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Introduction
If your history is not respected, neither will you
be in education, employment, the workplace,
housing, justice, law, medicine, banking, the
arts or any other institution in our society.
--Joseph P. Sanchez

The three essays presented in the following pages offer a global perspective of our national
culture and history which has been little addressed beyond the halls of academia. In the 1950s and
1960s, as civil rights advocates took to the streets of the United States and demonstrated against
social injustices, they represented a historical process which began with the signing of the U.S.
Constitution of 1787. Over two hundred years later, we live in a democracy which has evolved with
each phase of our national history. The Bill of Rights (1791) was the first step in clarifying our rights
as citizens. Ironically, when it was promulgated, citizenship had yet to be defined constitutionally.
In 1868, when the Fourteenth Amendment defined citizenship, its original draft excluded Indians
“nottaxed.” The American Indian would have to wait until the first decades of the twentieth century
to gain citizenship status. Women as well had to wait; they did not receive the franchise until 1920,
when the Nineteenth Amendment was passed. At the same time, Hispanics in the southwestern
U.S. (Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and California) were frequently in the courts defending their
citizenship and property rights, which throughout the nineteenth century and early twentieth
century were constantly being questioned, particularly in New Mexico and Arizona territories,
by Anglo-Americans. The perception that Hispanics should not be considered citizens, especially
after being incorporated into the United States under the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo (1848),
was erroneous. Indeed, numerous court cases point to a historical heritage in which Hispanics
have been denied full acceptance in U.S. society.

The first essay offers a broader perspective on colonialism, not as we learned it in the first
chapter of our history books, but rather as a capsule history of comparative colonialism and
its influences on the evolving national histories around the world. When viewed on a national
basis, English colonialism in the original Thirteen Colonies, for example, is romanticized
and, as such, seen as benign. Despite the legacy of slavery and the wrongful treatment of
Native American tribes from Jamestown (1607) to Wounded Knee (1890), this view justifies
the exceptional origins and evolution of the United States through nationalistic eyes. Viewed
globally, however, English colonialism can be seen in both its positive and negative outcomes:
when compared with colonial histories and practices of other countries which practiced colonial
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forms, none can be viewed as better than the other. In the historiography of the United States,
notions of exceptionalism and Manifest Destiny play an important role in how our national
history has been written and how our coloni. past, as a part of our post colonial present, is
viewed. Similarities emerge when colonial histo: ies and practices of particular mother countries
are examined in one or more areas of the world.  Jne example is England’s colonial heritage in the
United States which in retrospect is seen as ben volent, but when viewed against the experience
in Rhodesia (present-day Zimbabwe), appear.. warped. Similarly, the seemingly contrasting
French colonial experiences in Canada and Algeria expose French colonialism as no different
from that of other colonial powers. Unique within the historiography of the United States,
Spain, on the other hand, is viewed unfairly as “the evil empire,” a perception which this essay
aims to challenge.

The second essay presents a brief history of anti-Hispanic attitudes that evolved during colonial
times and continue into the present. Not meant to be a definitive explanation of historical anti-
Hispanic sentiments, the essay is a starting point for those who seek to understand the dynamics
of social processes within a democratic context. The history of the Spanish Black Legend offers a
model of historical stereotyping, which many minority groups have suffered. Native Americans,
African-Americans, Asian-Americans, and some European groups have gone through similar
historical processes.

The third essay offers examples of how American Latino heritage is addressed as a part of
our national story and historical diversity as a nation of pioneers and immigrants. Latino heritage
and culture are very broad and inclusive concepts. Interpreting American Latino heritage
is challenging, given that Latino/Hispanic culture is comprised of, at least, five heritages—
Spanish, Indian, African, Asian, and Anglo-American. Equally so, the historical experiences
of Latinos within the United States varies in both chronology and geography. Unlike Latinos
on the east coast, with the exception of Florida which dates to the mid-1560s, Latinos in the
Greater Southwest settled the area as early as 1598 in New Mexico, 1716 in Texas, 1769 in
California, and the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries in Arizona, which is tied historically
to Sonora, Mexico. Under the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo (1848), which ended the Mexican-
American War of 1846, Hispanics living in the ceded territories of California, Arizona,
New Mexico, and Colorado were granted citizenship rights and protection of properties,
which many of them had possessed, particularly in New Mexico, for over 200 years.
Unlike Latinos living on the east coast of the United States, who came later, Hispanics in
the southwest endured a longer period of discrimination that lasted into the twentieth century.
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In the end, they left a juridical legacy of their struggle for civil and political rights as citizens of
the United States. '

Still, like early English founders of places in North America, Hispanic pioneers settled areas and
founded cities in both North and South America. While the first two essays offer an explanation
as to why we see each other the way we do, the third essay is an appeal for balance and fair play.
Taken as a whole, the essays are not intended to deny historical events, but instead to show the
damaging results of propaganda and biased historical interpretations. Like other minorities who
have suffered discrimination, native populations around the world have had to struggle for their
place in their respective societies. Both in old and emerging countries, democracy is an ideal,
and each generation must defend and define it so that inclusion, not exclusion, is assured. In his
article “Mythhistory, or Truth, Myth, History, and Historians” (The American Historical Review,
‘o1, Feb. 1986), William H. McNeill offers an admonition to those who persist in perpetuating
historical falsehoods about a given people. He cautioned:

Historians, by helping to define “us” and “them,” play a considerable part in
focusing love and hate, the two principal cements of collective behavior known
to humanity. But myth making for rival groups has become a dangerous game...
and we may well ask whether there is any alternative open to us.

Historians are by no means alone, nor are they collectively to be reproached, in the perpetuation
of anti-Hispanic stereotypes.

In the case of Hispanics in the United States, negative stereotypes have impeded their struggle for
acceptance, especially in education, housing, and the workplace. Despite Hispanic contributions
to the preservation of our way of life, acknowledgement of their deeds has come slowly. Too few
are aware of Hispanics’ roles in the American Revolution, the Civil War, the Spanish-American
War, World War I, World War II, Korea, Vietnam, and the Middle East. Few know of Hispanic
contributions to science, medicine, law, and the arts. Indeed, the following essays underscore the
challenge for all Americans to seek balance.

Anti-Hispanic stereotypes and attitudes have influenced and sometimes inhibited relationships
between the United States and Latin America. These essays serve as a reminder that we ought
to reflect on the common heritage we share with the rest of the Americas and other parts of the
world. After more than 500 years of living together in the Western Hemisphere, one may ask: who
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are we as a people and where are we going? One thing is certain; we were entrusted by those who
came before us to preserve and protect not only the physical cultural resources on the ground,
but also the cultural values and traditions embedded in language, folklore, religion, governance,
and a myriad of practices associated with the historical processes that make up our diverse
national story.

Special acknowledgment is made to Dr. Angélica Sanchez-Clark and Dr. John Howard White,
historians at the Spanish Colonial Research Center, for their professional review of the manuscript.
Also, I would be remiss if I did not acknowledge Paul A. Sdnchez, my son, for challenging me to
rethink some of my ideas on colonialism.

Joseph P. Sanchez, Ph.D.
Albuquerque
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The Ambiguity of Legitimacy:
Entitlement and the Legacy of Colonialism Revisited

It is given a man, Sir, to attack the rights of
others, seize their goods, assault the lives of
those who defend their nationality, make of
their virtues crimes and of one’s own vices a
virtue, but there is one thing beyond the reach
of such perversity: the tremendous judgment
of history.

--Benito Juarez to Maximilian, 1862

In the late twentieth century, the collapse of the Soviet Union as a neocolonial power and the
impending end of apartheid in South Africa signified crushing blows to the inveterate concept of
colonialism. As a transmitter of Western civilization, European colonialism is very much a part of
the modern world. At the turn of the twentieth century, however, much of the world was under
one colonial form of rule or another. Some powers did not relinquish control of their colonies
until mid-century or later: Great Britain had lost India by 1948 and recognized the independence
of Rhodesia (present-day Zimbabwe), in 1965; and France relinquished its hold on Southeast Asia
after the embarrassing defeat at Dienbienphu in 1954 and then lost Algeria in the early 1960s.
Furthermore, both World Wars did much to shake loose the colonial hold certain powers had
in other parts of the world. On the whole, however, some geographic areas continued to suffer
through cycles of colonial domination as Spanish, French, Portuguese, English, and other powers
replaced one another in certain lands. As nationalism superseded colonialism, the last power
in control left its cultural stamp on the national character of its society. Colonialism and its
kin, imperialism, are not concepts to be relegated to early chapters of history textbooks, but to
be recognized as major influences in the way we presently view one another. When colonial
powers are depicted globally and comparatively, a picture emerges of their similarities rather than
their differences.

Subtle differences belie the definitions of colonialism and imperialism, and their scopes are broad
and complicated. Immigration, exploitation of natural resources, and subjugation and control
of native groups through intimidation and occupation of native lands are elements shared by
both concepts. Generally, imperialism, which seeks control over another sovereign country and
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Americae Sive Novi Orbis, ca. 1570, by Abraham Ortelius. Copy available in Map Collection, NPS Spanish Colonial
Research Center, University of New Mexico.



its resources, means the temporary occupation of underdeveloped countries by industrialized
nations. In his book, The Colonial Revolution (1973), Fenner Brockway maintained that later
Marxists qualified the definition by describing it as exploitation by monopoly. On the other
hand, colonialism relies on permanent occupation and establishment of sovereignty over both
land and people. Respectively, imperialism and colonialism rely on military occupation, socio-
economic policies, cultural dominance, and territorial expansion. Colonialism, however, goes a
step further. Strictly speaking, its political and economic policies of domination stem from the
generalized assumption of sovereignty over other territories and peoples. Unlike imperialistic
forms of occupation, colonialism is intent on sovereign ownership of the land it occupies, in
addition to its people and resources.

Neocolonialism refers to the maintenance of colonial or imperial forms following the recognition
of independence. Closely related to neocolonialism are vestigial colonialism and imperialism,
forms which may also be perpetuated through socio-economic control of ethnic minority groups
by dominant societies within nations. The universality of Caio Prado’s observation about vestigial
colonialism is apparent. He wrote:

When we analyze the elements of contemporary Brazilian life—“elements” in
their widest sense, geographical, economic, social, political—we find that the
past, the colonial past...is still very noticeable, partly modified, to be sure, but
nevertheless present in traces that cannot be denied.

Writing about another colonial experience which left a shadow of its former self, Frederick
Jackson Turner echoes a similar sentiment in 1921, recognizing that long after the frontier period
had ended in the United States, “the conception of society, the ideals and aspirations which it
produced, persist in the minds of the people”

The motives for European immigration to the Americas have been recounted in diaries,
memoirs, correspondence, histories, and textbooks, and fall into several categories that
include adventure, economic advancement, freedom from religious persecution, and political
asylum. Europeans did not come with the intent to destroy native cultures or cause
demographic catastrophes, but rather in many cases, they saw through biased colonial eyes their
occupation of the Americas as a positive historical force. Turner aptly synthesized the
colonial experience in North America in his celebrated The Significance of the Frontier in
American History (1893). He wrote, “Since the days when the fleet of Columbus sailed into
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the waters of the New World, America has been another name for opportunity, and the people
of the United States have taken their tone from the incessant expansion which has not only been
open but has even been forced upon them.”

Perhaps the broadest contribution made by European colonialism to the New World was in the
form of four major common languages that transmitted Western civilization: English, Spanish,
French, and Portuguese. Further, among the many European contributions to the Americas,
colonialism introduced various denominations of Christianity, concepts of government, a written
form of communication, art forms and architecture, science and medicine, and a technological
base with tremendous future potential (in communications and transportation). Europeans
were keenly aware that their technology had made Christopher Columbus’ first voyage possible.
It was logical that science would become associated with the forces and agencies of colonialism.
In Colonialism and Science: Saint Domingue in the Old Regime (1992), James E. McClellan III
asserted that “it has almost gone without saying that the powers controlling colonization
considered science and organized knowledge useful to their ends” Much of today’s New World
cultural and technological infrastructures are influenced by our colonial past.

Knowledge about native groups was compiled by colonials to help them determine policies
for dealing with various tribes. Cartographers, for example, studied colonial reports in order
to make maps that allowed others to learn about the locations of thousands of tribes in North
and South America in relation to natural resources and trade routes. Sedentary, peaceful natives
were quickly subjugated or enslaved, while warring tribes were driven out or exterminated by
colonial powers. By the end of the eighteenth century, a Eurocentric sovereignty over natives
of the Western Hemisphere was shared by England, Russia, Spain, France, Holland, Denmark,
Portugal, and the United States.

In the Americas, imposed European sovereignty over native groups and their lands had been
established by dint of discovery by Columbus. Utilizing the contract—one of Western civilization’s
most prized instruments of control—Columbus received titles and royalties in return for claims
in the name of Spain. Subsequently, the land grant was another contract by which Spanish settlers
were given property in claimed areas. All Europeans did the same: for example, the English had
their charters (proprietary, private, and royal); the Dutch introduced the Patroon System; and the
French established the seigneurial system. In the eyes of all European courts, the Spanish land
grant, the English charters, the Dutch patroonships, and the French seigneurials each provided
legal documentation authorizing Europeans to claim lands in the Americas.
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Contracts appropriately issued by sovereigns of any nation state permitted colonists to
claim native or unoccupied lands. The contract was usually the first historical document
for colonial political control over native peoples and territories, and through this document
kings and queens assumed political ownership over lands claimed in their names. In his
book, The Spanish Empire in America (1947), Clarence Haring explained that “the king
possessed not only the sovereign rights but the property rights; he was the absolute
proprietor, the sole political head, of his American dominions. Every privilege and position—
economic, political, or religious—came from him. It was on that basis that conquest,
occupation, and government of the New World were achieved.” The same is true of all other
Western European monarchies.

Historically, colonial powers have been concerned more about competing with one another for
domination of the world than with the rights of natives. Thus, a juridical theme runs throughout
the history of colonialism. Nonetheless, historiographical explanations of colonialism have
been misleading in regard to which European nations were most benign toward native groups.
The native point of view, rarely conceded by colonials, is that their sovereignty was despoiled

- by outlandish Eurocentric claims to their territory in the New World. For them, all Europeans
contributed to the demographic catastrophe that afflicted the indigenous world throughout the
colonial period.

Life for Native Americans changed little in the transition from colonialism to nationalism. In the
late 1960s, Clyde Warrior, a Ponca Indian from eastern Oklahoma and president of the National
Indian Youth Council, addressed President Lyndon B. Johnson’s National Advisory Commission
on Rural Poverty in Memphis, Tennessee. His words expressed a pan-Indian sentiment: “We are
not free. We do not make choices. Our choices are made for us. We are the poor.” The conquest of
Native American groups in North America has a long history, from the first Columbian skirmishes
in the Caribbean to the debacle at Wounded Knee in 1890, Brazilian clashes with Indians in the
Amazon in the 1990s, and conflict with native groups in Chiapas, Mexico, at the turn of the
twenty-first century.

Attitudes toward Indians were deeply engrained in U.S. culture and lore. Indeed, in the 189o0s,
such feelings were expressed by many White Americans, among them L. Frank Baum, author of
the Wizard of Oz and editor of the Aberdeen Saturday Pioneer in South Dakota. Calling for the
extermination of Indians, one of Baum’s oft-quoted statements in his editorials reads as follows:
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