the way up to the base of his neck. Wu was with the Chinese Tourism bureau and served as the
group’s guide and interpreter. The three of them chatted for a few minutes until Mr. Granderson appeared at the
top of the stairs under a giant portrait of Mao. An archaeological preserve, Mr. Granderson was the department
head and Willie’s boss. An old, but sharp man, he applied for a travel visa to visit China soon after Nixon’s trip.
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He had to call in a few favors with some friends but eventually received the letter approving three visas. Who
better to go with him, he reasoned, then his youngest professor and brightest graduate student.
On the way to the school, Willie looked out at the streets bustling with people, some old and some
young. He watched as the shoppers bartered with the street merchants. Children ran and shrieked with laughter
through the crowds, and stray dogs slept in between parked scooters while old men strode past, lost in thought.
If he didn’t know otherwise, Willie would have believed he was driving through Chinatown back home.
When they arrived at the school, Willie tapped Wu on the shoulder.
“Do any of the teachers here speak English?” he asked.
“Not too many, and those that do don’t speak it well,” said Wu ushering them into the lobby. Inside,
the middle school looked much like the ones in America, only with less decorations. Just like in the hotel, a
large painting of Mao hung near the entrance way, his eyes staring indifferently at Willie, silently studying the
American with a cautious eye.
Wu told the group that they would sit in on a class and then have lunch. The room they were brought
to was painted bone white. A map of China hung next to the blackboard, and posters with Chinese characters
dotted the walls. The classroom was empty; Wu informed the group that the children would be brought in
momentarily. Willie walked over to the teacher’s desk, which was really an intricately-carved serving table. He
hovered over it, studying the intricacies of the wood as if he was judging it for a competition. Julie walked over
to one of the character posters.
“What does this say, Wu?” she asked, pointing to the painted lettering.
“It means ‘Sailing the Seas depends on the helmsman; waging revolution depends on Mao Zedong
Thought’”
“What about the stokers?” asked Willie looking up the desk. “You can’t run a ship without people to
produce the fire and steam.”
Wu smiled.
“Are you a sailor, Mr. Logan?” he asked.
“No,” said Willie. “I just worry about who stays on the ship when it starts sinking.”
Wu was about to reply, but the sound of children singing interrupted him. It grew louder and louder
until a line of schoolchildren paraded into the room. Willie, Julie, and Mr. Granderson headed to the back of
the room and sat down on the wooden chairs that were set out ahead of their arrival. Most of the children wore
different styles of dress, some wearing bright and colorful jackets while others wore simple, mono-colored
shirts. Many of the girls wore red scarves around their necks. Following the procession was a young woman,
no older than Julie, in a blue cotton jacket. She was holding a child who Willie assumed, based purely on sight
was the youngest and also must have recently stopped crying.
Wu, who had stayed in the front of the room said something in Chinese to the young woman, who in
turn nodded and placed the young child from her hip into a seat in the front row. She took a moment to bend
down to eye level with the girl and reassure her that all was well. Wu looked over the class once before walking
to the back of the room to join the American visitors.
The young woman, who by now Willie gathered was the teacher, began speaking to the children. At
one point, she motioned to the people in the back of the room with an uneasy smile. The lesson began as the
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children took out pieces of paper and crude pencils and began writing. The two students closest to Willie,
however, did nothing but stare at the intriguing foreigner sitting behind them. More specifically, they were
looking at his scruffy beard and long hair and gossiping between themselves.
Their inattention didn’t go unnoticed, for the young teacher had crept up silently behind them and stood
there until they noticed. The two children spun around in the chair, grabbed their writing utensils, and began
writing furiously to catch up with the rest of the class.
“My apologies,” said the teacher in English. Willie smiled politely.
“It’s okay. They must not be used to a beard like this.”
“No, they are not. Most of the men they see have a slight mustache, if that.” The teacher turned to face
the others and bowed. “My name is Zhao Suyin.”
Mr. Granderson reciprocated the bow. “My name is Art Granderson, head of the Anthropology
Department at Stanford. This is Julie Casilla, a graduate student. And that over there is Professor William
Logan.”
“Please,” interrupted the young professor. “Call me Willie.”
“It’s a pleasure to meet you all. Excuse me.”
Suyin turned back to the class and continued the lesson. Willie noticed that she paid attention to every
student. While some needed more instruction than others, she skipped around the classroom giving every child
a moment of personal recognition. Occasionally, she would explain to the group what was going on in the
lecture.
“She speaks good English,” noted Julie.
“Yes,” said Wu, staring at Suyin with confusion. “I regret I myself did not know this.”
After an hour of observation, Wu announced to the group that it was time for lunch.
“Will Miss Zhao be joining us?” asked Willie.
“I’m afraid not. her schedule keeps her until three o’clock.”
“Surely she must get a lunch break?”
“Yes, but it won’t be for another hour. You see, Mister Logan, we are on a tight schedule, and I must
insist we stick to it.”
There was genuine concern in his voice, as if the demand came not from him, but through him.
Nevertheless, Willie persisted, turning to his boss.
“Mr. Granderson, this is perfect opportunity to conduct an interview with a Chinese citizen who speaks
English. No middle man, just pure response.”
Wu interrupted.
“I beg your pardon, but I assure you my translations are– “
Willie stood up abruptly, cutting off Wu mid-sentence. Suyin noticed the American stand up and glanced
over at Wu.
“Miss Zhao, we were wondering if you might have lunch with all of us? We’d love to hear more about
your life here in China,” said Willie.
Suyin folded her hands in front of her.
“I’m afraid my life has not been that interesting, Mister Logan. I’m sure you will understand a lot more
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by talking with other, more respectable people. Like the factory workers,” she added enthusiastically. “They
always have such wonderful stories to tell.”
“That may be true,” said Willie, “but I still insist you come to lunch with us.”
Wu tried to make an excuse, but Julie was now on Willie’s side, for she too wanted to have lunch with
the schoolteacher. Seemingly outnumbered, Wu quietly surrendered. Once again, the protest felt forced. Willie
felt that Wu was being manipulated by strings controlled by an unknown master. Willie recognized in Wu the
same uneasiness that he saw in himself when he had to tell his friends that his father wouldn’t let him play
football. He was going to make one last plea when Suyin interrupted.
“Perhaps,” she said, looking at Willie, “I could offer you dinner at my home. All of you are invited, of
course.”
Willie was about to accept when Mr. Granderson stood up as well, stealing the attention of the whole
room including the curious students.
“That sounds lovely, Miss Zhao. We’d be honored to be a guest at your home.”
With that, the conversation appeared to be resolved. Wu seemed content enough, nodding more for
self-reassurance than in agreement with Suyin’s offer. As they headed out the classroom door to the lunch the
Tourism bureau had prepared, Willie believed that this trip was starting to become worthwhile.
––––––
When they arrived at Suyin’s home, the delegation and their translator were greeted by an old man who
Willie guessed had to be around eighty-five years old. He introduced himself as the caretaker of the compound
and offered to walk the group to Suyin’s apartment.
The compound was a straightforward housing complex, a network of buildings that illuminated the
concept of blending domestic with public. As the old caretaker walked him past blue-tiled bathing chambers
and a room filled with mail slots, Willie imagined what it would be like if he were to go into residence at
Stanford. The tenants they passed by ignored the Americans for the most part, which surprised Willie but also
made him smile at Wu’s incorrect belief that they would become a spectacle. The biggest response was from
an older woman who stopped to watch them walk by and muttered something in Chinese that prompted the
caretaker to laugh. Willie felt comfortably out of the loop.
Eventually, the caretaker stopped at a door and knocked on the wooden frame. Willie heard a soft,
female voice mumble something on the other side, and the caretaker slid open the door. The apartment was
clean and organized, but mostly empty much like a military barracks. The female voice came from a middleaged woman lying on one of three beds that were spread out on the floor in the far corner. Willie couldn’t tell
if she was sick or just lazy, but he entered just the same.
“Is Suyin here?” Willie whispered to Julie, glancing around the room, then back at the caretaker as if
confirming they had the right place. The question lingered in the air before being passed around to all those in
the room. The woman in the bed didn’t look at Willie, but instead shouted something at the caretaker, who in
turn laughed and shut the door behind the small group.
“Excuse me, ma’am, but I’m looking for Zhao Suyin?” Mr. Granderson asked, and waited for a response
before repeating the name.
Suddenly, a door at the other side of the room opened to reveal an even older woman than the one on
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the bed. She looked to be as old as the caretaker, but her face was much less wrinkled, and her grin revealed a
full set of teeth. The same could not be said of the old man.
“Suyin here,” she said, pointing to the floor. She kicked at the woman in the bed, obviously attempting
to get her to stand up for their visitors. The old woman bowed, which Willie and the others reciprocated
instinctually. Julie snickered as the old woman took Willie by the hand and led him and the others into the other,
much larger room, which was a large kitchen that held a strong scent of onions. A large table had been set up on
the floor in the corner, so Willie surmised that this was a dining room as well as a kitchen. Presently, the women
who was at the stove turned around. It was Suyin.
“Ah, Mister Logan. Welcome to our home. I see you’ve met my mother and my grandmother” She
motioned to the woman from the bed, who had entered the kitchen behind them, and returned to the stovetop.
“Please, everyone. Sit down. Dinner will be ready shortly.”
Suyin’s mother walked past Willie and took a seat at the head of the table. Mr. Granderson and Julie sat
next to each other while Suyin’s grandmother sat at the closer end of the table and motioned for Willie to sit
next to her. After a few minutes of Wu awkwardly trying to conversate with her grandmother, Suyin brought
over small pots full of rice, sauteed mushrooms and white cubes that Willie recognized almost immediately.
“This is tofu, isn’t it?”
“You know your Chinese cuisine.”
“It’s become quite popular in America, especially on the West Coast where we work. It’s the ‘ethical’
food of choice,” he said with sarcasm. “I’m sure this will be much better though.”
In all honesty, it wasn’t the tastiest meal Willie had during this five-day tour of China, but it was in the
best company. Willie already knew that it wasn’t the rice wine and bean curd that made the meal, but it was
refreshing to have lively mealtime conversation. He felt like he was back in San Francisco eating seafood with
his differently dressed, but just as loquacious friends. Suyin remained quiet as most of the talking was done by
Suyin’s grandmother and Mr. Granderson with Wu translating. After everyone had eaten, Suyin’s grandmother
took the others out to the courtyard, while Willie offered to help Suyin clean the dishes. The proposal’s flirtatious
tone prompted Wu’s brow to furrow, but he remained silent, reasoning that the American professor would not
try anything embarrassing with boss and presumed girlfriend slash associate.
“You’ll have to forgive my mother. She’s not the most social,” said Suyin after the others had went
outside. She was wiping down the bowls while Willie scrubbed a grimy pot. “She was deeply affected by my
father’s death.”
“I’m sorry,” Willie said. “How did he pass, if I may ask?”
“During the food shortages, he made sure my mother and I ate before he ate anything. Of course, his
share grew smaller and smaller as each day past. I believed that he had died so that others could live, but now...”
Her voice trailed off. After they dried off the dinnerware, Suyin boiled a pot of tea, and brought a cup
to her mother in the other room before returning to the table with Willie. The steam rose from the cup, fluttering
around her face like some ghostly fire. Willie took out a cigarette, making sure it was okay with Suyin before
lighting it.
“Sounds like a noble man, your father.”
“Noble?” she asked.
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“Sorry. Noble. It means honorable, as in nobility,” Willie tried to explain.
“In China, those are not the same thing, I’m afraid. My father was honorable, certainly. But he was not
nobility. He was a humble peasant and proud fisherman.”
“A fisherman in Peking?” asked Willie, trying to lighten the mood with irony. It half-worked; Suyin’s
eyes visibly brightened.
“No. We moved to Peking after he died. My family was originally from a small village just outside
Tianjin. I come from a long line of fishermen, actually, which is the reason why I know English. My greatgrandfather would learn it from visiting American sailors, trading with them for copies of Western books. I
spent much of my childhood playing by the ocean and learning from my father.”
“Sounds lovely,” Willie said, reflecting on his own life. “I grew up in the northeast, so it was always
‘chopping wood’ and surviving snowstorms until summer.”
“Oh?” She said. “What was the name of your village?”
Willie tried unsuccessfully to stifle a chuckle.
“What’s so funny?” she asked candidly, leaning forward to set her tea down on the table.
“I just never thought of Bethel, Maine as a village. I mean they’re friendly enough, but everyone keeps
to themselves mostly.”
“I see,” said Suyin. “Beth-el, Maine”
“Yeah,” said Willie. “But now I live and work in California. Much more hospitable, both in temperature
and vibe.”
“You are a professor, correct?”
“You remembered. Yes, I teach anthropology. That’s why I am fascinated by you, and your experience,”
he quickly added.
“My experience. What good will come of hearing my experience? My story?”
Willie tried to come up with a fair answer, but the only reason he could come up with was proving the
conclusion that China is, in fact, interesting. Outside, the sound of children running in the corridors pierced the
silence. He was reminded of when he was boy at Bethel Elementary. He and his friends would race out to the
yard for recess, but Willie would always win because he was the fastest and most determined of all his friends.
He was always running towards something. Perhaps he still was.
“Did you fight in Vietnam, Mister Logan?” asked Suyin, breaking him from his nostalgia.
“Did I what?” he asked back, although he heard her the first time. She repeated the question. “No. I
didn’t enlist,” he said. “I was– am a conscientious objector. I don’t believe in violent solutions.”
“Violent solutions occur whether you believe in them or not. Whether it’s through direct involvement
or willful ignorance, you will always be involved.”
“Aye, but I won’t take up a gun, that’s for sure.” He took a deep breath before deciding to turn the sword
on her. “Were you involved in any of the student demonstrations?”
“Yes, I was a proud member of Chairman Mao’s Red Guards. Me and my other friends of good
background all joined in ‘66.” Willie wondered where she was going to go next and was about to ask another
question when she continued. “We were so happy to be useful for the cause. Working together to serve the
Party.”
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“But now you don’t?”
She ignored the question. “It was with my involvement with the Red Guards that I met Fu Huan. He
was the son of a banker, a terrible family background to have.”
“Were you two close?”
“We were practically married,” remarked Suyin with a smile. For some reason, a small amount of
jealousy arose in Willie, and immediately he felt ashamed because of it.
“Practically?”
“We were preparing ourselves for the ceremony when Chairman Mao directed us and most of the other
students to go to the countryside to live with the peasants. Huan and I were lucky to be sent to the same farm
close to the northern border.”
“It must have been like going home. Back to Tianjin.”
“In many ways, yes. Apart from the agricultural differences, the farmers had the same down-to-earth
mannerisms, but I was surprised at how different things were compared to Peking. Life was more brutal, yet
it had straightforward nature that you can’t find here. I’m not sure if we really learned anything from them,
or simply gave them extra hands to do the work they had already been doing. I’m not even sure we made
legitimate impression on them at all.”
“Maybe there weren’t enough people,” Willie proposed.
“We were probably too tired,” Suyin said. “We worked harder than I ever had before. Our backs ached
and our legs were cut up from the reeds. But it felt good to do labor for the Party. After awhile, we grew
stronger, making the work easier. We were also able to enjoy each other’s company, although we often had to
our hide our feelings from the rest of the company.”
“I see. When you two got back to the city were you finally able to get married?”
Suyin diverted her eyes to the ground, and almost immediately, Willie realized what her response
implied.
“I’m sorry, Suyin. I didn’t mean to– I should have realized–” He stumbled over his words like a teenager
desperately backpedaling from a misplaced ‘I love you.’ He silently hoped that the others would save him from
embarrassment when Suyin told Willie the truth.
“One night,” Suyin said, opening her eyes, “there was a fire on the second floor of our dormitory. We
never found out the cause. Probably a cigarette or something equally trivial. Huan and I rescued as many people
as we could, but there was one woman whose legs were caught under a fallen beam. Huan was helping her
when I saw the floor collapse. There was nothing I could do, so I ran outside and collapsed onto the cold, wet
grass. Simultaneous sadness and exhaustion, my body gave out. Just as the floor did.”
Presently, Suyin’s grandmother returned with Mr. Granderson and Julie. Wu followed closely behind.
Suyin boiled another pot of tea for everyone. As they sat and drank tea, Willie understood that Suyin’s story
would be left unfinished. The personal, affecting story gave way to the straightforward optimism that the
American visitors had been hearing all week. Eventually, Mr. Granderson noted the time and suggested that
they should be leaving.
As they walked down the hallway toward the front entrance, Willie hung back with Suyin.
“Do you think you escaped the fire to tell Huan’s story?”
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“No, I wasn’t spared. None of us were spared. The Chinese people, the younger students especially,
must now carry the burden of our recent past and try to make of sense of it.”
The others were well ahead of them, now. Suyin’s grandmother was the only one in earshot. Wu was
hurrying them along, obviously eager to get them back to the hotel.
“I know we just met,” continued Willie, ignoring his better judgement and place as a guest. “But I feel
that this was all meant to happen. Your life is just too endearing to ignore. Please, let me be a part of telling the
world about it.”
“You’re not in love with me, Mister Logan,” said Suyin, seeing something that Willie himself could
not. “You’re in love with my story. And if you ask anyone else my age, you’ll be just as enamored with theirs
as you are mine.”
Willie halted in front of an apartment with its door open. The young couple who were inside said
something to Suyin who replied something to assuage their concern over the visibly shaken American that had
materialized in their doorway. Suyin’s grandmother, recognizing the stagnant professor, double backed and
gave Willie a playful kick to nudge him along.
They walked the rest of the way to the gate in silence. Flanked on both sides by Suyin and her grandmother,
Willie felt the weight of the moment in his stomach. With each step, he approached the sad truth of her words.
It terrified him to think that there were millions of stories just like Suyin’s. It was even more terrifying to think
that he couldn’t see the woman without the story. The others had gotten to the van ahead of Willie, and Wu was
standing by the driver side door, arms crossed.
“It was a pleasure meeting you and your associates, Mister Logan,” said Suyin. “I do hope you visit
China again soon.”
With nothing left to do or say, Willie nodded and bowed. Suyin and her grandmother in turn bowed as
well. Her grandmother chuckled softly and they both turned to go back to their apartment. As he drove off in
the seat next to Wu, he watched Suyin’s compound shrink in the side mirror before disappearing entirely as the
van rounded a corner.
––––––
Back at the hotel, Willie sat in his room reading when he heard a knock at the door. It was Julie. She
said that the university called, saying that Mr. Granderson’s wife had contracted pneumonia. The doctors said
that she was going to be okay, but Julie suggested they return home. Because the tour was mostly done with
anyways, Mr. Granderson reluctantly agreed. Wu had arranged for them to fly to Tokyo first thing in the
morning, where they would transfer over to a flight home. Willie didn’t say a word, so Julie took that to mean
acceptance.
“So,” said Julie, taking a seat on the bed next to Willie. “Did the teacher have anything interesting to
say?”
“Actually, yes. Her father was a fisherman, and her husband died trying to save a woman from a fire.”
“Seriously? Willie, that’s incredible.” She added, “Are you going to talk about it in the report?”
“I don’t know. We already have a lot of compelling stuff.”
“Sure, but one more story couldn’t hurt. Especially one as impressive as hers.”
Willie said no more of Suyin, but could think of nothing else. Julie offered to stay the night, but Willie
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turned her down, suggesting they get a good night’s sleep. As he lay in the empty bed, his thoughts went to
Suyin and whether he would ever see her or her grandmother or her mother or the old caretaker ever again.
The next morning, Wu drove them to the airport. As expected, he gave a dry-eyed farewell, saying only
that he hoped to someday visit the United States. They said their final goodbyes and boarded the plane. As Mr.
Granderson reclined in his seat, Julie turned to Willie.
“This was a productive trip, don’t you think?”
“I believe so,” said Willie as he too lowered the back of his seat. “It all depends on how the folks back
home perceive it. I mean, what’s the point of going if they don’t learn or, worse, even care about what’s going
on here?”
“Well, that all depends on how we frame it, right?”
“What are you, a graduate student?” he said with a smile. “Wake me when we arrive in Japan.”
Julie nodded, and took one last glance out the window. The terminal in the early morning slumbered
in the grey morning, its windows clean and empty. The tarmac was quiet save for the few attendants standing
around, smoking cigarettes and chatting aimlessly. The plane thundered down the runway. Julie stared out the
window as Peking faded from view and the Yellow Sea leaked into the Pacific and all the other bodies of water
where fishermen caught their daily bread and commercial vessels transported their master’s fortunes.

Slickman, Gary. Students march through Amherst, ca. 1970. University Photograph Collection (RG 110-176). Special Collections and University Archives, University of Massachusetts
Amherst Libraries
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Jefferson’s Equality
Inconsistencies
By Thomas Correia

Thomas Jefferson’s own work, accounts from his family, and several sources concerning his relationship with
notions of slavery and equality, show the inconsistencies in Jefferson’s ideas about equality. This can be solved by
classifying them into two spheres: the political and personal. Although it was useful to classify his paradoxes into two
spheres of thought, it became evident that the contradictions were not absolutely confined to them. Even within the
spheres of the political and personal, Jefferson’s ideas and actions concerning equality were not consistent.
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“All men are created equal.” Possibly the most famous and recognizable phrase in American political thought.
Regarded today as a staple to the idea of American freedom and equality of opportunity in American life. However, it is
evident that when Thomas Jefferson wrote these words into the Declaration of Independence his perspective on equality
was not as inclusive as Americans today now understand it to be. Jefferson seems to have been a walking paradox. In
the political sphere he strived for, as he proclaimed in his first inaugural address, “equal and exact justice for all men.”1
In the personal sphere, Jefferson battled internally with the concept of equality when it came to African Americans; not
even being able to show his own alleged children affection because they had been birthed by a slave. Examining Thomas
Jefferson in the political and personal spheres, as well as analyzing the word choice in his writings, produces a picture of
the internal struggle that plagued one of America’s founding fathers.
Jefferson’s political life began at the age of nineteen. He began his practice as a lawyer in Williamsburg Virginia.
Documented as being a thoroughly professional lawyer, Jefferson at a relatively young aged was a respected practitioner.2
On the basis of legal cases in which Jefferson represented slaves suing for their freedom it becomes apparent that he
held some strong antislavery sentiments during his adolescent years and early twenties. During his seven years as a
practicing lawyer, Jefferson argued appeals in six cases which involved a slave suing for freedom.3 What makes the fact
that Jefferson represented slaves in these cases so significant is the means by which he came to be appointed in these
cases. Jefferson took each of these cases pro bono. This means that he decided to represent these slaves without taking
any payment for work. He even went a step further, and in each of the cases he advanced the filing fees and court costs
on account of his clients out of his own pocket.4 Jefferson’s actions suggest that, during his years of early adulthood, he
felt some sort of emotional attachment to those affected by slavery. It is unlikely that he would pay for trials, which he
was more than likely to lose, out of his own pocket if he did not have immense sympathy for those parties he represented.
It is important to note that each of the six clients he represented were of mixed racial descent and not fully black.5 But
even though Jefferson did not represent fully black clients, it is still clear that at this time in his life he was very troubled
by the institution of slavery; seeing blacks as equals, in terms of a human’s right to be free from bondage.
In 1781, in what is now considered his most controversial work, Thomas Jefferson addressed the issue of slaves’
inequality in Notes on Virginia Queries XIV and XVII. These writings were the first time that Jefferson had published his
thoughts on the physical anthropology of blacks. These works bring to light the paradoxical nature of Jefferson’s intellect.
In one view he saw blacks as equals; deserving the human right to freedom. In the other he saw undeniable inequalities
that would prevent blacks from ever integrating into white society.6
It is undeniable that Thomas Jefferson held racist beliefs against black people. It is difficult to understand
the relationship between Jefferson’s attack on slavery in Query XVIII and his racist defense of colonization in Query
XIV.7 In Query XIV, it is clear that Jefferson’s racist ideas stem from the uninformed pseudoscience of his period. An
unquestionable low point in the thought of one of America’s Founding Fathers, Jefferson critiqued the appearance of the
black race quite harshly and makes broad assumptions about the “nature” of black persons. First, pointing out the obvious
distinction of skin color, he considered blacks to be inferior in communicating emotions because of their “immovable
1 Jefferson, Thomas. “First Inaugural Address.” 1801.
2 Merkel, William G. “A Founding Father on Trial: Jefferson’s Rights, Talk, and the Problem of Slavery During the
Revolutionary Period.” SSRN Electronic Journal, 2011. pp. 2.
3 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 3.
4 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 3.
5 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 3.
6 Diggins, John P. “Slavery, Race, and Equality: Jefferson and the Pathos of the Enlightenment.” American Quarterly, vol.
28, no. 2, 1976, p. 224.
7 Rothman, Adam. “Jefferson and Slavery.” Seeing Jefferson Anew in His Time and Ours, University of Virginia Press,
2010, pp. 114.
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black veil.”8 He continued with his critique of African characteristics as lacking beauty, and having inferior hair, a
pungent odor, and over active sweat glands.9 Jefferson, observing a race of people stripped of their culture, education,
and freedoms, also harshly critiqued the intellectual abilities of the black race. “Comparing them by their faculties of
memory, reason, and imagination, it appears to me, that in memory [blacks] are equal to the whites; in reason much
inferior, as I think one could scarcely be found capable of tracing and comprehending the investigations of Euclid; and
that in imagination they are dull, tasteless, and anomalous.”10 Although Jefferson had these negative assumptions about
the black race, he did present a plan in Query XVIII that sympathized with the condition of blacks.
Query XVIII served as Jefferson’s solution to the problem of slavery in America. He clearly considered the status
of blacks as equal to that of all human beings; deserving complete and immediate freedom from slavery.11 Completely
morally opposed to the institution, Jefferson believed that slavery was a moral wrong which he thought would bring about
divine punishment in America. “Indeed I tremble for my country when I reflect that God is just: that his justice cannot
sleep forever: that considering numbers, nature, and natural means only, a revolution of the wheel of fortune, an exchange
of situation, is among possible events: that it may become probable by supernatural interference.”12
Jefferson’s approach to the problem of slavery was shaped by his paradoxical understanding of equality. He
acknowledged the equal right to freedom which blacks deserved, but at the same time believed that there were undeniable
inequalities between the black and white races which would forever prohibit their peaceful existence together. “Nothing
is more certainly written in the book of fate that these people are to be free, nor is it less certain that the two races, equally
free, cannot live in the same government.”13 Jefferson’s solution to the problem of slavery was to create a plan of gradual
emancipation. Beginning with the prohibition of the importation of slaves, Jefferson saw it necessary to prepare slave
children for freedom through education and apprenticeship. The slave children would then be deported to a nation they
could call their own; far detached from America so not to have the means for vengeance, though they indeed would have
had a cause. Ultimately Jefferson wanted to replace the slave population in the America with free white immigrants.14
In the age of the American Revolution, Jefferson was called upon to draft the Declaration of Independence.
Examining the word choice used by Jefferson in the first and final drafts he came up with helps to understand how he may
have reconciled his conflicting internal beliefs on equality. The historian Alexander Boulton argues that, in Jefferson’s
mind, the idea of blacks deserving equal rights while simultaneously being unequivocally inferior to whites was not a
contradiction.15 In the first draft of the Declaration of Independence, Jefferson’s word choice suggests that he did indeed
have a conception of equality based on natural law. Natural law was ironically the same basis for Jefferson’s conception
of the black race as inferior.16 In his first draft Jefferson wrote: “We hold these truths to be sacred and undeniable; that all
men are created equal and independent, that from that equal creation they derive rights inherent and inalienable, among
which are the preservation of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.”17 Boulton suggests that Jefferson drew his ideas
of “equal creation” from possibly his largest intellectual influence, John Locke. In the Second Treatise of Government
Locke wrote, “there is nothing more evident, than that Creatures of the same species and rank promiscuously born to
8 Jefferson, Thomas. “Notes on Virginia.” 1785. pp. 265.
9 Jefferson, Thomas. “Notes on Virginia.” 1785. pp. 265.
10 Jefferson, Thomas. “Notes on Virginia.” 1785. pp. 266. Euclid was the founder of geometry.
11 Jefferson, Thomas. “Notes on Virginia.” 1785. pp. 264.
12 Jefferson, Thomas. “Notes on Virginia.” 1785. pp. 289.
13 Helo, Ari. “Jefferson, Morality, and the Problem of Slavery.” The Mind of Thomas Jefferson, University of Virginia
Press, 2012, pp. 237.
14 Rothman. “Jefferson and Slavery.”, 119.
15 Boulton, Alexander O. “The American Paradox: Jeffersonian Equality and Racial Science.” American Quarterly, vol.
47, no. 3, 1995, p. 467.
16 Boulton. “Paradox.” 471.
17 Jefferson, Thomas. “First Draft of the Declaration of Independence.” 1776.
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all the same advantages of Nature, and the use of the same faculties, should also be equal one amongst another without
Subordination or Subjection.”18 This helps to understand how Jefferson may have justified his contradicting views. He
very well may have used Locke’s principle that everyone should be free from subordination and subjection as his basis
for denouncing slavery. This would not conflict with his idea that, although still reserving the rights bestowed to everyone
upon their “equal creation”, the black race was still naturally inferior to the white race. However, it is important to
note that in the final submission of the Declaration of Independence, Jefferson chose to change the phrasing of the clause
concerning “equal creation.” Choosing to remove specific words shows that Jefferson was conscious of the implications
his words might have on the future of the country. The final submission of the Declaration contained the following
clause: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.”19 The replacement
of “sacred”, “undeniable”, “independent”, and “equal creation” suggests that Jefferson wished to leave this clause
more ambiguous; open to many interpretations.20 This ambiguity would allow future legislators and political thinkers
to justify their interpretations both for and against human equality; keeping in motion the legislative action that holds
the country together, while being able to avoid the problem of equality and human rights. Whether Jefferson included
more ambiguity for this reason is unknown, but would make sense considering he had a vision of gradual, rather than
immediate, emancipation. Writing ambiguity of human equality into the Declaration would allow the nation to adapt at
its own pace.
At the age of forty, Jefferson proposed a Constitution for Virginia in 1783. In his proposal, when laying out the
restricted powers of the General assembly, Jefferson included a radical suggestion concerning the status of slavery in
Virginia. His proposal included an emancipation clause that would have freed all who were born into slavery in the state
after 1800.21 The clause is as follows: “The General assembly shall not have the power to… permit the introduction of
any more slaves to reside in this state, or the continuance of slavery beyond the generation which shall be living on the
31st. day of December 1800; all persons born after that day being hereby declared free.”22 At this time in Jefferson’s life,
he was still pushing for antislavery legislation which suggests that, at least in political and legislative terms, he saw blacks
and whites as equals.
Thomas Jefferson’s political views on slavery and equality for all men seem to reside mainly in his political
sphere. His personal sphere holds a very different image of Jefferson. Throughout his life, Jefferson had been the owner
of several hundred slaves. In direct contradiction to the principles that Jefferson claimed to possess in his political sphere,
he only freed five of the slaves remaining in his possession at the time of his death on July 4, 1826.23 The remainder of
his slaves were sent to the auction block to be sold to the highest bidder. Even the five slaves that Jefferson did free in his
will were only freed because they had a distinct attribute from the rest of his property. These five slaves were all blood
relatives of his deceased wife Martha.24
Another contradiction that Jefferson found himself in was the alleged relationship with one of his slaves, and
late-wife’s half-sister, Sally Hemings. It had been long debated whether this relationship existed and whether the children
that Hemings had were of any relation to Thomas Jefferson. In 1998, the relationship of at least one of Sally Heming’s

18 Boulton. “Paradox.” 471.
19 Jefferson, Thomas. “The Declaration of Independence.” 1776.
20 Boulton. “Paradox.” 472.
21 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 2.
22 Jefferson, Thomas. “Draft of Virginia’s Constitution.” 1783
23 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 1.
24 Merkel. “Founding Father on Trial,” 2.
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children to Jefferson became undeniable. A DNA study was published, genetically linking the two families.25 There
is a possibility that one of Jefferson’s brothers could have fathered the children of Hemings, but it is highly unlikely
considering the numerous sources which contest otherwise.
The memoirs of Madison Hemings serves as a critical source for learning about Jefferson’s relationship with
his slave children. Claiming to have been named by James Madison’s wife and growing up with Thomas Jefferson at
his estate, Madison Hemings also recalled Jefferson’s demeanor towards his half-black children. Remembering what
he could about his father, Hemings wrote, “He was uniformly kind to all about him. He was not in the habit of showing
partiality or fatherly affection to us children. We were the only children of his by a slave woman. He was affectionate
toward his white grandchildren, of whom he had fourteen.”26
If Hemings’ claims are true, then the aspect of Jefferson’s personality geared towards blacks is highlighted.
Jefferson’s apparent lack of affection towards his children who shared black genes hints at regret or shame within Jefferson
about having fathered black children. This demonstrates inequality within Jefferson’s personal sphere. Especially
considering that the reigning narrative today concerning Jefferson’s personal love life is that he had continuous relations,
and possibly even true love, with his slave Sally Hemings.27 Hemings, being a free woman during her time in France,
accompanied Jefferson back to Monticello where she again became a slave. It is unlikely she would have done this
unless they were in a mutual relationship. It would be consistent with Jefferson’s actions that he may have loved and had
children with a slave woman, but not have shown equal affection toward his slave children. But, he did follow through
with his promise to Sally to free any children they had, which he did in his last will and testament.28
By the time that Jefferson would have fathered Sally Hemings’ children, he had already publicly displayed his
beliefs about the natural inferiority of blacks in his Notes on Virginia. Knowing that he held such racist ideas about black
people at that time helps to make sense of his unsympathetic demeanor to the hundreds of slaves that he owned, as well
as the children he was likely father too. It is possible that Jefferson could not let go of the pseudoscience-inspired racism
which he put forth in Notes on Virginia.
It remains uncontested that Thomas Jefferson was one of the most prominent writers and critical political thinkers
in American history. But it is clear that this American founding father and the author of the Declaration of Independence
dealt with internal conflicts concerning equality. It also becomes evident that his conflicting conceptions of equality were
not fully distinguished by his personal and political spheres of thought. In Jefferson’s political sphere he was a defender
of equality among men; supporting slave’s rights to freedom and writing into the Declaration that “all men are created
equal.” But he also saw an entire race of people as being naturally inferior and by definition unequal, publishing this in
Notes on Virginia. In his personal sphere, it is likely that Jefferson had a loving relationship with a slave who he owned.
But he also would not show affection to his alleged children due to their blackness. Thus, it seems that the mind of
Thomas Jefferson can not be absolutely defined by two separate spheres. Although breaking down Jefferson’s thoughts
into the political and personal is useful for understanding his notions of equality, his inconsistencies bleed into the spheres
themselves. His internal battle with conceptions of equality truly highlights the paradoxical nature of one of the nation’s
paramount thinkers.

25 Stanton, Lucia. “The Other End of the Telescope: Jefferson through the Eyes of His Slaves.” The William and Mary
Quarterly, vol. 57, no. 1, 2000, p. 139.
26 Hemings, Madison. “The Memoirs of Madison Hemings.” PBS, Public Broadcasting Service
27 Yarbrough, Jean. “We’ll Always Have Paris.” Architect of American Liberty, vol. 17, no. 4, 2017.
28 Yarbrough, “Paris”.
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The Family Business
How Political Dynasties Function in the United States
Senate
By Katherine Esten

Political families, or political dynasties, have existed in the United States Senate throughout American
history. Despite changes in the electoral process through the passage of the 17th Amendment, political dynasties
have remained prominent in American politics. The strength of political dynasties lies in the narrative the family
presents. In early senatorial history, the narrative was framed by existing intra-state influence and patterns
of class. However, after the introduction of popular election, the success of dynastic candidates ultimately
depends on their ability to shape the narrative their family presents. Incorporating critical accounts of political
dynasties both before and after the 17th Amendment, this paper argues that the creation and destruction of
political dynasties in the modern era lies entirely in the hands of the voters and the narrative they are presented.
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The office of United States Senator should be merited, and not inherited,” Edward J. McCormack
argued in the Democratic Primary Debate in the 1962 Massachusetts US Senate Special Election. Claiming that
his opponent’s candidacy would be considered “a joke” if it weren’t for his last name, McCormack continued,
“But nobody’s laughing, because his name is not Edward Moore. It’s Edward Moore Kennedy.”1
Despite McCormack’s accusations of entitlement against him, Edward Moore Kennedy went on to win
the Democratic primary in a landslide. Later, he would triumph in the general election, and serve forty-seven
years in the United States Senate. While Kennedy found his last name being credited for his victory, he wasn’t
alone in facing allegations of dynastic politics. Federal legislature has seen over 700 families in which two or
more members have served since 1774. This accounts for 1,700 of the 10,000 men and women elected.2 While
dynastic politics may hint at aristocratic tradition within American democracy, changes in political procedure
reflect the true power behind dynastic families- not corruptive influence, but temporary control of the narrative.
For this essay, a “political dynasty” is defined as a system in which multiple members of the same
family serve in the same level of government. A political dynasty does not have to be simultaneous service
or service from the same region, and the members can be related either by blood or marriage. Further, this
analysis is limited to the upper branch of the United States Senate, excluding the United States House of
Representatives. Due to their longer terms (six years versus two years) and their more concentrated individual
role in the government, Senators are better able to establish the power and influence necessary to support
generations of a political dynasty.3 This trend is supported by research in the field of dynastic politics, with 13.5
percent of senators having come from dynastic families, in comparison to only 7.7 percent of representatives.4
Within the Senate, the analysis of dynastic politics can largely be divided into two eras: before and
after the 17th Amendment. Prior to the passage of the 17th Amendment in 1913, Senators were appointed by
the legislature of a given state; this was changed to permit the popular election of senators by the citizens of a
respective state. The appointment by state legislatures, as explained by the authors of the Federalist Papers,
gave state governments “such an agent in the formation of the federal government” that it would “form a
convenient link between the two systems.”5 In practice, the appointment by state legislatures was a slowmoving process taking place largely within the caucuses of the political parties. With few exceptions, senators
were existing members of the state legislature, or prominent citizens of the state.6 In order to be appointed in
the pre-17th Amendment era, control of the narrative was holding intra-state influence among political elites,
and a level of class often originating from birth.
The patterns of class and intra-state influences were major elements of pre-1913 political dynastic
families, as represented by the Bayard political family of Delaware. Five members of the Bayard family served
as U.S. Senators from Delaware, during a span from 1789 until 1929. Started by James A. Bayard, the Bayard
1 Neil Swidey, “Chapter 2: The Youngest Brother: Turbulence and Tragedies Eclipse Early Triumphs,” Boston Globe,
(February 2009).
2 Stephen Hess, “Political Dynasties: An American Tradition,” Brookings, July 28, 2016.
3 Staff, “Dynasties,” The Economist. April 18, 2015.
4 Christopher Ingraham, “Family dynasties: How power begets power in Congress,” The Washington Post. April 29, 2014.
5 “The Federalist No. 62.” The Federalist #62.
6 Wendy Schiller and Charles Stewart III, Electing the Senate: Indirect Democracy Before the Seventeenth Amendment.
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2014).
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family was prominent in statewide Delaware politics throughout the 19th century.7 By the time Thomas F.
Bayard was born in 1828, into what became the fourth generation, the family was very wealthy.8 Thomas
enjoyed a very privileged upbringing, receiving education at private academies in Wilmington and New York
City as a child. Before he was twenty, his father helped him secure a job in a Philadelphia banking firm. A
few years later, Thomas returned to Delaware to study as a lawyer. In 1851, the same year his father became
a senator, Thomas was admitted to the bar. Thomas quickly rose in Delaware legal society. After two years
practicing law, Thomas was appointed as the U.S. Attorney General in Delaware by newly elected Democratic
president, Franklin Pierce. Establishing his own law firm in Philadelphia, Thomas temporarily left the federal
government, until 1858. Thomas attended several Democratic conventions with his father and became known
as a staunch opponent of Republican President, Abraham Lincoln. Thomas was appointed to his father’s, James
A. Bayard Jr.’s, seat in 1869 to little opposition. Thomas quickly rose as a prominent Democratic legislator
in the post-Civil War government, heading the anti-Reconstruction movement. Arguably the most prominent
member of the Bayard political dynasty, Thomas made multiple bids for the presidency, established himself
within the Democratic leadership, and served as the Secretary of State under President Garfield.9 Thomas’ rise
and success inevitably built off the early advantages of political grooming within his family.
The Frelinghuysen family of New Jersey was another example of a political dynasty in the 19th century,
sending four members to the U.S. Senate. Frederick Theodore Frelinghuysen was raised by his uncle, Senator
Theodore Frelinghuysen, who in turn had been raised by his own father and Frederick T.’s namesake, Frederick
Frelinghuysen. Upon reaching adulthood, Senator Theodore Frelinghuysen aided his nephew in acquiring
connections in the state’s commerce community, and eventually, establish a career in law.10 Frederick T.
Frelinghuysen became a prominent citizen within New Jersey, and was appointed to his first political office
in 1871, as a U.S. Senator and served until 1881, when he was appointed Secretary of State under President
Chester Alan Arthur.11 Frederick T. Frelinghuysen’s great-grandson, Henry Cabot Lodge Jr., later served as a
U.S. Senator from Massachusetts, representing a convergence of two powerful political families, the Cabot
Lodges and the Frelinghuysens.12
The rise of Thomas Bayard shared many similarities with the rise of Frederick T. Frelinghuysen,
especially in the established patterns of class and intra-state influence. In fact, their relative prominence prior
to gaining office is directly drawn from the early advantages their upper-class birth provided. Raised within
social circles well-acquainted with political leaders, children of political dynasties were more likely to have
access to careers in commerce or law. These careers, which Thomas and Frederick both participated in, were
common launchpads to political careers. Dynastic politicians would also provide for the continuance of their
7 Joseph Gaston Baillie Bulloch, A History and Genealogy of the Families of Bayard, Houstoun of Georgia: and the
Descent of the Bolton Family from Assheton, Byon and Hulton of Hulton Park (Salem: Higginson Book Company, 1997).
8 Charles Callan Tansill, The Congressional Career of Thomas F. Bayard, (Washington, D.C.: Georgetown University
Press, 1946).
9 Tansill, The Congressional Career of Thomas F. Bayard.
10 Staff, “Frederick Frelinghuysen. Ex-President of Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Company Dies” New York Times.
January 2, 1924.
11 Staff, “G.G. Frelinghuysen Dies. Son of Arthur’s Secretary Of State Was Lawyer”. New York Times, April 22, 1936.
12 Hugh Chisholm, “Frelinghuysen, Frederick Theodore,” in Encyclopaedia Britannica (11th ed.) (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1911)
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family by circumstance. Traveling in the same social circles, politicians were more likely to marry other
members of the political upper class.13 While it is true that social mobility existed within the United States,
senators of the 19th century commonly came from established upper-class origins.14 Members of the Senate
during this time generally did not find themselves in the Senate chamber as a result of legislative prowess or
individual qualifications, even if they were held. Instead, class circumstances and intra-state influence were
more influential in the families’ control and establishment of political dynasties.
But if there are explanations as to why certain families have gravitated towards political life, their
continued success after the passage of the 17th Amendment is less clear. In 1913, when the amendment passed,
dynastic politics was at an all-time high, with nearly twenty-five percent of Senators coming from dynastic
families.15 The American people saw the Senate as a monument to inefficiency and corruption. Forcing the
appointees through party caucuses often created deadlocks in the state legislature, delaying representation
in the Senate.16 By the early twentieth century, Progressive Era populists professed that senatorial elections
were “bought and sold” rather than based on competence, though little contemporary evidence supported this
claim.17 Supporters of the 17th Amendment sought to displace what was seen as a “millionaire’s club” in the
Senate, and remove powerful private interests by shifting to the direct election of senators. Following the
Amendment’s passage in 1913, there was a noticeable and sudden decrease in the percentage of dynastic
politicians. However, this decline stagnated with approximately ten percent of senators consistently having
come from dynastic families throughout the modern era of the Senate.18 This statistic reflects an essential fact of
the modern Senate: voters are voluntarily supporting political dynasties. While the 17th Amendment attempted
to create a legal barrier to a political class, it indirectly led to the creation of a fluid political class. Within this,
candidates from dynastic families are challenged to individualize themselves, but can potentially benefit from
the legacy of their predecessors.
For non-dynastic candidates in a political race, name recognition is among the largest challenge. For
dynastic candidates, existing name recognition serves as both a benefit and a burden. When Al Gore, Jr. ran for
the U.S. Senate in Tennessee in 1984, he was astutely aware of the power of his last name. His father, Al Gore
Sr. had served as a Democratic senator from the state from 1953 to 1971, and had remained popular within the
state.19 Early coverage of Al Gore Jr.’s campaign pointed to his growing up in political influence, like visiting
his father’s Senate office, interacting with visiting dignitaries in the family home, and playing a prominent role
on his father’s campaigns in 1958 and 1964. When the younger Gore prepared for his campaign announcement,
his father was among the first he told. The elder Gore, still a popular figure in the state, immediately offered to
campaign on behalf of his son. In response, the younger Gore refused, saying it would take away his legitimacy

13 Hess “Political Dynasties: An American Tradition.”
14 “Social Stratification and Mobility in the United States.” Social Stratification and Mobility in the United States,
Introduction to Sociology.
15 Ingraham, “Family dynasties: How power begets power in Congress.”
16 Jay S. Bybee, “Ulysses at the Mast: Democracy, Federalism, and the Sirens’ Song of the Seventeenth Amendment.”
(Northwestern University Law Review, 1997).
17 Bybee, “Ulysses at the Mast: Democracy, Federalism, and the Sirens’ Song of the Seventeenth Amendment.”
18 Ingraham, “Family dynasties: How power begets power in Congress.”
19 Bill Turque, Inventing Al Gore (Boston: Mariner Books, 2000).
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as a candidate. “I must become my own man,” Gore explained, “I must not be your candidate.”20 For Al Gore
Jr., the desire to be considered an independent and authentic candidate gained priority over acknowledging any
advantage his family may have given him, being raised within politics.
While it is difficult to define the Gore family as a true, multigenerational dynasty, their short dominance
in government is reflective of the fluidity of modern politics. Campaigning on behalf of a legacy is rarely
successful, as it invites constant comparison and a lack of individual credit for success. A decade later, Lincoln
Chafee became a case example of the failure to achieve individualization. In 1999, longtime Rhode Island
Senator John Chafee declared he would not be running for reelection for the seat he had held since 1976.21 Upon
the announcement, his son, Lincoln Chafee, who was then-mayor of Warwick, RI, declared his candidacy for
the seat. John Chafee died in late 1999, while the campaign for his replacement was ongoing. Governor Lincoln
Almond of Rhode Island appointed the younger Chafee to complete his father’s term, while still campaigning
for the seat. The appointment provided “a critical boost” to Lincoln Chafee’s campaign, and Chafee won a full
Senate term in 2000.22 However, his years in office brought frequent comparisons to his father. Considered
an “affable fellow” that “lacked his father’s gravitas,”23contemporaries considered Chafee to operate within
the shadow of his father. He never gained political independence while in the Senate and lost his reelection in
2006. The branding integral to the modern political dynasty played a significant role in the campaigns of Gore
and Chafee. With their last names already well established in the state, the candidates benefitted from near
universal name recognition. However, they faced difficulty in establishing their own platform. Instead, the sons
essentially started their political careers off what their fathers had completed. Al Gore Jr. eventually surpassed
his father and gained independence, but Lincoln Chafee was never seen as leaving his father’s shadow.
The role of name-branding in American politics was examined in Frank Popper’s 2006 documentary,
“Can Mr. Smith Get to Washington Anymore?” which followed Jeff Smith’s grassroots 2004 congressional
campaign in Missouri.24 Running against a member of a prominent political family in the state, Smith said
that political dynasties give candidates “near universal name identification,” a “huge rolodex,” and a “huge
understanding of how politics works.” He questioned, “Are any of these skills necessary to become a great public
servant? No, but if you understand the game, you may end up spending less time banging your head against
the wall learning how things work.”25 Smith’s synthesis of the advantages gained by dynastical candidates
emphasizes how voters are exposed far more to political families rather than newcomers.
While some 20th-century candidates, like Al Gore Jr., avoided any comparison with his family,
a significant deviation from this trend exists. The Kennedy family of Massachusetts instead embraced the
strength of a family legacy, an allowance permitted due to prominence. Almost continuously from 1952 to
2009, a Kennedy brother served in the United States Senate. The first Kennedy to serve as senator, John F.
Kennedy, ran in 1952 with the aid of his family, encouraging association with his grandfather, John Fitzgerald,

2001).

20 “Albert A. Gore, Jr., 45th Vice President (1993-2001).” U.S. Senate: Albert A. Gore, Jr., 45th Vice President (199321Staff. “Funeral held for Rhode Island Sen. John Chafee”. CNN. October 30, 1999.
22Shailagh. Murray, “A Republican on the Edge.” The Washington Post. April 14, 2006.
23 Murray, “A Republican on the Edge.”
24 “Can Mr. Smith Get to Washington Anymore?,” Our Films, PBS.
25 Mahtesian, Charles. “The United States of Dynasty: Boom Times For Political Families.” NPR. July 18, 2013.
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a popular Boston mayor and congressman, as well as his father, Joseph P. Kennedy, a former ambassador.26
His younger brothers, Robert and Edward, played an active role in his campaign. After John F. Kennedy won
the presidency in 1960, the family moved to support his brother Edward M. Kennedy in a run for the vacant
Senate seat. While criticized for not holding previous elected office, and running on name alone, Edward took
advantage of his family’s prominence in the state by tying his campaign to the liberal policies of his brother and
the new presidential administration.27 Edward M. Kennedy, one of three brothers to serve in the U.S. Senate,
ran his first race with no previous elected experience, and won- a victory that was largely credited to admiration
of his older brother, then-President John F. Kennedy, and respect for his family within the state.28 During the
campaign, Edward shied away from complete dependence on his name recognition, but did not hold back from
allowing his mothers and sisters campaigning for him as they had done for John29
After John F. Kennedy was assassinated in 1963, Robert Kennedy joined Edward in the Senate as
a Senator from New York, in 1964, despite having little previous association with the state. His opponent,
incumbent Republican Senator Kenneth Keating, labeled Kennedy a carpetbagger, and accused him of taking
advantage of his national profile from his brother’s administration. Robert Kennedy asserted, “I like to be
involved in politics. I like to be involved in government. I’ve been in politics all my life. I would like to remain
in government. I don’t think that’s so sinister.”30
In the wake of their brother’s death, Robert and Edward took advantage of their roles in the Senate
to John F. Kennedy’s unfinished legislation. In Edward M. Kennedy’s maiden speech on the Senate floor, he
invoked his brother’s support of the concerned Civil Rights bill, saying that “No memorial, oration, or eulogy
could more eloquently honor” his brother than the passage of the bill “for which he fought so long.”31 Similarly,
Robert Kennedy spoke at the 1964 Democratic National Convention to urge support for progressive measures
in memory of his brother. In what became known as his “Stars” speech, Robert emphasized how important it
had been to his brother “that there were thousands of people” who were “dedicated to certain principles and to
certain ideals.”32 Robert later clarified the statement to include issues such as Social Security, minimum wage,
civil rights, and other progressive legislation. Noting that the country cannot just look back to the President
they have lost, Robert pushed the Democratic Party to continue these reforms with the same vigor under
President Johnson.33
Years later, Robert Kennedy also invoked his brother’s legacy to empathize with citizens after the
assassination of Martin Luther King Jr., on April 4, 1968. Speaking to angry citizens “filled with hatred and
distrust at the injustice of such an act,” Robert Kennedy admitted having similar feelings when he “had a
member of his family killed.” Speaking from his own experience, Robert encouraged the country to “go beyond

26 “Rose Kennedy speaks at a Tea, 1952,” John F. Kennedy Presidential Library and Museum.
27 Ed Hornick, “Ted Kennedy, ‘Lion of the Senate,’ helped shape American politics.” CNN. August 27, 2009.
28 Hornick, “Ted Kennedy, ‘Lion of the Senate.”
29 Politics, and MTP Film Festival with AFI. “MTP at 70: Before the Senate, JFK Makes His Debut.” NBCNews.com.
November 8, 2017.
30 “Robert F. Kennedy.” John F. Kennedy Presidential Library and Museum. Accessed January 18, 2018.
31 Team, CDM Web Strategy. “First Floor Speech - tedkennedy.” In His Own Words | Edward M. Kennedy. July 24, 2017.
32 “Robert F. Kennedy Speeches.” John F. Kennedy Presidential Library and Museum, Accessed January 18, 2018.
33 “Robert F. Kennedy Speeches.”
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these rather difficult times,” and work in King’s memory.34 Robert and Edward both recognized the inherent
power of their brother’s and their own name during emotional, political, turbulent times.
Robert Kennedy, while campaigning for the presidency in 1968, was tragically assassinated just as his
brother had been. Robert Kennedy’s supporters, searching for a standard bearer with similar ideals, started a
“Draft Ted” movement, urging Edward to take the nomination in memory of his brother.35 Eventual nominee
Hubert Humphrey even considered adding Edward to the ticket as the vice-presidential candidate, to draw out
supporters of John and Robert.36 Instead, Edward insisted that he would remain in the Senate where he felt he
could best serve the legacy of his family.37
Edward was seen as “The Last Link to Camelot,” a reference to the presidency of his brother, John
F. Kennedy. With steadfast dedication to the great idealism the brothers had been known for, and persistence
through the great tragedies of their assassinations, Edward and the Kennedy family became a representation
of the sacrifice that families make for public service.38 By serving longer than either of his brothers, Edward’s
public service record was incomparable to his brothers in terms of policy. Instead, Edward embraced his role
in preserving the legacy of his family. At the 2000 Democratic National Primary, Edward Kennedy spoke on
behalf of his family while endorsing the nominee, Al Gore Jr. Reminiscing upon John F. Kennedy’s presidency,
Edward declared that John would be proud of “Al Gore and the party” in facing a “new frontier.”39 Edward
even called to mind his work with the elder Al Gore on Medicare, an initiative started by John F. Kennedy that
was embraced by the younger Al Gore.40 Through characterizing his support in language associated with his
brother, Edward embraced the idea of a political dynasty. In his view, he was not amassing power, but fulfilling
an unfinished promise.
The Kennedy family capitalized on the popularity of their members to gain control of the narrative.
To a lesser degree, the Gore and Chafee families sought a similar control over voters’ perception of them. The
importance of narrative control, while existing prior to the 17th Amendment, gains dominance in the modern
era. Acknowledging they are part of dynasties, candidates must portray themselves in a manner that might
appeal directly to candidates. Voters may afford them the opportunity to govern, but only if this narrative is
successful. While Kennedy gained recognition as a “legacy holder,” and Gore received credit as an “independent
candidate,” Chafee suffered endless comparison and was never judged on his own merits.
With the ability to vote for senators, the people of the United States have allowed a political class to
be created, but it is a temporary control. The power of dynastic families is not guaranteed. If a political family
loses control of their narrative through questionable actions, the voters will gain retribution through populism.
Addressing the question of how voters react to political dynasties, Charles Mahtesian of NPR noted that when
the Governor of Alaska, Frank Murkowski, appointed his daughter, Lisa, to the United States Senate, he
“sparked a backlash” that led to his own defeat in his primary for reelection in 2006.41 This instance represents
34 “Robert Kennedy: Delivering News of King’s Death.” NPR. April 04, 2008.
35 David Greenberg, “A lesson for Obama from 1968.” Slate Magazine, June 04, 2008.
36 Staff. “Ted Kennedy Vice President Run 1968.” Newsweek. March 13, 2010.
37 Hornick, “Ted Kennedy, ‘Lion of the Senate’”
38 Hornick, “Ted Kennedy, ‘Lion of the Senate’”
39 Edward Kennedy “Speech to the Democratic Convention.” The New York Times. August 14, 2000.
40 Kennedy, “Speech to the Democratic Convention.”
41 Mahtesian, “The United States Of Dynasty: Boom Times For Political Families.”
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the fragile control political dynasties have in the modern era, ruling with permission of the people.
Prior to the 17th Amendment, control of the narrative only meant that power was derived from intrastate control and existing influence. In the modern era, dynastic candidates are constantly forced to maintain
control of this narrative, leading to an incredibly fluid political class. While in one generation, a political dynasty
might hold incredible amounts of power, their control will inevitably decline in the long-run, emphasizing the
inherent equality in American politics. How long a dynastic family lasts is dependent on their control of the
narrative, even more so due to the 17th Amendment. The creation and destruction of political dynasties is
entirely in the hands of the voters, and the narrative they are presented.
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Fool’s Gold
Comparing Two Political and Economic Crises in Brazilian History
By Carrie Katan

This paper’s goal is to compare and contrast the political and economic crisis that affected the Brazilian military dictatorship from the late 1970’s to mid 1980’s to the political and economic crisis currently
affecting Brazil in order to get a better idea of what may be the political effects of the current crisis. This paper
argues that both the current crisis and the one under the dictatorship stem from similar causes. It also argues
that Brazilian democracy, much like the military dictatorship before it, risks being fatally undermined politically by an economic crisis it is responsible for.
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Whether a member of a poor nation’s elite desires economic growth for the sake of the poor or the good
of the nation, or, far more likely, to stay in power, the elite want economic growth as soon as possible. But
this headlong rush into a prosperous future is not easy to carry out and cannot be sustained for long unbroken
stretches of time. Often instead of dealing with major issues in the economy, elites will continue down an unsustainable path only worsening the inevitable economic, and often associated political, crisis. Brazil has been
down this route multiple times in recent history, the two most recent times under a decade’s long military dictatorship stretching from 1964 to 1985 and under a string of Workers Party lead government from 2003 to 2016.
Both the Workers Party and the military dictatorship embraced similar economic programs, a rapid buildup in
debt, unwillingness (or inability) to change in the face of a changing economic situations, and ineffectual state
involvement in the economy particularly relating to State Owned Enterprises, in hopes to protect their hold on
power only to cause a major economic and political crisis in Brazil.
Both the military and the Workers Party governments ran Brazil for well over a decade while never seriously deviating from the economic strategies they began with, regardless of whether they still made economic
sense or not. In 1964 the Brazilian Military toppled democratically elected President João Goulart largely to
stop the President from enacting left-wing economic reforms. After the military took power it spent a few years
employing an economic strategy called “shock therapy” restricting the money supply causing a recession but
bringing inflation down.1 After 1969 the military government began an economic policy it’s predecessors would
continue until the 1980s encouraging the creation and growth of State Owned Enterprises or S.O.E.s , funding
aggressive industrialization programs through debt, keeping economic growth high, and focusing on increasing
exports. These policies worked rather well in the early years, producing 11.5% average yearly growth between
1968 and 1973 without triggering high levels of inflation leading some observers to call this “The Brazilian
Miracle”. However, the oil crisis of 1973 and 1979 each made this economic strategy less and less practical by
depressing the economies of export markets, stoking inflation, and increasing the cost of borrowing. Instead of
changing course and reverting to the deeply unpopular “shock therapy” strategy they had successfully used to
control inflation in the late 1960s the Brazilian government borrowed more money to try to industrialize even
faster. Continuing this push until it was left with the highest debt of any developing economy, high inflation,
and an inability to borrow more money putting them at the mercy of the demands of the International Monetary
Fund.2 Decades later the Workers Party would make the same mistake of keeping an economic model for longer
than it was useful. After President Lula was elected into office in 2003 as a candidate of the Workers Party, his
government slowly and tentatively moved away from the fiscally tight policies of the preceding government.
Instituting a variety of programs to develop the country and deal with poverty. This caused government expenditures to steadily rise from 29 billion U.S. dollars in the 4th Quarter of 2003 to 52 billion dollars into the
4th quarter of 2008. At the same time the level of debt relative to GDP did not change significantly because the
Brazilian economy was expanding from under one trillion U.S. dollars in 2003 to over two and a half trillion

1 Joel Wolfe, “Military Dictatorship and The Economic Miracle” Lecture for History of Modern Brazil 359 Umass
Amherst, Amherst, Massachusetts, November 13th, 2017, Accessed November 13, 2017.
2 Antonio de Souza Aguiar Marco, et al. “Economic Dictatorship versus Democracy in Brazil.” Latin American
Perspectives, vol. 11, no. 1 (1984): 13–25. www.jstor.org/stable/2633263.
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in 2011.3 The high cost of commodities on the international market including many Brazilian exports, notably
soybeans, petroleum, and iron ore, played a large part in this economic growth. This model of high government
spending propped up by a growing economy and high commodity prices managed to make Brazil “one of the
last to go into recession in 2008 and one of the first out in 2009” according to The Economist.4 However the
period of high commodity prices and a rapidly growing Brazilian economy disappeared in the early 2010’s with
oil, soybean, coffee, and iron ore prices all falling. Instead of cutting back, government spending continued to
increase at a similar rate as it had when there were more favorable economic conditions. This caused the federal
debt to increase by 16% of GDP between 2014 and 2016. At the same time state debt climbed as the federal
government under President Rousseff, a member of the Workers Party and Lula’s chosen successor, failed to
enforce rules on fiscal spending for states. Not only did Rousseff continue her predecessor’s policies, but she
also pushed for populist measures like price controls and low interest rates that reduced business confidence
and hurt consumers with inflation. President Rousseff, much like the leadership in the later years of the military
dictatorship, not only stayed with an economic system designed for a different world economy, but pushed it
further making the following economic contraction worse.5 Once again the leaders of Brazil had found an economic policy that worked well at first but stuck to it far too long, causing both governments to fall in tandem
with the economic policies they were unwilling to deviate from.
Another issue both governments shared is that connections between business and government caused
major issues, this is and was especially true for State Owned Enterprises. The State Owned Enterprises, S.O.E.s,
the military government created either failed or delivered a return on invested government funds after the dictatorship had fallen. The military government did not introduce S.O.E.s to Brazil, what it did do was drastically
increase their number, adding 231 S.O.E.’s from 1966 to 1973 compared with the 40 that had existed around
the time the military took power.6 Between the late 1960’s and early 1980’s the percent of revenue generated
by manufacturing S.O.E.’s as a total of the revenue of the biggest 500 companies in Brazil grew from 15%
to around half. Their increased size and number however did not mean S.O.E. were economically successful.
Some of these S.E.O.s were out right failures, Nuclebrás, in charge of developing nuclear power in Brazil
poured billions of dollars into constructing two nuclear reactors that produce a small amount of intermittent
power. As a whole Brazilian S.O.E.’s also did not escape the common international tendency of S.O.E.’s to be
less willing to lay off workers in bad economic conditions compared to private companies leading to inefficient
overstaffing. Some Brazilian S.O.E.s were referred to as “pockets of competence” or “pockets of efficiency”
but that saying by itself implies that effective S.O.E.s were not the norm. The companies that the dictatorship
bankrupted itself funding that did pay off in the long run only did so too late to save the dictatorship’s finances.
Embraer made aircraft and was protected by the Air Force but the business would only become successful in
the 1990s. Petrobras increased Brazil’s oil output starting in the 1980’s by expanding deep sea oil drilling, a
Brazil.

3 “Brazil Economic Indicators.” TheGlobalEconomy.com, accessed November 5, 2017, www.theglobaleconomy.com/

4 “Lula’s Legacy.” The Economist, September 30, 2010, https://www.economist.com/node/17147828.
5 Kimberly Amadeo, “How to Ruin an Emerging Market Success Story.” The Balance, October 25, 2016, https://www.
thebalance.com/brazil-s-economy-3306343.
6 Luciana De Souza Leão, “Bringing Historical Sociology and Path-Dependence Together: A Case Study of the Brazilian
Political Economy (1930-2000).” Historical Social Research/Historische Sozialforschung, vol. 38, no. 2 (2013):172–196, www.
jstor.org/stable/24145481.

54

University of Massachusetts Amherst Undergraduate History Journal

technically challenging objective, but again the benefits from large amounts of investment needed to tap that
oil would only come later.7 Either the time delay or the entire lack of an adequate return on capital invested in
State Owned Enterprises would help lurch the military dictatorship into its fatal economic situation.
The Workers Party government, instead of causing issues by incurring too much debt pushing S.O.E.s
experienced difficulties because it was caught using Petrobras, the national oil company and by far the most important S.O.E. in Brazilian history, as a source of illegal funds. The Workers Party, and later on with its ally the
PMDB, initiated a major political and economic crisis by doing two things. The first was to appoint directors
of the state oil company Petrobras who would buy overpriced goods and services from contractors in return for
bribes which were then sent to the governing coalition. The second action was largely taken under the Rousseff
administration which was to hand far more power to prosecutors allowing them to more aggressively go after
corruption. These two actions resulted in what amounted to massive purge of the highest ranks of the Brazilian political and business elites taking out C.E.O.’s, politicians, and indirectly leading to the impeachment of
Rousseff. The purge was powerful enough to eliminate entire companies, including Odebrecht a construction
company involved with bribing Petrobras costing 100,000 jobs at a time of rising unemployment. Another
effect of the anti-corruption campaign is that it became harder to pass laws since Brazilian system of government is dependent upon coalitions which are historically kept together by bribery. By taking away the capacity
for governments to give coalition partners massive bribes it hurt any government’s ability to pass legislation
hampering any attempt to reform the economy to avoid or escape a crisis.8 The government’s effectiveness at
dealing with the economic crisis was also hampered by the distraction caused by the power struggle between
the Rousseff administration and members of Congress, many of them angered by the threat to their power the
anti-corruption campaign signified, ending with the protracted impeachment of Rousseff. In the long term,
assuming the current system of government survives and Rousseff’s successors don’t hamper the law enforcement agencies involved in anti-corruption, the anti-corruption drive triggered by Rousseff should have positive
economic consequences since eliminating corruption could open up markets to newcomers and remove a drain
on business and government money.9 However much like the successes of S.O.E.s after the military dictatorship, the long term benefits will come too late to save the Workers Party’s control over the government. At the
moment the Workers Party needed to be most effective to deal with the problems of debt and low commodity
prices it was fatally weakened by a massive corruption scandal of its own making; made possible because of
the interconnectedness of the State Owned Enterprises and the government.
Outside of State Owned Enterprises the military government had other organizations and programs to
sink borrowed money into in the name of building up the nation, with questionable results. One of these, Proalcool, a program that spent 30 billion dollars over two decades to support ethanol powered cars, despite ethanol
only being competitive during periods of unusually high gas prices. Much like some S.O.E.s, the Proalcool
7 Ben Ross Schneider, “The developmental state in Brazil: comparative and historical perspectives.” Revista de Economia
Política, vol. 35, no. 1, (2015): 114–132, doi:10.1590/0101-31572015v35n01a07.
8 Vanessa Barbara, “Opinion | In Brazil, a New Nostalgia for Military Dictatorship.” The New York Times, May 3, 2016,
www.nytimes.com/2016/05/03/opinion/in-brazil-a-new-nostalgia-for-military-dictatorship.html.
9 Marina Lopes and Nick Miroff, “A Corruption Scandal Wrecked Brazil’s Economy. Now, Workers Face the
Consequences.” The Washington Post, June 19, 2017, https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/the_americas/a-corruption-scandalwrecked-brazils-economy-now-workers-face-the-consequences/2017/06/16/a2be0faa-505b-11e7-b74e-0d2785d3083d_story.
html?noredirect=on&utm_term=.f0b5f22ab3f1.
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program is paying off economically now due to the high gas prices of the 21st Century but the benefits are
coming in decades after the fall of the dictatorship.10 The government also sank massive amounts of money
into producing durable consumer goods, resulting in new problems due to poor planning. For example the
government encouraged the production of cars without upgrading the transportation network to function with
a higher number of vehicles on the road.11 Brazilian economic policies also turned Brazil into an oil importer
in the 1970’s causing the oil shocks of that decade to hit the Brazilian economy harder than they would have
otherwise. Other major misallocation of resources included building a new railroad when repairing an old one
would have been cheaper and building more power generating capacity than the country was projected to need
till the year 2000. One of the Ministers of Social Welfare late in the military dictatorship Mr. Beltrao said of
the technocratic central planners they were “dominated by the fascinating exercise of abstract planning, by the
optical illusion of centralized decisions and macroeconomic theories, by the rapture of important and sophisticated decisions, incompatible with our reality and the reality of our modest standards and the incomes of our
people.’’.12 What central planners thought in Brazil was a common for many in their positions, they believed
they could industrialize their nation under their wise leadership at breakneck speed and in their arrogance they
made expensive miscalculations which in this case would help bring down the dictatorship.
Compared to the Generals the leadership of the Workers Party spent government funds more efficiently
with the exception of money lost to corruption (see above), the large amount of money wasted on hosting international sporting events, and under Lula’s successor Dilma Rousseff. Hosting the Olympics is almost always a
money sink costing far more revenue than it generates, the only recent exception to this rule being Barcelona
in 1992.13 While the full economic cost of the Olympics is still not clear what is clear is Brazil spent far more
to prepare the games than and it can hope to get back. Hopes that the games would raise Brazil’s standing in
the world were dashed since the the games instead highlighted it’s descent into crisis. The World Cup is often
also an economic mistake and looks to be in Brazil’s case but to a lesser degree than the Olympics.14 Like the
Generals, President Lula did use the government to invest in projects saying at the end of his term “Wherever
you go in Brazil you will see work financed by the federal government,” including schools, power stations,
rail lines, and sanitation systems. But evidence suggests a far more sound development policy than the military’s technocrats pushed. Poverty fell from 26.7 percent in 2002 to 15.3 in 2009, average schooling become
two years longer, and the country saw a reduction income inequality all without increasing the debt relative to
G.D.P..15 This defendable economic management ended during Demila Rousseff’s presidency as she pushed
more populist measures like price controls, cutting taxes while raising spending, and encouraging more lending. While these measures could win short term popular support, they lowered government’s revenues while
increasing expenses and fueling inflation. Rousseff also lost by these and other actions the business confidence
10 Schneider, “The developmental state in Brazil:”, 123.
11 Marco, “Economic Dictatorship versus Democracy in Brazil.”, 15-15.
12 Peter T. Kilborn, “BRAZIL’S ECONOMIC ‘MIRACLE’ AND ITS COLLAPSE.” The New York Times, November 25,
1983, www.nytimes.com/1983/11/26/business/brazil-s-economic-miracle-and-its-collapse.html?pagewanted=all&mcubz=1.
13 Andrew Zimbalist, “3 Reasons Why Hosting the Olympics Is a Loser’s Game.” The Atlantic, July 23, 2012, https://
www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2012/07/3-reasons-why-hosting-the-olympics-is-a-losers-game/260111/.
14 Tim Vickery, “Football World Cup: Is It Worth the Expense of Hosting? - BBC Sport.” BBC News, December 31, 2014,
accessed December 4, 2017, https://www.bbc.com/sport/football/30642071.
15 “Lula’s Legacy.”
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that Lula had worked hard to build between the Workers Party and business leaders leading rating agencies to
lower the value of Brazilian debt making it harder to borrow.16 What multiple administrations had worked since
the 1980’s to build up, a sound fiscal and monetary policy that would inspire internal and external business
conference about Brazil Rousseff undid in a little over one term in office.
The answer the question of why both the Workers Party and the military behaved so irresponsibly and
why that behavior got worse and not better with time is that political weakness caused them to adopt and stay
with their economic model. The military did not switch to debt fueled industrialization of Brazil from its shock
therapy approach in the late 1960’s because the economic situation had changed rapidly, instead it came from
the fact the political situation in Brazil was unfavorable to the military. While shock therapy brought down inflation it also resulted in the closing thousands of business and dissent from student, workers, and businessmen
which posed a serious threat to the survival of the regime.17 That is why when a decade later when shock therapy could have reduced inflation and put the economy on a more sustainable path the military instead doubled
down on debt fueled industrialization.18 The Brazilian military also was in the unusual position of knowing that
they would not be in power forever since through the policy of decompression they planned to slowly hand
power back to civilian control, this meant that the Brazilian military did not have to keep the economy going
forever just until it became the problem of their civilian successors. Like the military, Dilma Rousseff would
end up making bad long term economic decisions because she was too weak to make better ones and survive
politically. This stems from the fact the Rousseff did not rise to power as Lula did through charisma and being
well known, instead she became president because the Workers Party was popular and she was the only high
level member to not be tainted by a Lula era corruption scandal.19 Neither as inspiring nor as good at deal-making as Lula it is doubtful she could have become President on her own, a fact that would hamper her ability
to govern and win reelection. Her popularity was further hampered by the slow leak of information about the
extent of corruption in the government that emerged during her time in office, which tainted Rousseff by association. If Rousseff had not pumped debt fueled growth into the economy, and she did increasing the debt by 10%
of GDP in 2014 the year of the election more than the increase in the year before and after combined, it is likely
she would have lost her bid at re-election rather than getting by with 52% of the vote in the second round.20
Both governments drove the long and medium term growth prospects of Brazil into the ground and by doing
so bought a temporary reprieve from their fall from power. This kind of short term thinking and unwillingness
to change course would cause economic problems in any economy, however this problem is compounded in
Brazil’s case because its role in the world economy as a commodity exporter puts it at the mercy of changing
conditions in the global economy beyond its control. The slowing of China’s economic growth in recent years
causing a fall in commodity prices, and the oil crisis of the 1970’s, all hit Brazil hard because it was integrated
into the world economy. Worse for Brazil the extreme nature of this boom and bust cycle along with the inefficient use of state spending meant that attempts to use Keynesian economic strategies to get over the busts
required more money than anyone was willingly to cheaply lend Brazil. Neither the military administrations
16 Amadeo, “How to Ruin an Emerging Market Success Story.”
17 Wolfe, “Military Dictatorship and The Economic Miracle”
18 De Souza Leão, “Bringing Historical Sociology and Path-Dependence Together:.”
19 “Lula’s Legacy.”
20 “Brazil Economic Indicators.”
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nor the Rousseff administration could conceivably turn around and tell the Brazilian people that forces outside
their control were going to increase economic hardship for the foreseeable future and there is nothing they can
do about it. In a democratic system citizens will vote leaders out of office if they do not seem to be doing everything in their power to help the economy and in a dictatorship to admit the economy is beyond the leadership’s
control is to look ineffectual and to embolden the opposition. Both governments fell amid an economic crisis
largely of their own making, but if they had not tried to avoid the inevitable downturn forced upon them by the
wider world economy it is possible both governments could have been pushed out of office sooner.
Both the Workers Party and the military dictatorship were in the end pushed out of office ostensibly
over falsifying records and being a dictatorship respectively, but it is doubtful if those reasons would have
caused a regime change if an economic crisis was not affecting the population. As the Brazilian “Miracle” of
the early 1970’s receded into the past strikes began to take place in 1978 starting with a major auto workers
strike in Sao Paulo demanding higher wages followed by a strike of three million workers the following year.
The 1982 elections took place with an economic backdrop of inflation at 100 percent, and a debt crisis caused
by a problem with serving the massive load of debt and a severe recession, helping opposition politicians sweep
elections in the national, state, and local levels.21 The situation was further worsened for many Brazilians as the
I.M.F. stepped in to keep Brazil from defaulting on its massive debt by imposing austerity, including wage controls on workers to control inflation. The government’s attempts to tamp down on government spending lead
some universities, doctors, and police officers either to go on strike or threatening to. Unemployment entered
double digits with crime and malnutrition growing more prevalent as a consequence.22 As the economic situation further deteriorated The Direct Elections Now or ‘’diretas já’’ movement, which demanded direct elections
for President rather than through an electoral college as the military wanted, pulled hundreds of thousands of
people onto the streets and had the backing of 90% of the population, showing what base of support the military
had maintained through the 1970’s had effectively evaporated.23 Even though the “diretas ja” movement failed,
in that the 1984 Presidential “election” despite being controlled by a military friendly electoral college, the military candidate still lost to an alliance between the opposition and breakaway pro-military politicians.24 While
there had always been dissent against the military regime in the end the failure of its own economic model energized the opposition and weakened the military to such an extent it could not win even an indirect and rigged
election. During Rousseff’s administration decades later it would be largely the same story, the government’s
borrowing large amounts of money to keep the economy afloat, debts rise and borrowing becomes harder, the
economy enters recession anyway, popular anger rises, and politicians go against the wishes of the executive
branch and install new leadership. While the motive for many in Congress to remove her had more to do with
the fear her anti-corruption campaigns would force them out of power, impeachment was only possible because
rising inflation and unemployment caused Rousseff’s approval rates to fall into the single digits. In both cases
21 Dr Joseph Smith, History of Brazil. (Routledge, 2016), 201-205
22 Alan Riding, “Brazil’s Hard Life with Austerity.” The New York Times, Auguast 11, 1984, www.nytimes.
com/1984/08/12/business/brazil-s-hard-life-with-austerity.html?pagewanted=all.
23 Alan Riding, “Direct Vote Demanded For Brazil.” The New York Times, Feb. 18, 1984, www.nytimes.com/1984/02/19/
world/direct-vote-demanded-for-brazil.html.
24 Joel Wolfe, “Challenge to Dictatorship and the Rise of New Democratic Actors” Lecture for History of Modern Brazil
359, Amherst, Massachusetts, November 15, 2017.
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it was not the economy itself that brought down the government but the economy did weaken both regimes to
such an extent that they fell. However while both the military and the Workers Party entered an economic crisis
for similar reasons and lost power in comparable ways the current crisis is not playing out in the same way as
the one at the end of the dictatorship did; meaning that it may not only be the Workers Party that falls but Brazilian democracy as an institution.
The economic and connected political crisis now occurring inside Brazil has not ended with the fall of
the Workers Party and the new political landscape is far less stable and favorable to democracy than it was after
the military pulled out of the government in the 1980’s. Part of the reason for this is simple, with democracy
in crisis it’s only realistic alternative in Brazil dictatorship looks better, a process further helped by nostalgia
distorting memories of the past. In the 1980’s Communism was a spent political force in Brazil and around the
world, and both hard and moderately authoritarian military rule had failed so democracy was the only realistic
option.25 Another problem in Brazil’s current crisis that is different from the 1980’s is that Rousseff’s government did not institute the years of austerity necessary to start the recovery from the crisis fiscally before leaving
office, leaving the deeply unpopular task to her former Vice President and successor Temer. Another problem
with any belief that the Temer government can help push the recovery from the crisis is that all evidence points
to him being highly corrupt which hurts his legitimacy.26 As the Brazilian people deal with the economic crisis,
political crisis, corruption, and rising crime many are turning to authoritarian solutions to the country’s problems. In a 2014 Poll 51% of all Brazilians thought the streets were safer under the generals, and there is a widespread belief there was less corruption. During anti-government protests during Rousseff’s impeachment, signs
could be seen that read “Why didn’t they kill them all in 1964?” and “Dilma it’s a pity they [the military dictatorship] didn’t hang you”.27 Another symptom of this authoritarian shift is the rise of the far-right Presidential
candidate Jair Bolsonaro currently polling in second place behind former President Lula. Jair Bolsonaro served
in the army during the dictatorship and in his time in Congress has punched a Senator, praised the dictatorship,
mocked a rape victim and fellow member of Congress on air on purpose, and announced he would rather have
a dead son than a gay son. This behavior has made him the favored candidate of Brazil’s upper class because
they believe he can keep the poor and minorities in their place.28 Even if Bolsonaro is defeated in the election
his rise shows that not only the Rousseff administration and the Workers Party has lost legitimacy in the eyes
of many Brazilians but democracy and the norms that support it has too much like authoritarianism lost what
legitimacy it had after the “Brazilian Miracle” fell apart. Whether the entire institutional setup of the Brazilian
government will collapse due to an economic crisis is not now known; but it has happened before.
The quest to make a nation rich in a short period of time is always tempting for a nation’s elite but these
can lead to poor decision making especially a nation like Brazil were people have history of falling for a belief
in quick fixes. State Owned Enterprises look tempting because the national leadership can summon massive
25 Barbara, “Opinion | In Brazil, a New Nostalgia for Military Dictatorship.”
26 Jonathan Watts, “Operation Car Wash: The Biggest Corruption Scandal Ever?” The Guardian, June 1, 2017, https://
www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jun/01/brazil-operation-car-wash-is-this-the-biggest-corruption-scandal-in-history.
27 Barbara, “Opinion | In Brazil, a New Nostalgia for Military Dictatorship.”
28 Glenn Greenwald “The Most Misogynistic, Hateful Elected Official in the Democratic World: Brazil’s Jair Bolsonaro.”
The Intercept, December 11, 2014, https://theintercept.com/2014/12/11/misogynistic-hateful-elected-official-democacratic-worldbrazils-jair-bolsonaro/.
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corporations and industries out of the ground, but they can be inefficient, expensive, fail, or become a source of
corruption. Deficit spending can also be a tempting way to pump the economy quickly and win support, but if
,like in Brazil, the money is not spent in a way that pays back reliably and relatively quickly governments can
fall when the sources of credit loses faith in the regimes ability to repay. For any government a loss in revenue is
problematic but as these two cases from Brazil show the bigger problem is not economics it is political. People
lose faith in not only leaders who cause an economic crisis but often the ideology those leaders believe whether
that is authoritarian dictatorship or democracy. Brazil’s democracy may survive this crisis, but it may not.
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The Ramifications of Revolution
Haiti and the Influence of U.S. Policy
By Emily Keane

The Haitian Revolution, lasting from 1791 to 1804, was the first successful slave-led insurrection against
France in Saint-Domingue. Influenced by United States foreign policy, the fight to establish a free nation led
the U.S. to question future economic and diplomatic relationships with an independent Haiti. Through excerpts
from various sources, including a Pennsylvania Gazette article outlining violence in Saint-Domingue, the 1793
French Emancipation Decree and Laurent Dubois’ historical narrative, this essay explores the precarious
relationship between the U.S. and Haiti during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries. The vehement
and successful rejection of foreign rule by an enslaved population swayed the American government to attempt
to prevent a similar uprising within the states. The U.S. denial to recognize Haitian independence exemplifies
the notion that the U.S. government denied Black autonomy to preserve its economy and power structures.
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In 1791, the French colony of Saint-Domingue faced the realities of the eruption of the “social powder
keg,” initiating the first successful revolution orchestrated by slaves.1 An economically prosperous colony,
constructed on the enslavement of Africans and sustained by popular exports, including sugarcane, cotton, and
coffee, Saint-Domingue underwent a radical shift on the eve of the nineteenth century.2 With France no longer
maintaining rule over the colony, the “lower order of society” rose to power.3 Thirteen years after the revolution
ignited, a new government and constitution established Haiti as the first black-led nation to be founded on the
remnants of revolution. Despite the opportunity for self-governance, the leaders of Haiti faced pushback from
the United States, which maintained strategies of isolation toward the nation. After the slave uprising erupted
in 1791, the United States influenced the Haitian Revolution and its aftermath through methods of preserving
the slave system of the U.S., the inconsistency of foreign policy toward Haitian rebels from Washington to
Jefferson, and the treatment Saint-Dominguan refugees faced after seeking solace in America.
The economic, political and human consequences enacted by the U.S. towards Haiti post-independence
transpired because of the prevalence of slavery in Saint-Domingue. Prior to the Haitian Revolution, the island
served as the most economically prosperous colony in the world. Consisting of only 10,600 miles, this small
region manufactured and produced mass quantities of goods every harvest season.4 This limited land area
substantially influenced tensions between the white population, free people of color, and slaves. A population
report from 1789, two years before the revolutionary movement emerged, outlined the fact that “Saint-Domingue
contained 55,000 free people and 450,000 slaves…[and] the slaves outnumbered the free population by ten to
one,” reflecting the fact that the colony not only profited off slave labor, but required an exorbitant amount of
exploitation to maintain of the colony’s exports and economic viability.5 White citizens in Saint-Domingue
were “descendants of buccaneers, filibusters, and nobles,” deepening the divide between black and white, rich
and poor.6
The massive number of blacks to the significantly lower number of whites, although a significant
element in terms of the success of the Haitian Revolution, represented only one of the numerous underlying
factors contributing to unrest in the Caribbean. Contributing factors to the 1791 outbreak of rebellion included
discontent within the slave population, the threat of violence, alarmingly high mortality rates, and deplorable
living conditions.7 Branding, lashings and other forms of punishment, such as dismemberment and starvation,
constantly loomed in the life of a slave on a Saint-Domingue plantation.8 Many masters on sugar and coffee
plantations found death to function as a more cost effective alternative to medical care for injured or sickly
slaves, steadily increasing the five to ten percent death rate for African slaves in Saint-Domingue.9 These
inequalities served as some of the motives behind the subsequent slave revolt.
1 Jean-Germain Gros, “Haiti: Political Economy and Sociology of Decay and Renewal,” Latin American Research Review
35, no. 3, (2000): 212.
2 Jean-Germain Gros, “Haiti: Political Economy and Sociology of Decay and Renewal,”.
3 Franklin W. Knight, “AHR Forum: The Haitian Revolution” American Historical Review 105, no. 1 (2000): 105.
4 Laurent Dubois, Haiti: The Aftershocks of History, (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 2012), 19.
5 Laurent Dubois.
6 Joan Daya, Haiti, History, and the Gods, (Berkeley, University of California Press: 1995), 146.
7 Laurent Dubois, 21.
8 Laurent Dubois, 20-21.
9 Laurent Dubois, 21.
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Considered a “foundational event in world history,” the Haitian Revolution transpired over a thirteen
year period, but the basis of the revolution itself existed through the institution of slavery on the island of
Saint-Domingue.10 The initial rumblings of what emerged as a full scale revolution transpired during the
summer of 1791, when “slaves on the sugar plantations in the north…launched the largest slave revolt…
They set the cane fields on fire, [and] killed their masters.”11 The act of violent upheaval during the start of the
Haitian Revolution, defined “antebellum Haitian political struggles…pitted blacks of various origins against
mulattos, freed blacks against black slaves, [and] blacks against whites,” creating a powerful combination of
racial tensions and deplorable human rights violations for Africans enslaved in Saint-Domingue.12 Toussaint
Louverture founded a “disciplined fighting force” consisting of slaves and free blacks in 1791, creating a
mobilized revolutionary movement.13 As the insurgency progressed and rebels continued to succeed against
French forces, the idea of Saint-Domingue continuing to exist as a French colony weaned. Louverture utilized
the interest of other European forces, exploiting a deal with the Spanish for weaponry in exchange for colonial
support.14 In 1793, slaves established a “self-emancipation,” which yielded a direct European response.15 The
French Emancipation Decree of 1793, delivered by Léger-Félicité Sonthonax, a French Commissioner, not
only legally liberated slaves within Saint-Domingue, but endowed “all former slaves…[with a] ticket of French
citizenship.”16 Ultimately, the Emancipation Decree served as the tangible “outcome of hard-fought political
struggles…in the port cities of the United States,” influenced by white immigration from Saint-Domingue.17
This declaration, enacted by the French government as a means to placate Saint-Dominguan rebels, granted
slaves freedom, but did not quell the revolutionary fervor to create a black governed nation-state.
After thirteen years of rebellion against France, Saint-Domingue no longer existed in the realm of
European control. Renamed Haiti, the new nation-state “abolished social ranks and privileges based on status,
color, condition and occupation. Their leaders hoped that Haiti would become a genuine model meritocracy.”18
The concept of people of the “lesser” race exercising self-governance, in conjunction with acknowledging people
of color as equal, influenced the United States to exercise racialist policies as a method to subjugate slaves within
America. The foundation of this vehement denial of Haitian independence by the U.S. government, swayed by
the “Haitian model of state formation drove xenophobic fear” in the consciousness of American politicians and
10 Gurminder K. Bhambra, “On the Haitian Revolution and the Society of Equals,” Theory, Culture & Society 37, no. 7-8,
(2015): 267.
11 Laurent Dubois, 5.
12 Jean-Germain Gros, “Haiti: Political Economy and Sociology of Decay and Renewal,” Latin American Research
Review 35, no. 3, (2000): 212.
13 Gerald Zarr, “The Tumultuous History of Haiti,” History Magazine, (Ajax: Moorshead Magazines Limited, February/
March 2011), 32.
14 Laurent Dubois, Haiti: The Aftershocks of History, (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 2012), 27-28.
15 Tim Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy: Haitian-American Relations during the Early Republic (Westport, CT:
Praeger Publishers, 2003), 62.
16 “French Commissioner Sonthonax, Emancipation Decree, 1793, 29 August 1793,” in Slavery, Freedom, and the Law in
the Atlantic World—A Brief History with Documents, eds. Sue Peabody and Keila Grinbeg, (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007),
57.
17 Jeremy D. Popkin, You Are All Free: The Haitian Revolution and the Abolition of Slavery, (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2010), 249.
18 Franklin W. Knight, “The Haitian Revolution and the Notion of Human Rights,” Journal of the Historical Society 3,
(2005): 394.
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plantation owners.19 Samuel Flagg Bemis stated that in 1799, at the height of Louverture’s success as one of the
key leaders of the Haitian Revolution, the United States entered a period that created “a de facto recognition
of the quasi-independent government” in regards to “dealing” with the uprising in Saint-Domingue.20 The
agreement constructed by the United States in 1801 outlined the plan to avert “all maritime exertion on the part
of the Negroes,” which exhibited the reluctance of the U.S. to maintain a mutually beneficial with the newly
independent Haiti.21 The United States prevented recognition of the nationhood of Haiti following the 1804
Declaration, under the pretense that the Caribbean nation existed as sort of an abnormality. This justification
led the American government to exclude “Haiti from the family of nations,” utilizing race as an acceptable
justification for isolation.22
The continued political and diplomatic denial of Haitian independence existed as a means for the
United States to prevent the deconstruction of its own economic system. Despite the fact that Charles Pinckney,
a U.S. senator from South Carolina, believed that Haitian independence “would be more advantageous to the
Southern States than if it remained under the dominion of France,” recognizing a black individual as the leader
of a nation would “encourage the Negro slaves in the United States to seek to emulate the Negroes of Saint
Domingue.”23 Additionally, this continuous rejection of Haitian recognition, influenced by Jefferson’s wish
to cause economic “distress” on the island, was devised in order to gain an American monetary profit, and
to further distance the nation from France.24 But, this precarious relationship, further exacerbated by various
presidential policies, underscored the power of America in the political progress of a free Haiti.
The manner in which Washington, Adams, and Jefferson handled Toussaint Louverture’s Haitian rebellion
was characterized by political decisions that “formed a blueprint for executive dominance,” perpetuating
exclusionary policies for American benefit.25 Through this alteration in presidential power, these men were
able to avoid obtaining Congressional permission, often utilizing “ambiguous legislation or general statutory
delegations of authority…[and some] violated or exceeded executive authority.”26 These national leaders, all
of whom constructed the foundation of the American political fabric, utilized their personal motivations to
enact isolationist and seemingly racialist policies. The vagueness of Haitian foreign policy enabled American
presidents to exercise command, while obscuring the underlying, often racially driven goal of these political
strategies.
As the first president of the United States, George Washington confronted a multiplicity of problems,
and over time, the Haitian Revolution emerged as a hindrance for the U.S. government and Washington. The
proximity of Saint-Domingue to the United States worried Washington and U.S. policymakers for multiple
19 Franklin W. Knight, “AHR Forum: The Haitian Revolution” American Historical Review 105, no. 1 (2000): 105.
20 Logan, Diplomatic Relations of the United States with Haiti, 76, quoting Professor Samuel Flagg Bemis, A Diplomatic
History of the United States, (New York, 1936), 120.
21 Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy, 98, quoting Thorton to Lord Grenville, 28 March 1801, Henry Adams
Transcripts, Library of Congress.
22 Rayford W. Logan, Diplomatic Relations of the United States with Haiti: 1776-1891, (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 1941), 152.
23 Rayford W. Logan, 79.
24 Rayford W. Logan, 134.
25 Robert J. Reinstein, “Slavery, Executive Power, and International Law: The Haitian Revolution and American
Constitutionalism,” American Journal of Legal History 53, no, 2 (2013): 145.
26 Robert J. Reinstein.
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reasons.27 The manner in which Washington approached the Haitian Revolution may have stimulated
America’s own mutinous revolution, making the situation in Saint-Domingue “too abhorrent and threatening
for [Washington’s] administration to stay neutral.”28 French politicians fervently searched for assistance in
extinguishing the revolt, engaging in political negotiations to obtain U.S. aid in 1791, mere months following the
outbreak of the insurgency.29 The “George Washington Administration sold France arms…[giving] $726,000 to
go toward repaying the money…France loaned the United States during the American Revolution,” suggesting
the diplomatic relationship between France and the U.S. defended American economic autonomy, while
aiding France in placating the rebellion.30 This substantial sum ultimately enabled French forces to obtain
“arms, ammunition and supplies…to aid the harassed planters of Saint-Domingue,” lending U.S. recognition
in momentarily enabling French forces to suppress the slave rebellion.31 U.S. support for France in SaintDomingue continued “trade and geopolitical interests” between the two nations, serving as another reason to
maintain slavery on the island.32 For nineteen months, Washington enacted foreign policies that contributed
monetary aid to France, justified through the idea that U.S. involvement to reestablish Saint-Domingue as a
prosperous French colony remained nationally beneficial.33
Assuming office in 1797, President John Adams began efforts to “solidify America’s stake in the
island’s commerce and help black Dominguans expel the remnants of French power,” reinforcing Washington’s
prior policies that reaped economic benefits for the U.S.34 In contrast to Washington, But, Adams searched to
create an “expedient alliance” with Louverture to dismantle the potential for a French resurgence to emerge
within the island.35 Through constructing a friendly commerce relationship with the black-led government of
Saint-Domingue, Adams hoped to insert U.S. diplomacy into Haitian politics by gaining Louverture’s promise
to “suppress French privateering and promote American commerce.”36 Adams did not extend this gesture of
economic cooperation to the recently founded Haitian administration for altruistic motivations, but rather to
infuriate the French government.37 In regards to Adams’ uncertainty in regards to recognizing the free black
republic of Haiti, the president believed that the enslavement of Africans was unethical, but recognized its
economic implications through the “prism of politics,”38 seeing it as necessary to preserve the cash crop market
of the U.S.
Trade relations between Haiti and the U.S. existed on shaky terms as a direct consequence of the
Haitian Revolution, most notably through Adams’ presidency. In June 1798, the U.S. government instated
trade restrictions with “France and its colonies in retaliation against French privateering acts” that negatively
27 Robert J. Reinstein, 159.
28 Robert J. Reinstein.
29 Robert J. Reinstein, 147.
30 Wanda Jackson, “Feeding Sharks Their Blood: A Historical Overview of the Diplomacy of Haitian Leaders, U.S.
Diplomats, and the American Smugglers during the Revolution of 1888-1889,” Journal of Caribbean History 47, no. 2 (2013): 185.
31 Rayford W. Logan, 36.
32 Robert J. Reinstein, 159.
33 Robert J. Reinstein, 158.
34 Tim Matthewson, 62.
35 Tim Matthewson, 57.
36 Tim Matthewson, 59.
37 Tim Matthewson, 61.
38 Tim Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy: Haitian-American Relations during the Early Republic (Westport, CT:
Praeger Publishers, 2003), 61.
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influenced the social climate of Saint-Domingue.39 As a French colony, the island mainly produced cash crops,
leaving little agricultural space to grow and harvest enough crops to feed hundreds of thousands of slaves
and French colonists.40 Saint-Domingue received over six hundred ships in various ports around the island
during 1796, but the American economic embargo “raised the prospect of a starving population, a defenseless
government, and a ruined economy.”41 President Adams’ 1799 policies, But, reinstated some level of trade with
Haiti, leading to $5,000,000 in trade between the U.S. and Saint-Domingue in 1801.42 But, this drastic surge in
profitability for the American economy and the U.S. government involved trade parameters. Merchants carting
American exports to Saint-Domingue only acquired access to Cape Francois and Port Republican, both of
which remained under Louverture’s watch.43
Prior to Thomas Jefferson’s inauguration as the third president to the United States, written
correspondences demonstrated Jefferson’s rhetoric in regard to the situation in Saint-Domingue. In an l791
letter to his daughter, Martha Jefferson Randolph, Thomas Jefferson expressed his doubt, stating that the
colony remained “involved in a horrible civil war… as their slaves have been called into action, and are a
terrible engine, absolutely ungovernable.”44 This demonstrated Jefferson’s allegiance to France, denouncing
the revolutionary actions of the African population on the island.45 Two years later, on July 14th, 1793, Jefferson
proposed providing monetary aid to the revolutionary side in Saint-Domingue, but stated that white individuals
fleeing Saint-Domingue required “pity & charity...it will have a great effect on doing away the impression of…
disobligations towards France,” revealing Jefferson’s moral and political allegiance to French government.46
Taking office in 1801, in the midst of the success of the rebellion in Haiti, Jefferson seized the opportunity to
translate these political concepts into foreign policies towards France and Saint-Domingue.
The restoration of trade relations with Saint-Domingue posed a potential obstacle to preserving slavery
within the United States.47 In 1799, Vice President Jefferson articulated his reservations about an economic
relationship with Saint-Domingue through the notion that the “repercussions of free trade with a nominally
sovereign black state upon its black brethren still in slavery in the Southern United States,” a hesitation
Jefferson retained even during his presidency.48 Staunchly preserving the notion that French rule in SaintDomingue perpetuated order, Haitian independence sparked President Thomas Jefferson to denounce the black

39 Philippe R. Girard, “Toussaint Louverture’s Diplomacy, 1798-1802,” The William and Mary Quarterly, 66, No. 1,
(2009): 97.
40 Philippe R. Girard, 97.
41 Philippe R. Girard.
42 Tim Matthewson, 83.
43 Tim Matthewson, 83.
44 Thomas Jefferson, “To Martha Jefferson Randolph,” The Works of Thomas Jefferson, Volume 6, Correspondence from
1789-1792. March 24, 1791. Philadelphia, ed. Paul Leicester Ford.
45 Thomas Jefferson, “To Martha Jefferson Randolph,” The Works of Thomas Jefferson.
46 John E. Baur, “International Repercussions of the Haitian Revolution,” 395. Quoted in Paul Leicester Ford, The
Writings of Thomas Jefferson (New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1895), VI, 349.
47 Carolyn Fick, “Chapter I: Revolutionary St. Domingue and the Emerging Atlantic: Paradigms of Sovereignty” The
Haitian Revolution and the Early United States: Histories, Textualities, Geographies, ed. Elizabeth Maddock Dillon and Michael J.
Drexler, (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2016), 36.
48 Fick, “Chapter I: Revolutionary St. Domingue and the Emerging Atlantic: Paradigms of Sovereignty” The Haitian
Revolution and the Early United States, 36, quoting Edward E. Baptist, Half Has Never Been Told, “Second Slavery,” 19.
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population of Haiti, labeling them as “Cannibals of the terrible republic.”49 Despite this disdain concerning
rebels in Saint-Domingue, Jefferson’s willingness to exchange goods with the colony would only be sustained
if “the island were still a part of the French realm…Jefferson had no sympathy for the colony’s independence…
he would keep a distant and correct relationship” with the rebellion, including Toussaint.50 Immediately after
Haiti announced its freedom, Jefferson searched for viable options to somehow prohibit American commerce
from benefiting the island economically, a nation built on the foundation of the autonomy of people of color.51
Proposing a trade embargo against Haiti to Congress in 1804, Jefferson made use of the current tensions with
France as justifiable means to deny trade with the Caribbean island.52 But, the 1803 Louisiana Purchase served
as a valuable deal regarding the relationship between the U.S., France and Haiti.
The Louisiana Purchase, although an exchange between France and the United States, was swayed by
the success of the Haitian Revolution. Prior to the 1803 deal, France lacked a colony within North America,
which would have enabled the French colony of Saint-Domingue to cease buying “foodstuffs, lumber, and
livestock from…Americans…[and French] colonial trade…[would be] monopolized.”53 The revolution in
Saint-Domingue “generated [a] swift and stern reaction among…the American South,” which transformed
Louisiana into more of a valuable commodity and pawn for the United States during the revolution.54 Laurent
Dubois highlights the “irony” embedded in the Louisiana Purchase and the impact on the Haitian Revolution,
articulating that “the leadership of…Dessalines…made possible on of Thomas Jefferson’s signal political
achievements, one of whose major results was the expansion of slavery in the United States.”55 During the
Haitian Revolution, France maintained its “hands, feet, and even a head, but no body,” but the Louisiana
Purchase essentially rendered the French colonial system useless, due to incapacitation of slave labor on the
island.56 The historian Henry Adams articulated that the slave uprising in Saint-Domingue left “its plantations
destroyed, its labor paralyzed, and its population reduced to barbarism,” supporting the notion that although
the island was seemingly worthless to the French, the acquisition of Louisiana as an American territory held
potential for the U.S. to trade with the Haiti.57 But, the Louisiana Purchase coincided with the end of the Haitian
Revolution, impacting trade relations between the U.S. and Haiti.
Haiti’s declaration of independence evoked various implications for the United States. During the
Haitian Revolution, the economy of Saint-Domingue faced a possible collapse, due to the fact that U.S. trade
with the island “was still desirable but of diminishing importance…and American merchants found alternative
49 Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy, 101, quoted in Jefferson to Aaron Burr, Philadelphia, 11 February 1799, The
Political Correspondence and Political Papers of Aaron Burr, ed. Mary-Jo Kline, 2 Vols, (Princeton, 1983), 1: 390.
50 Gordon S. Brown, Toussaint’s Clause: The Founding Fathers and the Haitian Revolution, (Jackson: University Press of
Mississippi, 2005), 183.
51 Tim Matthewson, 119.
52 Tim Matthewson, 126.
53 David Geggus, “The Louisiana Purchase and the Haitian Revolution,” in The Haitian Revolution and the Early United
States, eds. Elizabeth Maddock Dillon and Michael J. Drexler. (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2016), 119.
54 Thomas Fiehrer, “Saint-Domingue/Haiti: Louisiana’s Caribbean Connection,” Louisiana History: The Journal of the
Louisiana Historical Association 30, No. 4, (1989): 420.
55 Laurent Dubois, “The Haitian Revolution and the Sale of Louisiana”, Southern Quarterly 44, no. 3, (2007): 18.
56 Logan, Diplomatic Relations of the United States with Haiti, 142.
57 Logan, Diplomatic Relations of the United States with Haiti, 142, quoting Henry Adams, History of the United States
during the administrations of Jefferson and Madison, (New York, 1930), II, 14-15.
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sources in British and Spanish colonies.”58 Maintaining international trade relations with Haiti held the potential
for the U.S. to “please Northern merchants, refusing to recognize Haitian independence would gratify the
defenders of slavery, and acknowledging French sovereignty and its right to prohibit American trade with Haiti
would satisfy Bonaparte,” a decision made by Jefferson until 1806.59 As a method of self-preservation, the U.S.
government reintroduced trade with Haiti almost a decade after Haitian independence was declared, but this
freedom was continuously denied by American presidents.60 Additionally, “inherent public hostility towards
a black government in Haiti…reemerged” following instances of violence against whites in Haiti ordered by
Dessalines, despite the fact that the U.S. public continued to support a system that benefited directly from the
suffering of hundreds of thousands of slaves.61 The Revolution not only influenced trade and the American
economy, but also precipitated an outpouring of refugees fleeing Haiti and settling in the U.S.
This revolution precipitated a surge of people leaving the island, including white planters, citizens and
people of color alike. The white population within French controlled Saint-Domingue only amount to around
40,000 people, while slaves in the island reached half a million, intensifying racial tensions.62 This led to an
unsustainable and “dangerous misbalance…that presaged social instability,” formulating an environment that
ultimately influenced the fall of Saint-Domingue as a white led colony.63 Two years into the slave rebellion,
ninety percent of whites on the island evaded the potential violence, some relocating to the U.S.64 Prior to the
Louisiana Purchase in 1803, a substantial number of emigrants from Saint-Domingue dispersed along the
East coast of America, choosing to relocate to cities such as New York, Philadelphia and Charleston.65 This
influx of thousands of people, black and white free and formerly enslaved persons, “contributed to the furor of
[U.S.] relations with France…and encouraged a growing sense of insecurity among American slaveowners.”66
Accepting these refugees into the United States signaled to France that American politics aligned more
sympathetically to the people involved in the revolution, as well as demonstrating to slaves within the U.S. that
black Haitians successfully rejected subjugation and forced enslavement, leading a life of freedom in a new
land.
Black Haitian refugees who arrived in the U.S. during the slave rebellion and after the declaration of
the liberated state of Haiti faced threats of re-enslavement and bigotry. The revolution produced a multitude
of refugees fleeing Saint-Domingue, many resettling in the United States. Louisiana, acquired by the U.S.
from Napoleon in 1803, transformed into a popular area for these emigrants. But, upon arrival to the state,
specifically the city of New Orleans, the government of the city instituted a resolution that “expressly forbade,

58 Robert J. Reinstein, 194.
59 Robert J. Reinstein, 193.
60 Robert J. Reinstein.
61 Robert J. Reinstein, “Slavery, Executive Power, and International Law: The Haitian Revolution and American
Constitutionalism,” American Journal of Legal History 53, no, 2 (2013): 194.
62 Tim Matthewson, 3.
63 Tim Matthewson, 3.
64 John E. Baur, “International Repercussions of the Haitian Revolution,” The Americas (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1970), 26, No. 4, 395.
65 Gordon S. Brown, Toussaint’s Clause: The Founding Fathers and the Haitian Revolution (Jackson: University Press of
Mississippi, 2005,) 80.
66 Brown, Toussaint’s Clause, 79.
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under penalty of fine, the landing of refugee Negroes.”67 This decision, strongly influenced by the yearlong food
shortage due to the slave mutiny in Saint-Domingue in 1791, enabled blatant racism against black refugees
from Haiti to subsist in Louisiana. The arrival of emigrants from Haiti between 1809 and 1810 dramatically
increased the population of New Orleans, altering the economic, racial and cultural spheres of the city.68 But,
people of color who arrived after Haiti’s official declaration of freedom from the France were met with setbacks
for their own personal autonomy. Administrators overseeing the arrival of 3,226 people of color from Haiti
and Cuba “disregarded the 1794 general emancipation decree and instead assigned slave status to thousands of
incoming refugees of African descent. One labeled as a slave, it was difficult to reverse.”69 One reason for this
reluctance to grant former slaves their rightful freedom as a refugee to the United States was rooted in racial
anxiety, in the fear that the presence of a free person of color could incite an internal American slave rebellion.70
Many former slaves arrived in Pennsylvania as refugees, and one merchant, Stephen Girard, revealed in a letter
that upon arrival, “it is…quite easy to forward [black refugees] from here to any Southern state…where they
are sold just as in St. Domingo.”71
Women of color, used as a tool of political bargaining, experienced an alternative aspect of the revolution.72
These women sometimes assumed dangerous responsibilities in an attempt to conspire against French forces,
including acts of “provisioning, espionage, and combat.”73 But, as the Haitian Revolution dragged on, the French
altered their limits of execution in 1802 to include black women.74 The French General Charles Leclerc, as a
method to “weed” out insurgents against the French, “ordered the entire 6th Colonial Regiment to be drowned…
he then added to the list a good proportion of the town’s population of colour, women and children included,”
exemplifying France’s willingness to seek revenge for being economically displaced in Saint-Domingue.75 But,
following a French withdrawal from Saint-Domingue in 1803, many of the women of color who participated
in the revolution relocated to cities in the United States, specifically New Orleans.76
During a speech to 1,500 Americans in 1893, Frederick Douglass challenged the national perception of
the Haitian Revolution. The leaders of the revolution, including Toussaint Louverture, faced “the jaws of death
to obtain liberty,” facing not only French forces, but political resistance from the United States.77 During the
Haitian Revolution, the U.S. questioned whether to continue trade with Saint-Domingue, and this trade issue
became more complex following Haitian independence. Refugees, especially people of color, faced the notion
of re-enslavement due to them resettling in a slave nation, exemplifying America’s persistence to sustain their
67 Baur, “International Repercussions of the Haitian Revolution,” 400.
68 Thomas Fiehrer, “Saint-Domingue/Haiti: Louisiana’s Caribbean Connection,” Louisiana History: The Journal of the
Louisiana Historical Association 30, No. 4, (1989): 431.
69 Elizabeth C. Neidenbach, “Refugee from St. Domingue Living in this City”: The Geography of Social Networks in
Testaments of Refugee Free Women of Color in New Orleans,” Journal of Urban History, 42, no. (5), (2016): 845.
70 Popkin, You Are All Free, 314.
71 Popkin, You Are All Free, 314, quoting S. Girard to Labattut, August 28, 1793, in APS, Girard Papers, roll 122.
72 Philippe Gerard, “Rebelles with a Cause: Women in the Haitian War of Independence, 1802-1804,” Gender & History
21, no. 1, (2009): 66.
73 Gerard, 73.
74 Gerard.
75 Gerard, 74.
76 Neidenbach, “Refugee from St. Domingue Living in This City,” 845.
77 Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy, ix, quoting Frederick Douglass’ “Lecture on Haiti” January 2nd, 1893,
Chicago, Illinois.
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slave economy. Eighty nine years after Haitian independence, the U.S. continued to question the autonomous
capacity of black Haitians.78 But, this resistance evoked by America did not prevent Haiti from being the first
nation led by people of color, “the second republic in the Western Hemisphere, and the only state to found its
independence upon a revolution of slaves.”79 One hundred years prior, in 1793, H. D. de Saint-Maurice declared
that “this black individual is free…He is your equal, because he is a man. He is a citizen, because he serves this
country,” which affirmed the revolutionary role of Saint-Dominguan slaves, and their perseverance to gain not
only autonomy, but equality.80

78 Matthewson, A Proslavery Foreign Policy, ix, quoting in Frederick Douglass’ “Lecture on Haiti” January 2nd, 1893,
Chicago, Illinois.
79 Logan, Diplomatic Relations of the United States with Haiti, 112.
80 Popkin, You Are All Free, 396.
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A Step Ahead of Other Nations
The First American Ethnography and Implicit Biases
By Charlotte Mills

The publication of Bernardino de Sahagún’s Florentine Codex in 1576 has been considered the first
American ethnography and an authoritative text compiled from Aztec survivors of the Spanish conquest.
However, the period in which source research was conducted potentially allowed for cultural misinterpretation.
By examining European histories, colonial agendas, early drafts, and the final manuscript itself, this publication
takes on an increasingly biased and Europeanized perspective. While the Florentine Codex originated Western
ethnography in the Americas, because of its inherent prejudices and assumptions, it should not be considered
the sole authentic source of primary knowledge of pre-Conquest Mexico.
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Friar Bernardino de Sahagún (1499-1590) spent sixty years in colonial New Spain writing about the
indigenous populations and recording Nahuatl1, the language of the Aztecs. The Sahaguntine corpus encompasses
ethnographic, evangelic, and linguistic tomes about the new Spanish colony, and the capstone of these writings
is the Historia general de las cosas de Nueva España [General History of the Things of New Spain]. Also
called the Florentine Codex—as Florence’s Laurentian Library holds the best-preserved edition—this twelvevolume manuscript was created in 1576. It documents the religious beliefs, culture, society, economics, and
iconography of the Aztec peoples, and includes richly detailed illustrations created by Mexican students at
Tlatelolco. More than two thousand drawings complement the text and remain some of the most authentic
artistic representations of Aztec culture.2
The Historia general presents the most complete written record of how the Aztecs perceived their
world and constructed their culture. This Codex, coupled with the larger corpus, provide a critical source of
information on the pre-conquest Nahau world.3 This encompassing nature and cultural insight has led this text
to be referred to as the first American ethnography. However, the intent, means, and writing conflict directly
with the integrity of the text. The contemporary Spanish-Nahua relations, original intent, and inherent biases
which were a direct product of the period suggest the Florentine Codex to be prejudiced towards the Aztec
peoples. This is an incomplete history of both Mexica traditions and the conquest, and it neglects to tell the
whole perspective of a fallen empire.
The time of the manuscript’s creation came during the sixteenth century, a tumultuous time of radical
change and paradigm shifts as Spain fought to establish a regime in the Americas.
Across the Atlantic, the European Renaissance ushered in a new age of empiricism and anti-dogmatic thought.
Coming out of Italy, humanism represented the most fundamental philosophy movement of the time. It ultimately
derived its origins from the Florentine class of lexicographers, language teachers, linguists, and rhetoricians—
the umanisti.4 For many, the humanism movement was seen as a departure from Catholic dogma and faith in
favor of reason, classical education, logic, botany, and physics. Humanism directly countered Church-based
superstitions, and this clash came to a head with the Valladolid debates of 1550-1551. Here, historian and Friar
Bartolomé de las Casas used the philosophy of the humanists to defend the Nahua peoples from the genocidal
attacks of holy conquistador Juan Ginés de Sepúlveda, arguing that the indigenous population was capable of
reason and therefore able to be “civilized” humanely.5 It was into this mayhem the Franciscan friar Sahagún
first began to write about the indigenous peoples of the Mexican valley, their cultures, and traditions.
However, in seeking to write the Historia general, Sahagún found himself challenging his Franciscan
1 The indigenous peoples of the modern Mexico City metropolitan area have been referred to as Mexica(s)—Mēxihcah,
“of the Valley of Mēxihco, of the Heartland”—Nahua/Nahuat— nāhua-, root for “clear”, “language” —and Aztec—Aztecah,
“People from Aztlan”. For this analysis, these three terms will be used interchangeably. Nahuatl—from nāhuatlahtōlli, “clear
language”—exclusively refers to the language of these communities (Bierhorst 1985).
2 Ellen Taylor Baird. “The Artists of Sahagún’s Primeros Memoriales: A Question of Identity.” in
The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico, edited by J. Jorge Klor de Alva, H.
B. Nicholson, and Eloise Quiñones,Austin (University of Texas Press, 1988), 211-227.
3 J. Jorge Klor de Alva. “Sahagún and the Birth of Modern Ethnography: Representing,
Confessing, and Inscribing the Native Other,” in The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century
Aztec Mexico, eds. J. Jorge Klor de Alva, H. B. Nicholson, and Eloise Quiñones (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1988), 31-52.
4 Tony Davies, Humanism (New York: Routledge Publishing, 1997).
5 Klor de Alva, The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico, 36.
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teachings. He sought to create an ethnography—a tome objectively studying the people and cultures of the
Nahua community. The friar wished to examine the religious beliefs and morals of a culture being destroyed.
Scholar J. Jorge Klor de Alva explains that, “As is the case today…Sahagún struggled against the boundaries of
his scholastic training by countering its rationalist, anti-empirical tendencies with an ethnography founded on
the philosophical and religious reforms and philological concerns that dominated much of the humanism of the
time.”6 This contradiction is in part what makes the conception of the Florentine Codex so remarkable: without
the influence of humanism, it is highly unlikely this manuscript would have been created. It’s very existence
ran against contemporaneous religious dogma.
The creation of the manuscript needs to be seen not just in a European Renaissance context, but also in
the environment of the colony of New Spain. The Spanish friar arrived in the Americas in 1529, quickly learned
Nahautl, and earned the reputation as one of—if not the—best interpreters (nahauatlatos) in New Spain.7
Sahagún assisted in the 1536 opening of the Royal College of Santa Cruz in Tlateloco. The indigenous students
here would later assist him in the writing and illustration of the Historia General. The first finished copy, called
the Primeros Memoriales, first emerged in 1569 in the Nahuatl language. But it took another six years and the
endorsement of Father Commissary General Fray Rodrigo de Sequera for it to be fully translated into Castilian
Spanish. This translation and further expansion Sahagún dedicated to and named for his friend, the “Manuscrito
Sequera.”8 For each of the volumes, the Franciscan nahuatlato included an introduction wherein he detailed the
intentions of each book.
The introduction to the first volume Sahagún explains that, as a figure of Spanish authority, he understood
that, “…an efficient administration required that the behavior of the natives and Europeans be predictable,
docile, and productive in ways that would benefit the Church and Crown.”9 This necessity for obedience drove
the evangelization of the native peoples, and in the chronicle’s first of twelve prologues, Sahagún comments
that, “To preach against [idolatrous traditions], and even to know if they exist, it is needful to know how they
practiced them in the times of their idolatry, for, through [our] lack of knowledge of this, they perform many
idolatrous things in our presence without our understanding it.”10 Yet despite being created under the designs
of controlling the indigenous population through religion, the Codex is viewed as, “…the most thorough,
objective, and complete study of another culture that had ever been attempted.”11 This text’s objectivity can
be viewed with a shadow of suspicion because it only ever existed to allow European colonizers to exert their
influence. However, as he also articulated in the first introduction, he did seek to create a written record of the
Mexica’s past and present which would highlight the positive cultural aspects and further protect the indigenous
peoples from charges of incompetence.12
6 Klor de Alva, 37.
7 Charles E. Dibble. “Sahagún’s Historia” in Florentine Codex: Introductions, Sahagún’s
Prologues and Interpolations, General Bibliography, General Indices by Bernardino de Sahagún, trans., Arthur J. O. Anderson and
Charles E. Dibble (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press 1982), 9-23.
8 Martínez, José Luis. El Códice Florentino y la “Historia General” de Sahagún (Mexico City: Archivo General de la Nación,
1982).
9 Klor de Alva, The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico, 40.
10 Klor de Alva, 45.
11 Klor de Alva, 34.
12 Klor de Alva, 47.
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With Sequera’s support, Sahagún began the Spanish translation of the Nahuatl manuscript. Its initial
incarnation as his Primeros Memoriales contained no original pre-Conquest material, and from the friar’s own
journals, it is surmised that in this phase of his investigations, the text was largely recorded by his student
assistants at Tlatelolco.13 But as he sought to flesh out his text and include testimonies of Mexica life prior
to the invasion of the Spanish, he began to rely on first-hand accounts of indigenous oral history. He utilized
the confessional to encourage village elders and leaders to self-examine their tradition and culture. He issued
questionnaires, used specialized informants, and “participant observation” to collect information about their
religious figures, their rhetoric, their philosophies, and their history.14 He and his students spoke with the
village elders—principales—and recorded their answers in pictographs. Later, those same students and other
Franciscan friars assisting in interpreting these images and illustrations to compile the text known today as the
Historia General. In total, more than two thousand illustrations accompanied the text.15 The Codex, uniquely
to the time, was created with the direct input of community leaders and edited by Mexica students. Sahagún
arrived in the Americas just ten years before the decline of the Spanish Inquisition, and with the fall of this
overseeing institution, the need for a more regulatory system became vastly apparent. The friar clearly knew
this, and this may have driven his desire to create the Florentine Codex. In part, these field methods are seen as
the criteria for which Sahagún has often been called the first American ethnographer. Because the Florentine
Codex was compiled from contemporaneous sources with first-hand experience of the events described, it
continues to be seen as the most complete documentation of pre-invasion Mēxihco.
These pictographs recorded the wisdom and culture of the Nahua elders. Covering more than twelvehundred pages of the manuscript, they reflect the original writing style of the Aztec peoples. Most of these
images are composed in color, though the last two volumes are largely in black and white. Art historian Diana
Magaloni Kerpel attributes this to an epidemic of hemorrhagic fever which ravaged New Spain in 1576.16
However, even without color, the artists portrayed a dynamic and chromatic world using traditional associative
and evocative pictographic tradition. Some perceive this as evidence that color was not an added aesthetic,
but rather as an organic part of the object being visually recreated. Magaloni Kerpel also estimates that, by
examining the techniques and styles used, approximately twenty-two individual illustrators worked on the
Codex with four standing out as the probable masters of their craft. These artisans created the colors using both
European and indigenous pigments.
And these illustrations are remarkable for several reasons. They likely were created by the last of the
pre-Hispanic tlacuilos, or manuscript painters. They represent an art form at a unique moment in Mexica history
where native beliefs and the Catholic influences began to merge into a syncretic tradition. For example, the
Renaissance’s contemporaneous influence can be seen in, “…more volumetric individual figures, overlapping
of figures to suggest spatial relationships, use of foreshortening and linear perspective to indicate spatial
13 Baird, The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico, 211.
14 Klor de Alva, 38.
15 Eloise Quiñones Keber.. “Reading Images: The Making and Meaning of the Sahaguntine
Illustrations,” in The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico, eds., J. Jorge Klor
de Alva, H. B. Nicholson, and Eloise Quiñones (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1988),199-210.
16 Diana Magaloni Kerpel.. “Painters of the New World: The Process of Making the Florentine
Codex.” In Colors Between Two Worlds: the Florentine Codex of Bernardino de Sahagún, edited by Gerhard Wolf and Joseph
Connors (Florence: Officina Libraria, 2011), 50.
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recession, delimitation of foreground and background zones, and space-defining background landscapes and
architecture.”17 Prior to the Spanish, these artistic techniques had not been seen in Nahuat art. Sahagún and
his apprentices’ collaboration with the principales further makes this a remarkable text: it captured an art at a
critical point in history and was made with the assistance of those artists and other primary sources.
The principales are a notable part of this manuscript’s biography. Sahagún understood the Nahuatl
language, but apart from the few texts that survived the Cortés invasion, he had no real sources of first-hand
knowledge. He also knew that Spanish scholars would not be ideal in assisting him in this venture. To create
the text he wanted, he had to work with the indigenous people. He developed his own methodology where
he tried to capture the culture of the Aztecs in their terms, not European ideas. He looked at and listened to
multiple sources. He even spoke to women, unusual in a male-dominated community like the Spanish and
Nahua. Further, he adapted the tenements of the Catholic confessional—self-reflection and analysis—to make
it clear to his contributors what he was looking for. He wanted primary sources on topics that could elucidate
parts of pre-Conquest Mēxihco.18 By speaking to the elders of the Mexica communities, he was learning from
the greatest subject authorities.
Sahagún, in addition to asking the principales about Nahua religion, ceremonies, and philosophies, also
recorded their memories of the conquest. The expansion of the Historia General from the Primeros Memoriales
began in approximately 1576 occurred just fifty-five years after Hernán de Cortés landed in Veracruz and began
his attack on the Aztec Empire. The Franciscan friar dedicated the twelfth and final volume to the indigenous
memory of the Conquest, and began by writing, “To this it may be added that those who were conquered
knew and gave an account of many things which transpired among them during the war of which those who
conquered them were unaware.” He then added, “And those who gave this account [were] principal persons of
good judgement, and it is believed they told all the truth.”19 Sahaguntine scholar J. Jorge Klor de Alva disagrees
with this statement, saying, “Fieldwork conditions where the informant is in a subordinate position to the
ethnographer or among peoples with substantially different cultures often include less than candid informants
who sometimes withhold information altogether.”20 As a means of self-preservation, these principales likely
omitted parts of their “idolatry” that the Catholic Church would find repulsing. Should the Spanish wish to
retaliate and destroy anything revealed by these elders, those traditions would be lost. Therefore, while the
Historia General can be believed to be reasonably truthful, it remains highly probable the Codex does not
contain certain aspects of Nahua life, and it cannot be seen as the most complete written documentation of life
in Mexico before the Spanish.
In addition to the informants’ self-censorship, their testimonies only truly focused on the worlds of the
Mexica elite. Sahagún was immensely interested in studying their rituals and philosophy, details only fully
known to religious orders or the upper class. In one instance, the tenth book of the Codex details Nahua rhetoric

208.

17 Quiñones Keber, The Work of Bernardino de Sahagún: Pioneer Ethnographer of Sixteenth-Century Aztec Mexico,

18 Klor de Alva, 34.
19 Bernardo de Sahagún, Miguel León Portilla, Charles E. Dibble, and Arthur J. O. Anderson,
Florentine Codex 1, Introductions, Sahagún’s Prologues and Interpolations, General Bibliography, General Indices (Santa Fe: The
School of American research and the University of Utah, 1982a), 101.
20 Klor de Alva, 46.
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and moral philosophy. These lessons are told through fables and stories passed down through the generations.
However, the only ones recorded in this volume—and throughout the Historia General—have kings and priests
as their protagonists.21 Modern anthropology recognizes the necessity of studying all classes of a community
to gain a greater, more holistic understanding of their life-ways. The perspectives of peasants and low-level
artisans are wholly absent in this text. While the Codex allows for a study of the religious and philosophical
morals, it neglects the histories that the peasant population might have been able to contribute. This view point
is absent in the Primeros Memoriales and, six years later, the revised and expanded Florentine Codex.
Elaborating on his work in the Primeros Memoriales allowed Sahagún a chance to revisit and revise his
earlier writings. Primeros Memoriales is generally believed to be directly written off the ethnographer’s field
notes. During the transition to the Historia General, scholars have pointed to some subtle writing differences
which then resulted in a drastic change in meaning. The Historia General was encouraged by Sequera, who
wished for it to be read by the luminaries of Europe and studied to further the Franciscan missionary work.
Sahagún may have made changes to the original Nahuat transcription to make it more appealing to a European
market. But by doing so, his Europeanization ensured many of the nuances did not translate. For example, in
the Primeros Memoriales, he included a short description of the Mexica deity Huitzilopochtli:
He maintains people,
Huitzilopochtli:
he makes people happy,
he makes people rich,
he makes people rulers,
he gets angry at people
he makes people die22
Upon revision in the 1570’s, Sahagún took his field notes from the Primeros Memoriales—likely the original
statements given to him by the principales—and reorganized them to now read:
Huitzilopochtli was only a commoner, he was only a man, a sorcerer, an augury, a disharmonious
inhuman person, a deceiver of people, creator of war, an agent of war, a war-lord. Because it was said of
him that he cast on them the turquoise serpent, the fire drill—that is, war, divine water, burnt. And when
a feast day was celebrated, captives were killed, bathed slaves were killed, offered by the merchants.23
This second text portrays Huitzilopochtli as a deceived sorcerer who made war and demanded human sacrifice.
In Nahua culture, he is their patron deity and the one who led them to their capital at Tenochtitán. Both Sahagún
and his students sought to tell the story of the Mexicas in terms that Europeans would understand. In other
sections of the Codex, Huitzilopotchli was described as, “…another Hercules…Tezcatlipoca [god of night
and wind]…another Jupiter.”24 This imposition of Classical European categories destroyed meanings and
21 Bernardo de Sahagún, Miguel León Portilla, Charles E. Dibble, and Arthur J. O. Anderson,
Florentine Codex 11, Moral Philosophy and Rhetoric (Santa Fe: The School of American research and the University of Utah,
1982c).
22 Klor de Alva, 49.
23 Klor de Alva.
24 Bernardo de Sahagún, Miguel León Portilla, Charles E. Dibble, and Arthur J. O. Anderson.
Florentine Codex 2, The Gods (Santa Fe: The School of American research and the Univ. of Utah, 1982b), 31.
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distinctions which were characteristic of the Mexica culture. The inherent bias contained within comparative
anthropological analyses strips any unique identifiers of a culture. This obscures testimony about the very
“idolatrous beliefs” that Sahagún wanted to document, and does not allow for a more complete and accurate
manuscript.
And as much as Sahagún wanted to create an accurate text, his bias remains implicitly clear in his own
writings. The first month of the Mexica solar calendar is called Atlacacauallo, the “ceasing of the waves”. To
ensure good rains for the coming farming seasons, children were routinely drowned to call the waters from the
realm of Tlaloc, god of rain. In the Spanish translation of the text, Sahagún protests, “I believe there is no heart
so hard as not to be moved, stirred to tears, horror, and fear upon hearing of a cruelty like the one set forth above,
so inhuman, more than bestial and diabolical.”25 He added several of these “reader’s notes” throughout his
manuscript, likely to justify his recording of “idolatrous rituals” to a European audience. However, it cannot be
discounted that these are his own unedited reactions, and not the documentation of an unprejudiced researcher.
This general lack of editing both makes and breaks this text as accurate and encapsulating. In several
places throughout the Florentine Codex, scholars have noted that the original pictographic masters’ work has
been preserved in its entirety.26 Likely, these are the last of the tlacuilos’ craft and work. But when further
accounting for editorial missteps—such as equating Huitzilopochtli to both a witch and a hero—and Sahagún’s
own notes, the Historia General remains rife with misrepresentation and bias. This serves as a prime example
of two vastly different world views colliding and attempting to meld into the creation of something syncretic.
Where the two cultures can be distinctly separated from one another, they present as the most accurate versions
of themselves. But any attempt to incorrectly melt them together returns a poor creation which does not represent
either European or Nahuat culture.
With respect to Nahua philosophy, religion, and memories of the Conquest, the Historia General indeed
remains the most complete text from the perspective of the Mexica. While some manuscripts survive from
the times before the arrival of the Spanish, such as the Zouche-Nuttall Codex, they do not record the times
immediately before, during, and after the fall of Tenochtitlan. The Codex also was the only fully-encompassing
work with a profoundly indigenous-perspective created until Franz Boas’ The Central Eskimo in 1888, three
centuries later.27 While it must not be considered a singular piece in the greater works of American ethnography,
Sahagún’s magnum opus certainly earns the title of the first such work produced in the Western hemisphere.
The Florentine Codex began a long tradition of American ethnography and laid the ground work for
Western ethnography. While his biases are implicit in the writings, he emerged as a defender of the Mexicas,
explaining that to his peers that they, “…are held to be barbarians and of very little worth; in truth, however,
in matters of culture and refinement, they are a step ahead of other nations that presume to be quite politic.”28
Certainly, it cannot be considered the sole authentic source of primary knowledge of pre-Conquest Mēxihco,
yet its significance in the history of the Americas must not be diminished.
25 Sahagún et al, Florentine Codex 1, Introductions, Sahagún’s Prologues and Interpolations, General Bibliography,
General Indices, 57.
26 Magaloni Kerpel, Colors Between Two Worlds: the Florentine Codex of Bernardino de Sahagún, 50.
27 Klor de Alva, 43.
28 Klor de Alva, 46.
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Control through Criminalization
The U.S. Legal System and the Construction of Criminal
Aliens
By Kyran Doyle Schnur

Immigration laws and policy in the United States underwent a metamorphosis during the second half
of the twentieth century and the beginning of the twenty first. Beginning with the Immigration and Nationality
Act of 1965, immigration across the US-Mexico saw its first serious levels of restriction. Radical shifts in policy
in the 1980s made documented immigration impossible for many, and these legal hurdles were compounded
by border militarization in the 1990s. In the 21st century a new emphasis on criminalizing undocumented
immigrants has developed. These dramatic shifts have all contributed to a modern policy that seeks to control
undocumented immigrants rather than deter their immigration. Modern undocumented immigrants find that
because of these policies they have no true path to citizenship due to their criminalization. They are also
denied the protection of the law that protects them through the plenary power doctrine and the ascending scale
of rights theory. These policies have failed to deter large scale immigration across the US-Mexico border,
and indeed are not designed to do so. They have succeeded in forcing undocumented laborers into very weak
negotiating positions that have enabled the growth of a highly exploitative US labor system, while also catering
to xenophobic desires to prevent Latin American culture to enter the US mainstream.
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The issue of immigration across the U.S.-Mexico border has undeniably captured the attention of the
people of the United States. Immigration policy defines our current debates on national identity, and it is
important that we work to understand what our current policies supposedly working to prevent undocumented
immigrants from crossing the southern U.S. border actually do. Over the past few decades, U.S. immigration
policy has shifted to one that prioritizes criminalizing undocumented immigrants rather than preventing their
immigration. Policy makers have introduced this shift in order to better exploit, incarcerate, and contain the
culture and influence of, the immigrant Latino community.
For much of the second half of the twentieth century, U.S. border control policy was centered around
a so-called “catch-and-release” policy. During this time immigrants attempting to cross the border who were
intercepted by border patrol agents would quickly be returned to Mexico at little financial cost to themselves
or the U.S. government.1 However, beginning in the 1980s this policy began to fade away to be replaced
by doctrine referred to as “prevention-through- deterrence” culminating in a government program known as
“Operation Streamline.2” We will discuss the stunning inaccuracy of these names later. For now, we will focus
on the policy shifts that brought about the prevention-through-deterrence (PTD) policy.
Whatever animosity may seem evident in media coverage, the United States and Mexico have enjoyed
one of the most amicable relationships in the Americas for quite some time. The stigma now attached to
immigrants from Mexico and the rest of Latin America is a very modern phenomenon, and until the 1960s
immigration between the U.S. and Mexico was far less inhibited than immigration from Asia and Eastern
Europe. This system changed dramatically with the passage of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965,
which abolished immigration quotas from Asia and Europe but initiated the first strict immigration quotas for
people coming from the Western Hemisphere. This marked the beginning of modern restricted immigration
from Mexico.3 Two decades of restricted immigration under this act prompted an immigration controversy
like the one we face today. The U.S. government found in 1986 that there were between three million and
five million undocumented immigrants residing in the U.S., having been unable to immigrate with necessary
documentation with the immigration quotas in place.4
The U.S. government concluded that its previous policies had not been restrictive enough. With the
Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, the government gave three million undocumented immigrants
the opportunity to change their status but set exceptionally high barriers to further immigration and status
changing. Would-be immigrants now had to prove that they both had the funds to cover possible expenses in
the U.S. and that they had “compelling social and economic ties abroad.” Even for those who had lived in the
United States for most of their lives, obtaining documents after immigrating would prove extremely difficult
after the passage of the Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA).5
The IRCA also made clear the U.S. government’s intent to begin border militarization and fortification
1 Catalina Amuedo-Dorantes and Susan Pozo, “On the Intended and Unintended Consequences of Enhanced U.S. Border
and Interior Immigration Enforcement: Evidence from Mexican Deportees,” Demography Demography 51, no. 6 (2014): 2256.
2 Heidy Sarabia. 2012. “Perpetual Illegality: Results of Border Enforcement and Policies for Mexican Undocumented
Migrants in the United States,” ASAP Analyses of Social Issues and Public Policy 12, no. 1 (2012): 55.
3 Sarabia, “Perpetual Illegality: Results of Border Enforcement and Policies for Mexican Undocumented Migrants in the
United States,” ASAP Analyses of Social Issues and Public Policy 12, no.1 (2016): 51-52.
4Sarabia, 52.
5 Sarabia, 52.
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in earnest. The Act demanded that within sixty days of its passage the president should have a list prepared
by the Department of Defense on suitable DOD facilities that could be converted into immigrant detention
centers by the Bureau of Prisons.6 The need for locations where migrants could be incarcerated would soon
make these preparations insufficient. Indeed, the legislatures that crafted the IRCA likely spotted this, because
the legislation also designated funds for constructing detention centers on the border as well as new roads,
watchtowers, and surveillance cameras.7
The IRCA was followed in 1996 by the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act
(IIRIRA) which specifically targeted those designated “criminal aliens.” Under the IIRIRA criminal aliens
would never be able to become legal citizens of the United States. This was because the Act closed the cases
of criminal aliens to judicial review, making it impossible for the immigrant in question to obtain a “waiver
of inadmissibility” to make their immigration legal.8 The broadest consequences of the IIRIRA would not be
realized until the initiation of Operation Streamline, which will be discussed later in this paper.
All of these acts set the stage for the Clinton administration’s abandonment of catch and release in favor
of PTD. The aspect of PTD that President Clinton oversaw was the militarization of the U.S.-Mexico border.
This fortification program was on a greater scale than anything the U.S.-Mexico border had experienced before.
As Jones and Johnson observe, “weapons developed in wars in Iraq and Afghanistan [were] now routinely
deployed along the border.”9 These weapons were given to a Border Patrol which under the Immigration and
Nationality Act (INA) had the power to stop and search vehicles and individuals at will, enter private property
without a warrant, and establish checkpoints within 100 miles of any U.S. land or sea border.10 The Clinton
administration laid the groundwork for all of this modern fortification through programs like Operation Hold
the Line, which was passed in anticipation of NAFTA being finalized in 1993 and took steps to increase border
agents, fortifications, and surveillance.11 Augmented by the 5,500 National Guard troops sent by the Bush
administration in the 2006 Operation Jump Start, guns and fortifications closed the easiest and safest routes
into the United States from Mexico.12 Experts estimated that the shutting of these avenues led to around 18,000
deaths in the past decade as migrants were forced to take more dangerous routes.13
All of this border militarization forms one pillar of the PTD policy, and is justified by the promise that
if migrants must use such deadly routes to get into the United States they will surely stop coming. The second
pillar is the misleadingly named Operation Streamline. I point this out because, contrary to what the name
might suggest, it makes the business of border security much more complicated. Initiated in the Del Rio sector
by the second Bush administration in 2005 before being expanded to much of the rest of the border in 2008,
Streamline’s initiation quickly led to a 330% increase in the prosecutions of immigrants being caught for the
6 Gilberto Rosas, “The Border Thickens: In-Securing Communities After IRCA, IMIG International Migration 54, no. 2
(2016): 122.
7 Rosas, 121.
8 Sarabia, 53.
9 Reece Jones and Corey Johnson, 2016. “Border Militarisation and the Re-Articulation of Sovereignty.” TRAN
Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 41 (2): 190.
10 Rosas, 119.
11 Rosas, 123.
12 Rosas, 124; and Jones, 196.
13 Jones, 196.
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first time trying to cross the border without proper documentation.14 The year before Streamline’s expansion,
2007, less than one half of one percent of those captured by the Border Patrol were prosecuted.15 The reason
for the shift in policy was that Streamline ordered a “federal criminal charged for every person who crosses
the border illegally.”16 Streamline seems to have been designed to maximize the number of undocumented
immigrants who went through the U.S. criminal justice system, a massive departure from previous policy.
Officials in districts that were part of the Operation were required and still are required to refer practically all
unauthorized persons to criminal prosecution.17 Through “secure communities” designated on the U.S. side of
the border Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) has any undocumented inmate found in a county jail
transferred to an ICE detention center for prosecution.18 The number of immigrants who must be incarcerated
while awaiting prosecution has expanded so dramatically that the prisons on the border must expand to hold
them all. The Val Verde prison in Texas, for example, has gone from a capacity of 180 to one of 1,425 since
Streamline expanded in 2008.19 Almost all of the men, women, and children brought into court by these various
methods are likely to leave having been branded criminal aliens because Streamline has changed the definition
of that term. While it once referred to aliens who committed crimes, it now refers to anyone who crosses the
border without proper documentation.20 As a result, today the majority of criminal aliens only have immigration
violations on their records, with less than 17% having committed what ICE refers to as “level 1” offenses.21
With its two main pillars identified, we come to the other misleadingly named government policy,
prevention through deterrence. Supposedly between Operation Streamline and border militarization, two
policies wholly justified by their supposed deterrence stopping power, immigrants must be being deterred. By
forcing them through only the most dangerous paths into the United States and then putting as many as possible
through the U.S. legal system to be declared criminals, policy makers insist that they will stop coming. They
will be deterred.
However, immigrants are still coming. Chomsky says bluntly, “the detention and deportation approach
has little real effect on the flow of Mexican workers into the United States.”22 Even the aggressive prosecutions
of Operation Streamline, a program that incurs nine to eleven million dollars a month in incarceration costs
alone, have deterred few. According to the Survey on Migration to the Northern Mexican Border, every year
since Streamline has been instituted a majority of those who have gone through it and been returned to Mexico
have had every intention of attempting another crossing.23 Indeed, between 2008 and 2010 a majority of them
intended to try again within the next week.24 Amuedo-Dorantes and Pozo conclude that, “Operation Streamline
14 Amuendo-Dorantes, 2258
15 Andrew Burridge, “Differential Criminalization Under Operation Streamline: Challenges to Freedom of Movement and
Humanitarian Aid Provision in the Mexico-US Borderlands.” Refuge (0229-5113) 26, no. 2: 78.
16 Surabia, 55.
17 Edith Nazarian, “Crossing Over: Assessing Operation Streamline and the Rights of Immigrant Criminal Defendants at
the Border.” Loyola of Los Angeles Law Review 44, no. 4 (2011): 1399-1430.
18 Rosas, 120.
19 Burridge, 80.
20 Rosas, 124.
21 Sarabia, 56.
22 Chomsky, 208.
23 Anuedo-Dorantes, 2260.
24 Anuedo-Dorantes, 2260.
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does not seem to significantly shape deportees’ intents to return to the United States (i.e. commit recidivism) in
the short run or long run.”25
So, prevention-through-deterrence (PTD) is neither preventing a large portion of undocumented
immigrants from crossing the border or deterring workers from making the trip to find work. It would be too
easy to write PTD off as an ineffective strategy that has been held onto for decades now out of habit. Therefore,
we should examine what Operation Streamline and border militarization do accomplish and why policymakers
would want to produce those results.
What PTD does accomplish exceptionally well when paired with the legislation discussed at the
beginning of this paper is keeping illegal immigrants illegal. While it cannot keep undocumented immigrants
out of the United States, it can very effectively prevent them changing their status and obtaining citizenship.
Consider the legal implications of the immigration laws already on the books once the zero-tolerance
policy of Operation Streamline is introduced. Between the quotas initiated by the INA and the requirements
for immigration established by the IRCA, those wishing to immigrate are far more likely to do so without all
the proper paperwork. Because of Operation Streamline they are immediately classified as criminal aliens
for nothing more than an immigration violation. This makes eventual legalization, already difficult under
the IRCA, next to impossible. Remember, the IIRIRA closed the cases of criminal aliens to judicial review,
making a waiver of inadmissibility impossible to obtain. While this was originally intended to keep violent
criminals from obtaining citizenship, when paired with Streamline in prevents any undocumented immigrant
from ever obtaining the appropriate documents. While catch-and-release policy dictated that all trials regarding
immigration violations be civil ones, Streamline has made them all criminal trials. This makes a criminal record
very hard to avoid. 26
Despite the emphasis on opening as many new criminal records as possible, these programs are clearly
not targeting violent criminals. Recall that earlier it was pointed out that less than 17% of those designated
criminal aliens had committed what the ICE refers to as level one criminal violations. Even those who have
committed such crimes are not necessarily violent, in fact many of their crimes would be misdemeanors were
they citizens. Level One offenders do include murder and weapons trafficking, but they also include crimes
such as disorderly conduct, minor traffic offenses, and OUIs.27 Indeed under the IIRIRA and the Antiterrorism
and Effective Death Penalty Act (ADEPA) detention, prosecution, and deportation are mandatory for crimes
such as shoplifting.28
Once the police and border patrol agents working within Operation Streamline have sent those soon
to be criminal aliens to court the procedures they go through seem designed to ensure conviction. Immigrants
are likely to be put on trial within a day or two of their capture if they are seized near the border, with the dirt
and sand of the unforgiving terrain still caked onto their skin.29 If they hope to challenge the charges brought
against him they have little time to prepare a defense, as they will have no more than one hour to speak with
a lawyer. The lawyer they speak with has little time or attention for them, as lawyers assigned to Operation
25 Anuedo-Dorantes, 2267.
26 Nazarian, 1425.
27 Rosas, 125-26.
28 Rosas, 124.
29 Sarabia, 1405.
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Streamline represent four or five defendants every day.30 Few will decide to challenge the charges, however, as
most have already agreed to plead guilty in statements prepared for them by the court in the hope of escaping
incarceration faster. In randomly chosen groups of 70 they must, through an interpreter, navigate as best they
can a justice system they are encountering for the first time. The proceedings are always conducted in the same
Tucson courthouse, and are always in English.31
Those who are experiencing this process for the first time are fortunate that their business with the U.S.
legal system ends here. They will be returned to Mexico with a new U.S. criminal record and a warning not to
return. Those passing through a second time, and many of those passing through the courtroom in Tucson have
been there before, must contend with a potential 180 days of incarceration. Those who have been through the
system more than twice face a potential 2-10 years in migrant detention facilities, and those who keep making
attempts may be facing 20 years or more. 32 The fates of these repeat offenders reveal the intensity of the U.S.’
reliance on the carceral system to solve its more unsavory problems. In order to stop repeat offenders from
attempting another border crossing, they are brought into the country for years to be as unproductive as possible
at the state’s expense. This is hardly a sensible solution, but as we will discuss later it does benefit some.
While immigrants passing through Streamline are undoubtedly in a desperate situation, some rights
have been extended to them through Supreme Court decisions. In Shaughnessy v. United States ex Mezi it was
ruled that undocumented migrants could not be deported without due process of law33 and trying immigrants
en masse was ruled unconstitutional in Roble-Solis v. United States.34 While these may be touted as adequate
protection, they are of course only the most basic rights one can hope to have in the U.S. legal system. More
rights are unlikely to be extended soon for two reasons: the plenary power doctrine and the ascending scale of
rights theory.
The plenary power doctrine holds that the legislature should have absolute authority over the area of
immigration. This means that judicial review should be virtually nonexistent when it comes to immigration
laws.35 As a result of the doctrine’s adoption throughout state and local governments as well as the federal
government, there is very little oversight to prevent laws from violating the rights of immigrants. Judicial review
of immigration laws is so taboo that even judges who believe a law to be violating constitutional rights often
do not dare raise the issue directly. The judge must instead use what is known as a “constitutional phantom.”
Rather than strike down a law based on the constitution, the judge will instead cite a statute that stands on its
own within an existing law or court procedure that has a link to defending constitutional rights.36 This means
that constitutional rights can be extended to individual immigrant cases but there is very little chance that the
case will be appealed to the Supreme Court. Thus the plenary power doctrine severely handicaps the protection
of immigrant rights in the courtroom.
Even without the plenary power doctrine the current Supreme Court adherence to the ascending scale
30 Chomsky, 206.
31 Burridge, 80.
32 Burridge, 79.
33 Nazarian, 1407.
34 Nazarian, 1407.
35 Nazarian, 1409-11.
36 Nazarian, 1409-11.

University of Massachusetts Amherst Undergraduate History Journal

99

of rights theory prevents the courts from having a significant impact. The current judicial interpretation holds
that “the people” that the constitution protects are defined as “a group of persons who have formed such a
connection to the United States that they can be deemed part of its community.”37 This definition is extremely
dependent on subjective interpretation and yet still sets quite a high bar for having the full protection of the
law. Many have argued that the ascending scale theory should be replaced with the far more straightforward
doctrine of “territoriality.” Territoriality is simple: if you are subject to the laws of the United States then you
are protected by the rights those laws are supposed to protect.38 Unless the Supreme Court officially adopts the
theory of territoriality it is unlikely that immigrants being tried on the border and turned into criminal aliens
will get much relief in the form of protected constitutional rights.
After this thorough examination of the systems currently in place to deal with undocumented immigrants
we can conclude that they exist not to prevent the immigration of the bulk of undocumented workers, but
instead to criminalize as many of them as possible and to make it near impossible for them to change their
status. Having arrived at this conclusion we must consider why policymakers, throughout our recent history,
have pushed our policy in this direction.
From the perspective of our nation’s large and small employers, keeping undocumented immigrants
not only undocumented but also criminalized makes them far easier to exploit. As Sarabia notes, immigrants
in the age of Operation Streamline live under very high levels of “deportability.” While only a minority of the
immigrant population is being deported, deportation and even incarceration is a very real and ever-present
reality for every undocumented immigrant in the U.S..39 Knowing that an employer could at any time report
them to a government engaged in an operation with a self-described zero-tolerance policy puts undocumented
workers in a very weak negotiating position. Powerful employers who rely on this set up make sure their voices
are heard when policy is crafted.
Raising voices alongside them are those who profit from incarcerating the would-be immigrants
captured at the border. Recall the example of prison expansion given earlier, where the Texas Val Verde prison
grew to over eight times its original capacity with the introduction of Streamline. Someone needed to be
hired and given taxpayer money to construct those necessary additions. Indeed businesses such as Geo Group
Incorporated and Corrections Corporation of America (CCA) have turned migrant detention into a thriving
industry. These companies make a great deal constructing and running detention centers for the dozens of
immigrants who pass through Operation Streamline every day. Geo Group and CCA even supply the buses that
shuttle migrants around during processing.40
The lobbyists employed by these corporations have been some of the staunchest supporters of Streamline
and PTD whenever their effectiveness is challenged in Congress.41 These advocates of Operation Streamline
have a deep interest in preserving a system that does not deter immigrants, but instead relies on prosecuting and
incarcerating a large minority of them.
A final great force that has shaped our current immigration policy has been a xenophobic desire to
37 Nazarian, 1418.
38 Nazarian, 1422-23.
39 Sarabia, 54.
40 Burridge, 80.
41 Sarabia, 63-64.
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exclude Latino people and culture from U.S. American identity. This xenophobia is being displayed every day
across the modern-day U.S., but it has been present from the beginning of the shift to PTD and the first planting
of the seeds that would grow into Streamline. The congressional debate over the 1986 IRCA is rife with
examples, including an expressed desire to control the “brown others” supposedly streaming across the border.
In the same debate it was warned that these foreigners should be feared for their “contagion possibilities”
and excluded from the mainstream U.S. at all costs, lest they destroy “cultural enclavism.”42 Criminalization
serves the desires for exclusion and containment well. Undocumented immigrants, who live, work, and build
families in the United States, are the greatest potential source of Latino U.S. citizens. Through the Streamline
system they are barred from ever achieving citizenship, and high levels of deportability ensure that any cultural
solidarity they may have with one another must be celebrated in the shadows.
Undocumented immigrants in the United States have been forced into lives of harried criminals because
of simple immigration violations. Prevention through deterrence policies, capped by border militarization and
Operation Streamline, have been made to work towards full immigrant criminalization rather than truly seeking
to deter them. Immigrants crossing the border are abused by our justice system the ascending scale of rights
theory and the plenary power doctrine prevents them being given true due process as they are not afforded the
full protection of the law that prosecutes them. This policy has been shaped and preserved by a labor system
that relies on exploitation, a rapidly growing new sector of the prison industrial complex, and the xenophobia
that has been woven through so many of our laws. Unless serious and responsible reform is undertaken, we will
continue to litter our southern border with thousands of corpses every year while simultaneously transforming
hopeful immigrants into an exploited and subjugated criminal underclass. Few modern realities stand in starker
contrast to the ideals of our nation.

42 Rosas, 121.
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A Comparison of Liberal and
Marxist Revolutionary Thought
By Chad Stoughton

Liberalism and Marxism are two of the most influential ideologies of the modern era. Generally analyzed
in the context of their criticisms of one another, they are rarely examined through the lens of revolutionary
thought and action. Both ideologies have a clear interpretation of revolution, and both are fundamentally
revolutionary, both in origin and in outlook. This paper will examine how liberal and Marxist ideology shaped
how revolution was understood by their respective adherents, and how that understanding contributed to the
success or failure of their revolutionary movements to create lasting polities that adhered to their ideological
principles.
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“All men are created equal. They are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among
them are Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of Happiness.”
-Ho Chi Minh, September 2, 1945
The twentieth century bore witness to what was arguably the greatest ideological struggle in the history
of mankind. Three ideologies entered this struggle, and by the century’s end only one remained to lay claim to
what Francis Fukuyama called in 1989 “The End of History.” Fukuyama’s use of that phrase to describe the
triumph of western liberalism was deliberate. The concept of history as a deterministic process with a finite end
was first proposed by G.W.F. Hegel and later propagated by Karl Marx. The Hegelian theory described the point
at which the contradictions of human consciousness would be rectified. It marked the end of the ideological
dialectic that had been playing out through war, struggle, and revolution since the dawn of humanity. Marx
believed that the Hegelian End of History would take the form of global communism, and it was on that basis
that he constructed much of his political thought. Yet the sole survivor of the twentieth century’s ideological
struggle was not communism. It was Western liberalism. Three contenders participated in the twentieth
century’s phase of the human dialectic. Liberalism, the oldest, entered the fray with established democracies
dominated by market capitalism. Fascism, a relative newcomer with an emphasis on authoritarian, statist, and
racialist nationalism, was late to enter and early to leave in the global competition for human consciousness.
Having emerged only after the First World War, it all but disappeared with the end of the second. Marxism,
the third contender, was theorized in the nineteenth century and saw several attempts at implementation in
the twentieth. But the collapse of the Soviet Union in the century’s last decade, and the subsequent decay
of the Soviet sphere left liberalism as the world’s only remaining major political ideology. Liberal ideas of
democracy, market capitalism, personal property, and individual rights soon made their way into formerly
communist states. Though other ideologies have since gained traction–including “Socialism with Chinese
Characteristics” first articulated by Deng Xiaoping, political Islamism, and Juche, North Korea’s unique form
of hyper-nationalism–liberal ideas are gradually becoming the zeitgeist of human political thought. If there is
an end of history, western liberalism is the closest thing we have seen to it.
Perhaps it is because of this fact that liberalism is generally no longer considered a revolutionary ideology.
It is establishment, bourgeois, and old fashioned. But liberalism, like Marxism, is fundamentally revolutionary.
It was inspired by revolution, it inspired revolution, and it was put into practice through revolution. It is unusual
to see Marxism and liberalism compared in the light of revolution, and indeed their conceptions of revolution are
quite different. Nowhere is that contrast more apparent than in the differing ideas of the American Revolution
of the late eighteenth century, and the Marxist revolutions of the twentieth. Where Marxists focused on social
revolution as a driving mechanism for history, liberals, particularly American liberals, saw revolution only as
a means to correct the failings of government. Examining these differences in ideology and methodology can
yield a greater understanding of revolution as an act and can help explain why revolutionary liberalism has
tended to produce more stable and successful results than revolutionary Marxism.
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— I. On Political Theory —
Before addressing their respective thoughts on revolution, it is prudent to discuss the philosophical
bases of liberalism and Marxism. This serves to both clarify the terms themselves, and to provide an ideological
context in which liberal and Marxist revolutionaries acted. Both ideologies emerged as a reaction to dramatic
socio-political upheaval. For early liberal thinkers, that upheaval came in the form of two political revolutions.
For Marxists, that upheaval came in the form of the Industrial Revolution.
The first political revolution that would sow the seeds of liberal thought was the Puritan Revolution
in England, which began in 1642 and continued for nearly a decade. The trial and execution of Charles I
in 1649 marked the first time in English history that a monarch had been tried and executed. It implicitly
called into question the idea of monarchy which, predicated on the idea of divine right, should have been
infallible. It was Thomas Hobbes’s reaction to this event that laid the foundation of what was to become
liberalism. Hobbes is not generally considered a liberal. His staunch support of absolutism and his grim view of
human nature contrast sharply with the writings of later liberal thinkers. Nevertheless, he did provide the basic
philosophical building blocks that would be used to construct liberal thought. Hobbes was the first political
writer to attempt to place humanity in a political vacuum as a thought experiment designed to discern the nature
of human political organization. Hobbes concluded that in the absence of overwhelming power to reign in their
destructive tendencies, mankind was doomed “to the condition of a War of every man against every man.”1
Though his conclusions were grim, they were predicated on the idea that “Nature hath made men so equall
[sic], in the faculties of body, and mind... when all is reckoned together, the difference between man, and man,
is not so considerable.”2 This idea, that every individual is essentially and naturally equal, was to form the basis
of liberal thought.
While the English Civil War provided the basic philosophical materials of liberal thought, it was the
reaction to the Glorious Revolution of 1688 that would shape liberalism into a fully formed ideology. The
remarkable characteristic of the Glorious Revolution was relative passivity. There were only a few military
clashes in England that preceded the total collapse of the Stuart dynasty. William and Mary came to power
largely through the political and financial support of the English nobility. Unlike the English Civil War, the
transfer of power was relatively swift and bloodshed relatively rare. The English had chosen a monarch. It was
John Locke who distilled the ramifications of these events into a political philosophy. One of the earliest writers
associated with liberal thought, Locke would become a primary inspiration for many American revolutionaries.
He took the Hobbesian conception of the intrinsic equality of man and used it to construct a model of government
in which “the end of government [is] the good of the community,” and in which power was derived from the
consent of the people.3 This model of government, derived from the state of nature and based on the idea of
the natural equality of individuals, is the quintessence of liberal ideology. This interpretation of the role and
purpose of government would go on to substantially influence the liberal understanding of revolution.
Karl Marx witnessed a vastly different kind of revolution. Unlike the political revolutions of witnessed by
1 Hobbes, Thomas. Leviathan. reprinted from the edition of 1651. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1909. 127
2 Hobbes 86
3 Locke, John. Second Treatise on Government. ed. Thomas Hollis, London: A. Millar et al., 1764. § 163
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Hobbes and Locke, the political revolutions of Marx’s day were largely unsuccessful. Rather, Marx witnessed a
primarily economic revolution, the emergence of an industrially-driven capitalist economy. The last vestiges of
serfdom were dying in Europe, and industrial wage labor was becoming the primary mode of human existence.
Dissatisfied with existing political and economic models, Marx developed a new political and economic
theory to explain these developments. Borrowing the Hegelian concept of the forward march of history, Marx
suggested class struggle as the driving mechanism behind historical progress. The Communist Manifesto opens
with the assertion that “the history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles... oppressor
and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another.”4 These classes, according to Marx, were organized
in various formulations of a structure generally similar across all societies. The producing classes generate
value through labor. The owner class controls the means of production by which that labor is performed. There
are two kinds of labor performed by the producing class: necessary-labor, which is the labor needed to sustain
the existence of the worker, and surplus-labor, which generates value in excess of what the worker receives for
his labor. This surplus-value is “extracted from the actual producer, the labourer” by the owner class in the form
of profit.5 This is the mechanism of class-exploitation in the Marxian view, and it is this relationship that drives
class struggle. To Marx, the industrial revolution represented the overthrow of one form of class exploitation,
that of feudal relationships between lords and serfs, for another, the relationship between bourgeois capitalists,
and the laboring proletariat. He saw the liberal revolutions of the eighteenth century as bourgeois revolutions,
in which the current exploiting class overthrew their exploiters to establish their own form of class exploitation.
In this way, class struggle drove historical progress, and just as the once exploited bourgeoisie overthrew
the feudal nobility, so too would the proletariat overthrow the bourgeoisie in a revolution of their own. This
understanding would lead Marxist thinkers to understand revolution fundamentally differently, and perhaps
more radically, than their liberal counterparts.
— II. On the Nature and Practice of Revolution —
The origin of the liberal understanding of legitimate revolution can be found in Locke, who saw
revolution as a correctionary measure against the abuses of power. “Revolutions,” he argued, “happen not upon
every little mismanagement in public affairs,” but as the result of “a long train of abuses.”6 This understanding
is predicated on a liberal understanding of the nature of government; that government exists to secure the rights
of the people, and that a government that is destructive to that end is illegitimate. The purpose of revolution is
therefore to restore respect for the rights of the people. Locke advocated for limited revolution; The dissolution
of society, he argued, was only possible through foreign invasion, and that the object of revolution was the
dissolution of government.7 The Lockean conception of limited revolution was wholly embraced by American
revolutionaries and was a contributing factor in their success.
4 Marx, Karl, Engels, Frederich. Manifesto of the Communist Party. Translated by Samuel Moore in cooperation with
Frederick Engels, 1888. via Marxists Internet Archive. 14
5 Marx, Karl. Capital: A Critique of Political Economy. trans. Samuel Moore and Edward Aveling. 1st ed. Vol. 1.
Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1887. 153
6 Locke. § 225
7 Locke. § 211
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The earliest calls for American revolution came from Boston. Throughout the late 1760s and early 1770s,
Bostonian merchants began to mobilize against the increased interest of Great Britain in its North American
colonies. Samuel Adams was amongst the most prolific writers of the period, and played a crucial role in
establishing in the general consciousness the existence of Locke’s “long train of abuses” in Britain’s treatment
of the colonies. By the mid 1770s, the loose collection of complaints and grievances that had circulated around
the colonies began to form into a coherent call for revolution. It was ironically an Englishman, Thomas Paine,
who most succinctly made that call, and in so doing shaped the early narrative of the American Revolutionary
dialogue. In Common Sense, one of the most famous and influential political pamphlets of the revolutionary
period, Paine laid out what had by that time become the classic liberal argument for the legitimate origins
of power and contested that none of them could be found in hereditary monarchy. Unsatisfied with the mere
assertion that royal power was philosophically illegitimate, Paine also lays out specific and concrete grievances
with British governance. “No man was a warmer wisher for reconciliation than myself,” he said, “before the
fatal nineteenth of April 1775.”8 Payne was referring, of course, to the Battles of Lexington and Concord in
Massachusetts, the first shooting engagements of the American Revolution. Ratified a little over a year later,
The American Declaration of Independence, perhaps the most concise statement of American revolutionary
thought, consisted almost entirely of a list of grievances, and made no mention of changing the nature of
society, only of altering or abolishing governments that have become destructive to the natural rights of their
citizens.
While the writings of American revolutionaries were much more concerned with immediate grievances
and the logistical concerns of fighting a war, Marxist revolutionaries seem to have been much more selfaware of their role in a revolutionary movement. Vladimir Lenin, Mao Zedong, Che Guevara, and Fidel Castro
all wrote extensively on their contributions to the theory of revolutionary Marxism. Perhaps this difference
can be explained by the emphasis on revolution as a mechanism of social progress in Marxian thought. In
this view, class struggle has only one of two possible outcomes, “either in a revolutionary reconstitution of
society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending classes.”9 In contrast to the Lockean view of limited
revolution, the object of Marxist revolution is the total overthrow of the exploitive, class-based social system.
Revolution is not a means to correct the ills of governance, but a necessary and pre-determined means of
driving human progress. Revolution therefore takes on a grand significance in forging the destiny of humanity,
and an understanding of this significance is reflected in the writings of Marxist revolutionaries.
Most theories of applied Marxism can be traced back to Vladimir Lenin. Lenin was not overwhelmingly
concerned with specific grievances or correcting the errors of the Czarist state. Rather, the total eradication
of the state was the object of revolution, and “Revolution alone can “abolish” the bourgeois state.”10 That the
abolition of the state was just was taken for granted by Lenin’s ideology, which assumed the Marxian position
that human progress was driven by class-struggle, and that the sole productive mechanism of class-struggle was
the revolutionary overthrow of the existing social order. The Polish philosopher Leszek Kolakowski criticized
this element of Marxism, and argued that to imagine the genesis of a post-revolutionary society totally different
8 Paine, Thomas. Common Sense. 1776. Reprinted by Signet Classics, New York. 2003. 32
9 Marx, Communist Manifesto 14
10 Lenin, Vladimir. The State and Revolution. 1918. via Lenin Internet Archive.
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from the one that spawned it “would amount to believing that human communities are capable of getting rid
of their past history.”11 Lenin recognized this fact, and argued that the purpose of the first wave of revolution
would preserve the bourgeois state, and place many bourgeois institutions in the care of a proletarian vanguard
party while eliminating the bourgeoisie itself.
Whilst Marxists and liberals may disagree on why a revolution should be undertaken, they do have some
agreement on how to conduct one. To many contemporary Marxists “Mao [Zedong] stands on the shoulders
of Lenin as firmly as Lenin presumably stands on the shoulders of Marx.”12 Mao wrote a great deal not only
on the theory of revolution, but on its mechanisms. He subscribed to the Marxist idea that “revolutions and
revolutionary wars are inevitable in class society, and without them it is impossible to achieve any leap in
social development.”13 Mao’s tactics however, show a keen understanding of the conditions of revolutionary
warfare. Maoist military strategy drew inspiration from Sun Tzu, whose work would have likely been unknown
to American revolutionaries (The Art of War was not translated into any European language until 1772 and was
not translated into English until the early twentieth century). Yet many of the conclusions Mao drew about the
asymmetrical nature of revolutionary warfare were similar to those reached by American military leaders during
their war for independence. Though American revolutionaries were not nearly so self-reflective as Mao, the
application of strategies similar to those of Mao can be seen in the actions and correspondence of the American
revolutionaries: “Attack dispersed, isolated enemy forces first...take big cities last...do not make holding a city
or place our main objective... make good use of the intervals between campaigns to rest, train and consolidate
our troops.”14 These were some of the main principles of what Mao labeled “People’s War,” and the application
of similar tactics is evident throughout the American Revolution. Perhaps the most notable application of
all of these principles was summarized by George Washington in a letter to Ishmael Putnam following the
American victory at Trenton. “General Howe advancd upon Trenton which we Evacuated... then march’t for
Princeton which we reacht next morning... there was three Regiments Quarterd there of British Troops—which
we Attackt and Routed... After the Action we immediately march’t for this place—I shall remove from hence
to Morristown—there shall wait a few days and refresh the Troops.”15 In this single instance, Washington’s
strategy embodied the key principles of People’s War. He attacked a dispersed, isolated target at Trenton,
opted to evacuate rather than hold the city, then repeated the process at Princeton, and took advantage of the
resulting confusion to rest and consolidate his troops. These tactics may simply be the product of the realities
asymmetrical warfare, but they do show a similarity in the character of liberal and Marxist revolution on a
strategic level, and it is at the strategic level that liberal and Marxist revolutions have seen similar levels of
success.

11 Kolakowski, Leszek. Marxist Roots of Stalinism. 1977
12 Meisner, Maurice. “Leninism and Maoism: Some Populist Perspectives on Marxism-Leninism in China.” The China
Quarterly, January 1971, 2-36. via. Jstor
13 Zedong, Mao. Quotations from Chairman Mao Tse-Tung. 1996 reprint. 119
14 Ibid 183-9
15 “From George Washington to Major General Israel Putnam, 5 January 1777,” Founders Online, National Archives, last
modified March 30, 2017, http://founders.archives.gov/documents/Washington/03-07-02-0416. [Original source: The Papers of
George Washington, Revolutionary War Series, vol. 7, 21 October 1776–5 January 1777, ed. Philander D. Chase. Charlottesville:
University Press of Virginia, 1997, pp. 535–536.]
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— III. On the Construction of Polity —
At the completion of any revolution it is necessary to build a polity to replace the one that has been
overthrown. This leaves revolutionaries with the question of how to reconcile the ideology on which the
revolution was predicated with the realities of governance. It is difficult to make a direct comparison between
the application of liberalism and the application of Marxism, as any new polity will necessarily reflect the
extant conditions of the society it is meant to govern. As Kolakowski pointed out, “no society has ever been
entirely begotten by an ideology.”16 Perhaps the closest comparison that can be made would be between the
United States and the Soviet Union. Each represents the first long-term successful attempt at applying their
respective ideologies, insomuch as they resulted in stable, lasting polities.
The US Constitutional Convention, held in the summer of 1787, can be seen as the stage on which
the debate about how to create a liberal state was first held. The questions raised by the convention were
remarkably in line with the ambiguities of liberal thought. How can government be used to reign in the
destructive tendencies of humanity without stifling liberty and society? How can a state be designed to contain
the contentious factions of its people? Of little concern to the founders was what Hannah Arendt called “the
social question.” Rather, “the power of government was supposed to control the passion of social interests and
to be controlled, in its turn, by individual reason.”17 That is to say that the revolution, true to its liberal origins,
did not seek to overthrow society, but simply create a government to manage it. American liberals rejected
the idea that human consciousness would eventually be reconciled with itself in any form. As James Madison
wrote, “as long as the reason of man continues fallible, and he is at liberty to exercise it, different opinions will
be formed.”18 These differing opinions were driven by status and by passion, and it was “the passions ought to
be controlled and regulated by the government.”19 The revolution did not destroy or transform society, merely
create a more just means or governing it.
The Soviet system, initially created in the years following the 1917 revolution, was based on Leninism,
which held that “communist society will be a nonlegal social order,” and that achieving that will require a
transitionary period which will require, “both in the short and the long run, a complete rupture with the political
and legal institutions of bourgeois society.”20 In contrast to American liberal revolutionaries, Marxist-Leninist
revolutionaries saw the polity they must construct as a temporary institution, created with the ultimate end
of eradicating bourgeois society. Taken together with the Marxist understanding that communism was the
dialectic end of human contradiction, this resulted in a “failure to develop a civil society able to provide and
sustain processes for handling social conflicts.”21 Rather than contain the contradictions of society by creating a
government that could regulate them, the Soviet system was designed to change society itself, with the presumed
end of eradicating contradictions entirely. This result never materialized, and the Soviet Union remained a

Westlaw

16 Kolakowski, Leszek. Marxist Roots of Stalinism. 1977.
17 Arendt, Hannah. On Revolution. Viking Press, 1963. Reprinted by Penguin Books, 1990. 229
18 Madison, James. Federalist No. 49. 1788
19 Madison, James. Federalist No. 10. 1787
20 Law and the Constitution of Soviet Society: The Case of Comrade Lenin, 22 Law & Soc’y Rev. 575, 578 (1988) via
21 Ibid.
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transitionary dictatorship of the proletariat until its eventual collapse and return to bourgeois statehood.
— Conclusion —
It is ironic that Marxian ideas would ultimately fail in the grand human dialectic process that they
championed. To be sure, Marxist theory contains valuable insights into the nature of labor, of capital, and of the
relationship between the two. But its deterministic understanding of history and projections for its future course
have not come to fruition. Its grandiose conception of revolution as a driver of human progress that would result
in the overthrow of society and all the exploitations contained within it never came to fruition. No revolutionary
Marxist thus far has achieved the communist end described by Marx - Bourgeois society remains. The Liberal
understanding of revolution is much less radical than that of Marxists. Based on the Lokean idea that revolution
is incapable of fundamentally transforming society, liberal revolutionaries sought instead to remove abusive
governments. Governments were not temporary, and revolutions not central to human progress. Rather, they
were tools to be used on rare occasion to alter or abolish governments that had deviated from their original
purpose. They required a long series of abuses and failings on the part of the government to be overthrown, and
they were not to be undertaken lightly. This understanding of revolution has resulted in more tempered polities,
understanding of and capable of handling the contradictions of faction within their populations. It is perhaps
less transformative, but Lockean revolution has been successful. The one area where the two ideologies seem in
agreement, the conduct of revolutionary action, is the area in which both have seen success. Marxist revolution
has succeeded in revolutionary action, that is to say they have overthrown their governments, but they have
failed to reinvent their societies, and their emphasis on doing so has undermined their efforts to build stable
governments consistent with their ideological principles.
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The Power of Perception
How the perception of race impacted Irish and Italian
immigrants in Boston from 1850–1910
By Genevieve Weidner

In the 1850s, a large population of Irish immigrants came to Boston. In the 1880s, as Boston began to
industrialize, the promise of jobs encouraged many more groups of immigrants to move to Boston. The Italians
and more Irish came to Boston, but because the Irish had established communities and job connections in the
city, it was easier for the Irish immigrants to have better jobs and move into positions of power. Since the Italian
immigrants came later than the Irish, the gatekeepers of Boston largely defined that their ethnicity meant. By
referencing secondary sources on the topic of race and ethnicity, and by using primary sources from the period
on the experience of the Irish and Italian immigrants, this paper explores the difference between race and
ethnicity, and how that impacted the experience of different groups as they settled into Boston.
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Groups of Irish and Italian immigrants came to the United States in waves throughout the 19th century.
Both the Irish and Italian immigrants were similar in their poor economic standing and devote Catholicism.
This certainly brewed trouble as both the Irish and Italians immigrated to Boston. To borrow a phrase from
historian Marilynn Johnson, since the Revolutionary era, Boston was an “overwhelmingly Protestant city.”1
While the Irish were discriminated against for being Catholic, they were still able to largely rise out of poverty,
move away from the tenements in the North End, and many Irish even became politically powerful. However,
the Italian immigrant population lived in poverty in the North End for much longer and struggled to have the
same political achievements that the Irish did. What was different about these two groups, that were similar in
their religious practices, economic standing, and objective color in their skin, that made the Irish capable of
advancing out of poverty while the Italians struggled?
The demand for labor from industrialism explained why many Irish and Italian immigrants came to
Boston in the first place. Because they came from poor conditions in their home countries, the Irish and Italian
immigrants had to take low-wage, unskilled work. This forced many immigrants to live in tenements in the
North End. However, the Irish and Italian experience differed significantly in Boston. For the purposes of this
paper, “Irish Americans” will be the group of Irish that immigrated in the 1850s, and “Irish immigrants” will be
the latter group of Irish that immigrated from the 1880s 1910s. I will focus specifically on how these two groups
were perceived in Boston during the 1880 –1910s. “Native Bostonians” and the “gatekeepers” are essentially
the group that had been living in Boston since the American Revolution. I will refer to this group at the “native
Bostonians,” because that is the language many of the primary sources used when describing this group. My
definition of “race” is the color of the immigrant’s skin, and ethnicity will refer to the perception of that race by
both the immigrant group and the “native Bostonians.”
The idea of “whiteness” for the Irish and Italian immigrants ultimately determined how both groups
would be perceived Boston. Irish immigrants were considered “in between” white and non-white, but the Irish
Americans’ status allowed Irish immigrants to advance faster than Italian immigrants. The essential difference
was from where the perception comes. Irish immigrants were perceived as “in between” ethnicities by other
Irish Americans, because Irish Americans had time to settle into Boston. Since there was an earlier wave of
Irish immigrants in the 1850s, the Irish had time to establish themselves and work to have higher paying
jobs. Italian immigrants were perceived as “white” by the gatekeepers of Boston. This meant that the power
of determination of ethnicity in the context of American standards was extremely important. Even though the
whiteness of the Irish was in between, the fact that the Irish Americans had the power to determine what their
ethnicity meant and how the Irish would relate to other ethnicities meant they had the opportunity to advance
out of poverty. The Italians had little control over their perception of their ethnicity, which explains why
the Italians remained in poverty for longer than the Irish immigrants. The “in between” whiteness status of
immigrants offers a lens to examine how both immigrant groups integrated into Boston.
Historian Marilynn Johnson described how the Irish immigrated to Boston because there was severe
starvation and disease, as well as land shortages and natural disasters in The New Bostonians: How Immigrants
1 Marilynn S. Johnson, The New Bostonians: How Immigrants Have Transformed the Metro Area since the 1960s
(Amherst: University of Massachusetts Press, 2015), 34.
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Have Transformed the Metro Area since the 1960s.2 Family connections motivated Irish to migrate after the first
waves of immigration in the 1850s, but the major motivation was economic advancement.3 Johnson described
how the Irish occupied the North End of Boston in the 1850s, because the wages forced the Irish immigrants
to live in these overcrowded and disease-ridden tenements.4 What this research demonstrates is the labor
motivation for immigrants to live in Boston, and how the immigrants were forced to live in poor and crowded
conditions as they settled into the culture of Boston. The poverty of Irish and Italian immigrants left them no
option but to accept low-wage jobs in Boston, which defined them into the lower class at the beginning of the
1880s.
Johnson described how the Irish immigrants had time to settle into Boston, and how second generations
of immigrants settled into “the zone of emergence.”5 These were the surrounding neighborhoods, which offered
better housing and jobs. In the book Massachusetts: A Concise History, Richard Brown and Jack Tager described
how even though Yankees discriminated against the Irish, the time that the Irish had to settle into Boston (in
addition to fighting for the Union in the Civil War) allowed some Irish to work towards the middle class, and get
involved in politics.6 The foundational labor of the first generation of immigrants allowed the second generation
of the Irish to migrate to South Boston by the 1890s and 1900s.7 Johnson discussed the ethnic politics as well,
with an emphasis on Irish dominance of politics. Because the Irish were one of the first groups of immigrants
to Boston, they had more time to assimilate into the city.8 Second and third generations of Irish immigrants got
elected because of the growing Irish voting community.9 What this research suggests is time was necessary for
the Irish immigrants to settle into Boston. The demand for low-wage labor may have trapped Irish immigrants
into poverty when they arrived in Boston, but as time progressed, both groups were able to slowly grow out of
poverty.
In “Making New Immigrants ‘In between’: Irish Hosts and White Panethnicity, 1890 to 1930,” David
Roediger and James Barrett argued that Irish immigrants were not considered fully white from 1880 – 1930.
They wrote, “immigrants from southern and eastern Europe were “in between people”—neither fully white nor
nonwhite—in certain U.S. places and times, Irish Americans contributed as much to sustaining and structuring
such in between-ness before the 1930s as they did toward resolving it.” 10 Roediger and Barrett explained the
divide between the “Irish Americans”, or the first group of Irish immigrants from the 1850s, and the “Irish
Immigrants”, which was the second wave of immigrants in the 1880s - 1900s into major American cities such
as New York, Chicago, and Boston.11 The first wave of Irish immigrants had time to settle into these cities, so
there was a significant divide between the class status of Irish Americans and Irish immigrants. Roediger and
2 Johnson 14.
3 Johnson 20.
4 Johnson, 21.
5 Johnson, 24.
6 Richard Brown and Jack Tager. Massachusetts: A Concise History (University of Massachusetts Press, 2000), 217.
7 Johnson, 25.
8 Johnson, 42.
9 Johnson ,43.
10 David Roediger and James Barrett, “Making New Immigrants ‘In between’: Irish Hosts and White Panethnicity, 1890
to 1930,” in Not Just Black and White: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives on Immigration, Race, and Ethnicity in the
United States. Eds. Nancy Foner, George M. Fredrickson (Russell Sage Foundation, 2004), 161.
11 Roediger and Barrett, 168.
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Barrett wrote, “To Irish American elites, newcomers presented a threat to group respectability. Especially if
poor, drunken, or religiously emotive, the newcomer needed education and reform.”12 This divide not only put
Irish Americans in a position to “teach”13 the new immigrants what their ethnicity meant in relations to other
races, but it also put the Irish ethnicity in a place where they could be politically powerful in many cities such
as Boston.14
Roegider and Barrett offered several examples of Irish Americans teaching the new immigrants
about racism and the expectations of their ethnicity, but this was mostly evident in the immigrant’s labor.
Irish immigrants worked in unskilled jobs, but “by 1900 only one-seventh of the second-generation Irish
male population worked in unskilled jobs, and for Irish-born males the figure was one-quarter.”15 Since Irish
Americans had more time to live in Americans cities and “spread through the job structure”, they were in a
“strong position to lead labor organizations, which sometimes came to contain many new immigrants.”16 The
powerful position of the Irish Americans in labor unions specifically allowed the Irish Americans to “teach the
color line”17, meaning they could favor Irish immigrants for jobs.18 The establishment of Irish Americans in
many cities in the United States gave Irish immigrants an advantage over other immigrants.19
In The Boston Italians: A Story of Pride, Perseverance, and Paesani from the Years of the Great
Immigration to the Present Day, Stephen Puleo described Italian immigration into the North End of Boston.
Between 1880 and 1920, 14 and 15 million people left Italy and immigrated to the United States. Poverty,
natural disasters, overpopulation, and disease had an impact on Southern Italy’s economy, which motivated
immigration to the United States.20 By 1910, the North End’s population approached 30,000 people, and about
28,000 were Italians. By 1920, 16% of Boston’s population was Italian, (out of about 670,000)21 and 97% of
the North End was Italian.22
Stephen Puleo discussed Italian immigrants’ integration into Boston. Puleo stated that by 1915, many
Italian anarchists were rooted in the North End, and their sentiments were based in claims that government and
capitalism were the causes of poverty and being destitute.23 In Boston, immigrants that lived permanently in the
city would live in the same blocks and areas as their region from Italy, so this was called “chain migration.”24
It made Italian immigrant’s transition to America easier, but it also isolated the immigrants from the rest of
Boston’s culture.25 There were multiple incidents of anarchist violence in Boston, such as the North Square

12 Roediger and Barrett, 169.
13 Roediger and Barrett, 174.
14 Roediger and Barrett, 177.
15 Roediger and Barrett, 184.
16 Roediger and Barrett, 185.
17 Roediger and Barrett, 187.
18 Roediger and Barrett, 187.
19 Roediger and Barrett, 188.
20 Stephen Puleo, The Boston Italians: A Story of Pride, Perseverance, and Paesani, from the years of the great
immigration to the Present Day (Boston: Beacon Press, 2007), 49.
21 Puleo, 47.
22 Puleo, 45.
23 Puleo, 108.
24 Puleo, 67.
25 Puleo, 71.
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riot and the Salutation Street bombing.26 Italians became further associated with anarchists in 1919 after the
Hardwick bombings in 1919.27 In 1920, The Sacco and Vanzetti trial increased the anxiety for Italian anarchists.28
This research suggested that Italians had difficulty integrating into Boston for reasons beyond the poverty
associated with industrial labor. While Irish Americans were able to use their established foundation and “in
between-ness” to blend in with the culture of Boston, Italians struggled more with this because of outside
factors and perceptions of their race.
Thomas Guglielmo explored the topic of whiteness of Italian immigrants in “No Color Barrier: Italians,
Race, and Power in the United States.” Guglielmo argued that despite the discrimination that Italian immigrants
faced from 1880 – 1910, their “widespread acceptance was reflected most concretely in Italians’ ability to
immigrate to the United States and become citizens, work certain jobs, live in certain neighborhoods, join
certain unions …”29 In contrast to Roediger and Barrett, Guglielmo stated that Italians were considered white
by others, so the determination of their ethnicity was not within their power as they arrived to major cities in the
United States such as New York, Chicago, and Boston.30 Guglielmo distinguished race from color; he claimed
that color is a social category, and while many people in the 1880s – 1910s did not distinguish race and color
consciously, these are two categories for which people identified immigrants.31 For example, Guglielmo stated
that “southern Italians never occupied the lowest of social positions in the United States”, because “the United
States had both racial and color hierarchies, and if Italians were denigrated and exploited in the former, they
were greatly privileged in the latter.”32
In the context of labor in these major Americans cities, Guglielmo argued that Italians faced much
discrimination from unions and employers. However, in contrast to races that were undeniably “colored” such
as American Americans, Italian immigrants had “far more employment options and opportunities.”33 Even
though many Americans regarded Italians as white, the distinction between the whiteness, exemplified in
sentiments such as “White Foreigners Should Not Have Privileges over White Natives”34, led to discrimination
against Italian immigrants in labor opportunities. Guglielmo argued that Italians were undeniably white because
racial scientists “placed Italians firmly in the white category”35 and the history of Rome and the Renaissance
“supported the classification of Italians as white.”36 The ambiguity of U.S. census for categorizing the Italians
contributed to the Italians being accepted as white, because the census would alternate between asking for
incoming immigrants’ “color” or “race”, so the two terms became associated together.37 This was why even
though there was a distinction between race and color; people associated the two factors as one. The perception
26 Puleo, 110.
27 Puleo, 108.
28 Puleo, 112.
29 Thomas Guglielmo, “‘No Color Barrier’ Italians, Race, and Power in the United States” in Are Italians White? ed.
Jennifer Guglielmo (New York: Routledge, 2003), 30.
30 Guglielmo, 31.
31 Guglielmo, 32.
32 Guglielmo, 36.
33 Guglielmo, 37.
34 Guglielmo, 39.
35 Guglielmo, 40.
36 Guglielmo, 40.
37 Guglielmo, 41.
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of whiteness gave Italians an advantage over races that were clearly “nonwhite”, but the discrimination they
faced was rooted in ideas against their status and class when they first immigrated in the 1880s.38
Roediger and Barrett’s analysis contrasted with Guglielmo is a powerful lens with which to understand
the Irish and Italian experience in Boston. Both groups of historians emphasized the power of perception.
Roediger and Barrett stated that the Irish immigrants had an advantage because the Irish Americans could
“teach” them about their place in a city, so they therefore had the power to determine what their race meant.
Guglielmo claimed that the Italians were considered as a white race because of the color of their skin, but that
did not mean they had the power of perception of their ethnicity. By focusing on the power of perception, the
following primary sources demonstrate that the immigrants’ experience in Boston depended on how the “native
Bostonians” perceived and accepted them. Race was a way to categorize this perception, and being “white” did
not necessarily give immigrants the power to advance and assimilate into Boston.
In 1900, the Boston Globe published an article entitled “Irish in America. Their Character as Developed
by Her Institutions” by John F. Cronan.39 This source was an account of a speech that Hon. John F. Cronan
gave to a crowd of 3,000 people in Boston. Cronan claimed that the Irish are resilient people, coming from
famine and a tyrannous government.40 He made the argument that the Irish were able to “assimilate” into
American culture because of the strength of American institutions, such as the law and American authorities.
He claimed American institutions “enabled [the Irish] as a class to be reconciled to their position, and to so
readily assimilate and conform to the American idea of government.”41 Therefore the Irish immigrant “had no
occasion to apologize for being here.”42 Any dissent from the Irish probably came from a misunderstanding
between the immigrants and Bostonians, because the Irish recognize that American institutions were founded
on principles of justice. Cronan claimed that because of this, “there is … no longer a pretext for prejudice.”43
He also claimed that their “respect for authority” resulted in their assimilation. Because the descendants of Irish
immigrants were present in America, especially in Boston where this speech was given, Cronan claimed that
the Irish were important “in both state and nation” and they are “benefitted prosperity and progress.”
The context of this source was not entirely clear, beyond how it was a political speech intended for a
large crowd. The sentiments that Cronan expressed could have been to claim anti-immigrant riots in Boston,
or it could have been a sincere expression. Regardless of the intent, the speech reflected important ideas about
how Irish immigrants managed to settle into Boston. The term “assimilate” is ambiguous and suggests finality
in being accepted into Boston, which was not the case for every immigrant family in this period. However,
because the Irish had time to settle into “American institutions”, Cronan expressed they had a right to be
here. Since Cronan focused on the Irish in this speech, and no other groups of immigrants, there was clearly a
sentiment that the new groups of Irish immigrants in the 1880s – 1910s had more of a right to be in Boston than
other groups. This source also suggested that acceptance of an immigrant group was due to time, because the

1900, 1.

38 Guglielmo, 43.
39 John F. Cronan. “Irish in America.: Their Character as Developed by Her Institutions,” Boston Daily Globe, March 19,
40 Cronan, “Irish in America.”
41 Cronan, “Irish in America.”
42 Cronan, “Irish in America.”
43 Cronan, “Irish in America.”
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Irish had more time to get used to the “American institutions.”
When focusing on labor practices, the Irish had more advancement and career opportunities because
of when they immigrated. In 1840, a family of Irish immigrants came to Middletown Connecticut.44 William
Doogue was 12 years old at the time. He received an apprenticeship in Hartford for a nursery and greenhouse
company, “before the time of the overstretched specializing that so largely characterize[d] private business
methods in all lines.”45 After a long contract of employment at this Hartford Company, Doogue moved to
Boston and became the superintendent of public grounds for the city of Boston. He held this position for 28
years, until the day of his death in 1906.46 This article stated that “No native born citizen of this country ever
had deeper love or profounder respect for the institutions of free popular government that William Doogue.”
However, he was proudly Irish and was affiliated with social and patriotic Irish societies in Boston.47
Doogue was an example of an Irish immigrant who came to the Boston area before the Civil War, and
had the opportunity to build a successful career. Doogue was a proud member of Irish nationalist societies,
and still maintained success in his career in Boston. This demonstrated that the first wave of immigration into
Boston in the 1850s provided the Irish with more opportunities. Even though this evidence is anecdotal, it
showed that an Irish person who immigrated in the 1850s could still identify as Irish and could obtain career
success. Doogue was ambiguously Irish, and was ambiguously American, because he appeared to identify as
both. This article exemplified how an Irish person could be between races and still succeed in the job market
while having the ability to define their ethnicity to an extent.
In an article entitled “1,000,000 immigrants in a year: Can the Country assimilate them?” in the Boston
Globe, an interview was conducted with Frank Sargent, the commissioner general of immigration. The interview
revealed the difference between the immigrants in the 1850s versus the immigrants in the 1880s-1910s, and
explained why the immigrants wanted to live in cities. Sargent stated, “[The recent immigrants] are not like
the immigrants of the first thee quarters of our century, who came with the ambition to be farm owners … such
foreigners changed and were transformed into Americans … These immigrants came from northern Europe.”48
The article stated that the reason for the increase of immigration was due to “the era of prosperity which this
country is now having and the great demand for labor arising therefrom.”49 The Italian immigrants specifically
came to the United States “to get easier jobs and better wages”, and the cities offered the best opportunities for
jobs in factories.50
This source discussed the difference between Irish and Italian immigrants based on when they arrived in
cities like Boston. Sargent specifically compares the first group of Irish immigrants in the 1850s to the second
wave of immigrants in the 1880s. From this perspective, the first group of Irish wanted to become honest
farmers, while the second group of Italians wanted to benefit from the increasing wealth of industrialism. This
article suggested “native Bostonian’s” perceived the Irish as immigrants that wanted to farm and work their

1906, 1.

44 “Doogue passes away,” Boston Daily Globe, Nov 3, 1906, 1.
45 The author meant the industrial factory and division of labor system that predominated this time period.
46 “Doogue passes away.”
47 “Doogue passes away.”
48 Frank Carpenter, “1,000,000 immigrants in a year, Can the Country Assimilate Them?” Boston Daily Globe, Dec 2,
49 Carpenter, “1,000,000 immigrants in a year.”
50 Carpenter, “1,000,000 immigrants in a year.”
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way up the economic latter, while the Italians were looking to exploit the developments of industrialism. This
article was a professional interview, so Sargent did not discuss specific stereotypes or perceptions of Irish
or Italian immigrants. However, he undeniably described a definite difference about how Irish and Italian
immigrants were perceived.
There were many articles at this time that discussed the stereotypes of Italian immigrants. The gatekeepers
clearly attempted to define the Italian immigrant’s place in the culture of Boston, and these definition attempts
were rooted in this obvious resentment. For example, an article in the Boston Globe entitled “the Italian as
an American” stated that “so widespread has been the discussion of the desirability of the Italian immigrant
as an American citizen, that the Italian periodicals have taken up the matter and have answered some of the
criticisms which have been made of the immigrant from Italy in America.”51 These periodicals had to address
“accusations of drunkenness, sloth and uncleanliness”, and they quoted statistics to try to disprove these rumors.
For example, the article reported that the “Italian’s home is among the cleanest, and the women the most
moral.”52 An Italian periodical that attempted to clarify the rumors about the Italian immigrants exemplified
a few things. First, it demonstrated that the rumors were significant enough that all Italian immigrants were
regarded as drunk and violent to the point where it became a significant association of their identity, according
to the “native Bostonians.” Secondly, it showed the attempt of the Italian community to redefine their ethnicity,
and the struggle of their identity within the city of Boston and how others perceived them.
A lot of these stereotypes about Italian immigrants seemed to the rooted in the “native Bostonian’s desire
to categorize their ethnicity. In an article from 1908 entitled “Hill discusses race problems” recounted Orations
exercised at Faneuil Hall, presided over by the Mayer. Arthur D. Hill, a respected Boston attorney, gave a
speech that described the tensions between the “native Bostonians” and the immigrants. 53 Hill recounted the
foundation of the United States, and while many of the founding fathers were immigrants, they “were all more
or less alike,” which made it easier for “them to understand one another and easy for them to act together.”54
Hill stated that “the presence of men of so many races certainly adds to the difficulty of effective political
action.”55 He cited the example of the “Immigrant and the Yankee” to get along with one another, because their
race and backgrounds “prevented understanding.”56 He claimed the Italian immigrant had this struggle, and also
struggled to understand the other groups of immigrants such as Jews and Syrians.57 He claimed that race did not
have to define a person, for an Italian man named George A. Scigliano “gave us one of the highest examples of
intelligent and successful citizenship.”58
Even though Hill called for peace and unity in this speech, it demonstrated a fundamental divide between
the immigrants and the rest of the “native Bostonians” due to perceptions of the race of the immigrants. This
applied in particular to the Italian immigrant according to this article, who struggled to relate to the other
immigrants and the “native Bostonians.” Hill suggested the reason for discrimination and lack of unity within
51 “The Italian as an American.” Boston Daily Globe, Oct 17, 1907, 1.
52 “The Italian as an American.”
53 “Hill discusses race problems.” Boston Daily Globe, Jul 5, 1908, 1.
54 “Hill discusses race problems.”
55 “Hill discusses race problems.”
56 “Hill discusses race problems.”
57 “Hill discusses race problems.”
58 “Hill discusses race problems.”
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Boston was due to the race of the immigrants, which prevented them from “assimilating” into Boston. Even if
the Italians were considered “white” in color,59 their race was obviously different from the “native Bostonians.”
As Guglielmo suggested, race and color were soon associated together.60 That means the Italians were considered
to be a different race completely, regardless of the color of their skin. This demonstrated the perception of the
Italian immigrant’s race, which really meant how their ethnicity was defined.
These primary sources reflected the importance of considering and studying generations in immigration
history. The more time a group of immigrants remained in a city changed the people’s perspective of them.
This can be an optimistic message, because it suggests that a path toward opportunities for immigrants is time.
This is not the only factor, because true acceptance of a foreign group takes conscious efforts for inclusion
and acceptance. However, the influence of generations for a particular immigrant group has an undeniable
impact and should be considered in future historical analyses on the topic of immigration. Especially in a
city like Boston, which is heavily steeped in maritime and industrial history combined with a large variety of
immigrants, generational establishments of race are important to understand the complexities of the ethnicities
within Boston. The difference between race and ethnicity can also be explored further. While I defined race
to mean color and ethnicity to mean the perception of race, other scholars should examine the difference and
understanding of these terms to learn more about immigration history.

59 Guglielmo 41.
60 Guglielmo 41.
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Getting on the Map
American women and subversive cartographical
practice
By Kara Westhoven

Approaches to cartographic history have largely centered around a Cartesian perspective of space
and a masculine tradition that celebrated the domination and exploration of new lands. This paper, instead,
assesses the ways in which women have successful inserted themselves into this cartographic practice. By
examining American women’s use of maps, from tools for education and early nation building, to nineteenthcentury biographical resources, and as promotional visuals of the suffrage movement, it becomes clear that
women have utilized maps, geography, and cartographic vocabulary in unconventional ways throughout
history. Maintaining critical perspective of feminist cartography also allows for identification of the oversight
and exclusion of marginalized groups of women. This study of historic cartographic practices culminates
in discussion of modern feminist geography and its efforts to represent women’s diverse relations to space.
In tracing the historical patterns of women’s participation in cartography, as well as their contemporary
implications, we find that women have subverted a traditional masculine narrative of space in a variety of
ways.
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In the world of maps and mapmaking, a masculine precedent is longstanding. Historically, cartography
has been associated with ideals and imagery of exploration, conquering, male strength and bravery. Up until the
very recent past the field of cartography was seemingly void of any contributions by women, a rare few being
mentioned only fortuitously. As the classic text The Story of Maps begins, “[t]his is the story of maps, and
the men who made them,” emphasizing this overwhelming male dominance in cartographic practice.1 Despite
the limitations imposed by this masculine structure, many women successfully forged their way into the field.
Even within a male-dominated tradition, American women historically participated in cartography, inserting
themselves into the practice by using maps to advance their own unique aims, and ultimately, creating the basis
of a modern feminist geography.
As early as the eighteenth century, young American women utilized maps as tools for education and
nation building, albeit through non-conventional mediums that often make their usage overlooked. In various
schools throughout the mid-Atlantic region, young women received instruction in needlework, making map
samplers that enhanced needlepoint skills and also furthered their geographical education (Figure 1). The
1808 needlework map created by Mary Franklin, for example, clearly delineates the territories and regions
of the world with different colors of silk thread, and demonstrates a deep awareness of geographical space.
Geographer Judith Tyner’s scholarship focuses on this unique use of maps by American women, establishing
that through the needlework map, women were “educated in cartography and geography, and being provided
with the knowledge and vocabulary to participate in discourse about their new nation.”2 Through needlework
mapmaking activities, women were effective participants in both cartographic tradition and the development of
national identity, during a period of newly realized independence. This desire to articulate a distinctly American
ideology and character was achieved by female mapmakers, who contributed to early spatial and geographical
representations by using readily available mediums.
As Tyner argues, because many girls were taught to read yet not to write, these map samplers also
offered unusual value as physical products of female education.3 Despite limited opportunity to make tangible
contributions to an academic body, these needlepoint samplers signified women’s active participation in
emerging concepts of nationhood. Geography and maps became central aspects of women’s education and,
after the Revolutionary War, they served as important tools in the formation of a new society and nation. In the
silk embroidery depiction of “Wisdom Instructing Youth in the Science of Geography”, created in the United
States around 1800, viewers find an image that celebrates the centrality of maps in female education (Figure
2). The scene depicts a group of young women encircled around a large atlas, with the figure of Wisdom as
their educator, suggesting the possibility that women could maintain a role in the fields of cartography and
geography - as students but also as valued contributors.
Despite this early precedent of cartographical practice, significant contributions by American women
are often overlooked as they extend beyond contemporary norms of format and medium. As Tyner also suggests,
many of the maps made by women did not adhere to traditional notions of cartography. They are ultimately
1 Judith Tyner, “Mapping Women: Scholarship on Women in the History of Cartography,” Terrae Incognitae, 48, no. 1
(April 2016): 7-14.
2 Christina Dando, “Stitching the World: Embroidered Maps and Women’s Geographical Education,” Geographical
Review, (December 2015): 14.
3 Judith Tyner, 18-19.
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“dismissed because they are not legitimate-seeming maps or because they do not appear to contribute to the
canon of cartography… [they are] at best, considered folk cartography.”4 These present-day cartographical
frameworks deny significance to women’s use of maps in early America, neglecting their critical educational
function but also in support of national identity.
For one woman in particular, a strong advocate of women’s education, map usage became foundational
to understanding American history. As founder of one of the nation’s first institutions for female education
and author of numerous school texts as well as the first historical atlas, Emma Hart Willard (1787-1870)
is considered a trailblazing figure in the field of education.5 But apart from recognition of her pedagogical
contributions, is the way she used geography and space to communicate a uniquely American narrative. As
historian Susan Schulten writes, “Willard was the first to draw so extensively on the visual, graphic, and
cartographic dimension of geography to advance history and nationhood.”6 Beyond using maps in a traditional
geographic manner, Willard’s cartographic work aimed at organizing information and history in alternative
ways. As the age of American discovery and expansion declined through the end of the nineteenth century,
cartography moved from a focus on conquest towards one of organizational and thematic mapping.7 Schulten
views Willard’s series of ‘chronographers’, created as graphic measurements of time and history, as a product
of this shift. Willard was among the very first to create a national narrative in the image of a map, utilizing
spatial terms. Her ‘Tree of History,’ for example, plotted periods of United States history in an illustrative and
visually understood manner, as branches emerging from the base of a thick trunk (Figure 3). A variation of the
traditional map medium, this work visually suggested the unity of United States history. Emma Willard, then,
was an example of a female cartographer who used maps in revolutionary ways, providing a spatial framework
to encourage national memory, identity, and education.
This pattern of map usage continued to evolve into the nineteenth century, as educated American
women repurposed maps as a biographical tool. Women in the American South became a part of an evocative
cartographic culture, in which maps served as a narrative tool for their personal experience. As J.B. Harley
writes, “The map is interpreted through the private code of memory… it recreates for the inner eye the fabric
and seasons of a former life.”8 For women of the American South, the map served as a medium to convey
emotion and memory. Geographical vocabulary and metaphors translated complicated feelings of isolation,
and became a means of emotional expression.9 Scholar Penny Richards explores the concept of emotional
cartographic culture at this time, and examines the lives of various women who participated in biographical,
domestic map use.
One individual who put this to practice was Ellen Mordecai, born in Virginia in 1790. Educated in
geography as young girl, Ellen used maps later in life as a means of coping with separation from her beloved
4 Judith Tyner, 7-14.
5 Susan Schulten, “Emma Willard and the graphic foundations of American history,” Journal of Historical Geography 33
(2007): 542.
6 Susan Schulten, 550.
7 Susan Schulten, 555.
8 J. Brian Harley, “The Map as Biography: Thoughts on Ordnance Survey Map, Six-Inch Sheet, Devonshire CIX, SE.,
Newton Abbot,” Map Collector 41 (1987): 20.
9 Penny L. Richards, “‘Could I but Mark Out My Own Map of Life’: Educated Women Embracing Cartography in the
Nineteenth-Century American South,” Cartographica 39, no. 3 (Fall 2004): 1-17.
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brother, Solomon.10 When he moved to Philadelphia in 1819, it was through maps that “Ellen found a window
to the places where Solomon now travelled and worked, a window through which she might somehow know
his world real time.”11 Ellen was one of many women for whom maps became a means of connecting with
loved ones, as a medium to share biographical narrative. This use of maps in a personal, emotional manner
demonstrated a deviation form a Cartesian norm, in which accuracy and logic retain a primary emphasis of
cartography. Instead, these American women inserted themselves in cartographic practice with entirely different
aims, using maps as a tool to represent their own emotive experiences and to connect with others.
Beyond educational or biographical purposes, American women also turned to maps and cartography
with political intentions, as a means of advancing the suffrage movement in the early twentieth century. During
this period, women adopted cartographic rhetoric in their efforts to secure the vote, and also to persuade others
of this right. Maps were already an aspect of everyday life for many women, especially with the advancement
of higher education and increased reference to geographical articles or maps in magazines and other forms
of media. Christina Dando suggests, then, that the upper and middle class American women who made up
the suffrage movement were already well indoctrinated in cartographic culture, and that their use of maps in
a political realm marked a natural progression.12 Dando focuses in particular on the map created by Bertha
Knobe, which first appeared as “Map of the United States Showing Status of Woman’s Suffrage Legislation,”
in Appleton’s Magazine in 1907.13 The map is characterized by its presentation of the suffrage movement as
an “uprising” which would “diffuse” across the United States. This medium of capturing the suffrage message
proved to be both popular and accessible, prompting the continued distribution of suffrage-map variations
in subsequent years. A map printed by the National Woman Suffrage Publishing Company, for example,
highlighted the progress of women’s suffrage across North America on a whole, also bringing Canada and
Mexico into focus alongside the United States (Figure 4). The ‘full suffrage’ provinces in Canada received great
attention here, coded in white, and viewers were probed with the question “How long will the Republic of the
United States lag behind the Monarchy of Canada?” Dando also references a similar suffrage map published in
The Woman’s Journal in August of 1911, classifying it as a thematic map that depicts a political progress which
otherwise remained invisible.14 This distinction is an important one to note, as it exemplifies the way in which
women utilized these maps in revolutionary ways. The suffrage map functioned as a visual medium to represent
a spreading feminist ideology and political aim, in stark contrast to historical map practices that were rooted in
masculine appropriations of space.
In depicting the progress of the suffrage movement through a map of the United States, an intangible
goal becomes visualized. The suffrage map offers an especially compelling example how feminist causes
were promoted through manipulation of the masculine cartographic medium. Map images like The Awakening
proved the emotive and persuasive power that cartography wielded as a tool of the suffrage movement (Figure
5). Using the visual vocabulary of geography, this image represented the female vote as an emancipatory force
set to seize the nation, from west to east. In spite of the overwhelming patriarchal precedent within the field
10 Penny L. Richards, 6.
11 Penny L. Richards.
12 Christina Dando, 224.
13 Christina Dando, 222.
14 Christina Dando, 225.
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of cartography, the suffragettes’ appropriation of the map medium for political aims invited female viewers to
“place themselves on the map, to reflect on their state, literally and metaphorically.”15 The suffrage map, then,
became a medium with which women visually identified and assessed their own political standing, prompting
their participation in the movement.
Even from a contemporary standpoint, our understanding of American suffrage is often filtered through
a geographical lens, making the map a logical tool for expression and promotion. As Karen Morin discusses,
the progression of the American suffrage movement can be characterized by a strong geographic pattern in
its diffusion of suffrage legislation from the west, or in an alternative view, in the way early Anglo-American
political values and culture spread from the east.16 Morin uses a geographical perspective to more effectively
examine the forces of suffrage specific to Western America, including political, economic, and demographic
influences. Yet also worthy of consideration, despite the successful circulation of suffrage ideology attributed to
“Western women,” was its failure to include “well over 200,000 Native Americans and Mexican Americans, the
two largest non-Anglo groups west of the Mississippi River.”17 Although the suffrage movement was promoted,
and later interpreted, through a geographical lens, this perspective may also be flawed in its oversight of minority
groups of women.
While convenient to broadly classify the suffrage map as a symbol of female empowerment, attention
must also be given to its contradictions. Dando’s work, for example, also describes the suffrage map as
providing a moral landscape of the early twentieth century that functioned in a marginalizing capacity. The
map’s monochrome shading can be tied to underlying issues of race in the United States during this period.
Its legend made overt allusions to white as emancipatory, as the light of knowledge, and presents it in stark
contrast to the darker regions of the map - overwhelmingly limited to the American South (Figure 6). This
map, while serving as a tool of the suffrage, was also demonstrative of the movement’s complex relationship
to issues of race. Even beyond aims of suffrage, perhaps women’s use of cartography, emancipatory in some
capacities, has also failed to support the advancement of historically disadvantaged groups of women.
In addition to these connections to race and ethnicity, women’s use of maps and participation in
cartography also functioned in relation to class. A clear pattern exists, for example, of map usage by middleand upper-class American women of, or those of higher education and greater financial means. From use in
early America at select women’s schools, to biographical resonance within affluent Southern culture, and even
in suffrage promotion - a movement led largely by middle and upper-class women - the division along class
lines is evident. Applying this nuanced approach is essential to avoid generalized celebration of an entire group
when tracing the role of women in cartography. While American women were largely successful in inserting
themselves into the masculine tradition of cartography and utilizing maps to fulfill distinctive needs, a critical
lens allows for clearer understanding of the historical and contemporary implications of their actions.
Feminist geography continues to face challenges of race and class today, but cartography also provided
an important visual method for continued research and democratizing efforts. Although the same masculine
15 Christina Dando, 224.
16 Karen M. Morin, “Political Culture and Suffrage in Anglo-American Women’s West,” Women’s Rights Law Reporter
19, no.1 (Fall 1997): 18.
17 Karen M. Morin, 19.
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biases that historically defined cartography have created a clear absence of thematic maps representative of
women’s unique spaces and experience, counter-efforts developed.18 The need for contemporary cartography that
portrays women’s everyday life and perspective, to counter this historical precedent, has become more widely
acknowledged. Feminist cartography has attempted to shift focus from acquisition of space to a mapping of
personal experience. As Van Den Hoonard describes, the goal is to engage a map-reader with a visceral, colorful,
and engaging representation that goes beyond passive retention of boundaries or locations.19 A traditional
Cartesian view of space, that has long determined a logical, calculated, and masculine cartographic practice,
“fails to represent space in terms of relations, networks, connections, emotions, and other nonstandard patterns
or movements that characterize women’s life-worlds.”20 Women historically subverted Cartesian cartographic
practice to create and use maps in ways that fulfill needs of identity, memory, and empowerment. Yet, so often
these forms of participation are overlooked as unconventional. The issue is not of content, but rather of context.
In the field of cartography, so embedded within a historical precedent, that context often “presume[d] a male
outlook as normative.”21
Of critical significance for contemporary feminist geography is the inclusion of marginalized groups of
women. In an effort to make cartography a more democratic practice, greater representation of women’s diverse
occupied spaces, experiences, and their interpretations is essential. The strength in feminist geography lies in
its ability to bring to the foreground otherwise silenced perspectives of the self, the body, nature, work, social
changes and networks, and represent them in a visual manner. While traditional cartographic practices are often
directly linked to a dominating political state identity, feminist geography, instead, creates democratizing space
for other marginalized groups to be represented. Through insertion into a historically masculine sphere, feminist
geographers must consider numerous groups and adopt a variety of methods to truly “get at the less formal
space where hidden and marginalized, but no less important, political identities and processes are formed and
reformed.”22 Despite the success that woman have had utilizing cartography within a masculine tradition, the
field of modern feminist geography continues to face challenges in achieving widespread representation, as
well as acceptance of non-traditional understandings of space.
A historical participation by American women in the field of cartography is evident, despite challenges
in the face of a masculine precedent and traditional understandings of space as logical, calculated, and to
be dominated. Even in ‘unconventional’ ways, women did participate in cartography, and utilized maps in a
subversion of traditional types to fulfill their own needs. From needlework maps that functioned as a means of
education and nation building, to the concept of a narrative or biographical map, and the American suffragettes’
appropriation of the map as a visual representation of their political strife, women undoubtedly put cartography
to use in unique forms. Although American women’s participation in cartography offers an empowering history,
18 Nikolas H. Huffman, “Charting the Other Maps: Cartography and Visual Methods in Feminist Research,” in Thresholds
in Feminist Geography: Difference, Methodology, Representation, eds. Paul John Jones, Heidi J. Nast, and Susan M. Roberts
(Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, 1997), 255-83.
19 Will C. Van Den Hoonaard, Map Worlds: A History of Women in Cartography (Waterloo, Ontario, Canada: Wilfrid
Laurier University Press, 2013), 277.
20 Will C. Van Den Hoonaard.
21 Will C. Van Den Hoonaard, 282.
22 Joanne Sharpe, “Doing Feminist Political Geographies,” in Mapping Women, Making Politics: Feminist Perspectives
on Political Geography, eds. Lynn A. Staeheli, Eleonore Kofman, and Linda J. Peake (New York: Routledge, 2004), 98.
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one worthy of recognition, it simultaneously overlooked certain minority groups —an issue that continues to be
addressed currently. Contemporary feminist geography builds off this historical model in challenging Cartesian
cartographic practice, and continues to champion for representation of women’s diverse range of experiences
and understandings of space. The struggle to remain on the map still persists.
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Figure 1 - Needlework picture, worked by Mary Franklin. Pleasant Valley, NY; 1808. Silk embroidery
with watercolor and ink on silk. Source: Common Destinations: Maps in the American Experience, online
exhibition hosted by the Winterthur Museum. http://commondestinations.winterthur.org/the-national-

map.
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Figure 2 - Wisdom Instructing Youth in the Science of Geography, United

States; about 1800. Silk embroidery and paint on silk ground. Source:
Common Destinations: Maps in the American Experience, online
exhibition hosted by the Winterthur Museum. http://commondestinations.
winterthur.org/the-national-map.
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Figure 3 - E. Willard, Abridged History of the United States, or Republic of America (New York: A.S.
Barnes, 1860). Source: Susan Schulten, “Emma Willard and the graphic foundations of American history,”
Journal of Historical Geography, 33 (2007): 56.
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Figure 4 - Votes for Women a Success: North America Proves It, National Woman Suffrage
Publishing Co., 1917. Source: Cornell University Library Digital Collections. https://
digital.library.cornell.edu/catalog/ss:3293932.
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Figure 5 - Mayer, Henry, The Awakening, 1915. Source: Puck Magazine, February 20, 1915, pp. 14-15.
Cornell University Library Digital Collections. https://digital.library.cornell.edu/catalog/ss:8245859.
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Figure 6 - “The Rights of the People - Women are People. Suffrage Victory Map,” 1920. Source: Equal
Suffrage League of Virginia Papers. Library of Virginia. https://www.lva.virginia.gov/exhibits/destiny/
votes/victorymap.htm.
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