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	In Puerto Rico, 1898 seemed at first a perfect moment of complicity between conqueror and conquered. Only afterward were discordant voices heard, and only then did the illusions of a shared goal give way to shifting alliances and antagonisms based on political expediency. The debate on colonialism and imperialism, us versus them, has hidden from view the fact that a Puerto Rican elite paved the way for United States domination, even as it shared many values with American elites. When, in the course of the war and its confused aftermath, armed bands of criollos (or Creoles) attacked the properties of Spanish hacendados (large landowners) and merchants, the Spaniards and propertied Creoles found that their class interests drew them closer to the United States than to the workers and peasants. This similarity in difference between dominator and subaltern resulted in the "other" being oneself, hence the title of this essay.
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	     Focusing on 1898 as a year of both liberation and domination, I consider the positive and negative aspects of North American (that is, United States) imperialism. I attempt to clarify not only an important aspect of Puerto Rican history but also the contradictory efforts of the United States to build an empire without colonies. In the struggle to understand the newly conquered territory and to justify its submission, a plurality of North American voices were heard. There were anti-imperialist opponents of the large policy and advocates of it. Some of the latter were racist, but others, without challenging the expansionist exploits, favored respect for the native language and customs of Puerto Rico and a "democratic" Americanization of the Puerto Rican people.
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	Civilization and Barbarism à la Root 
. . . before the people of Porto Rico can be fully entrusted with self-government they must first learn the lesson of self-control and respect for the principles of the constitutional government, which require acceptance of its peaceful decisions. 
—Elihu Root, United States secretary of war, 1899 
Since only time can modify customs, perhaps it would have been convenient to prolong the [North American] military regime in order to moderate the brusque transition from the old colonial regime to ample democratic methods, acclimating the popular masses not to confuse the practices of liberty with unbridled licentiousness. 
—Salvador Brau, Puerto Rican historian, 19041 


	The affinities of Elihu Root (1845–1937), executor of United States military and colonial politics at the end of the century, and of Salvador Brau (1842–1912), illustrious Creole champion of Puerto Rican autonomy under the Spanish Crown and the outstanding intellectual of his generation, challenge common assumptions. They suggest that the meanings of the North American invasion, and of Puerto Rico's long relationship with other great centers of attraction such as England and France, cannot be articulated in all their complexity if we remain trapped in the belief that the other and oneself are antitheses with irreconcilable visions and interests and that each speaks with a singular voice.2 Root and Brau's agreement that deficiencies in morality are the principal obstacle in the process of democracy leads us in another direction.
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	     Root, a successful New York corporate lawyer, secretary of war (1899–1904), and secretary of state (1905–1909), was the principal defender of benevolent assimilation or, in his own words, "patrician tutelage" of the natives. He based his stance on the assertion that Puerto Ricans were not educated in the "art of self-government or any real honest government." According to Root, in Puerto Rican historical experience, law and liberty were contradictory concepts rather than complementary components of a democratic tradition. Consequently, "it is impossible that a people with this history—only ten percent of whom can read or write—should ever have acquired any real understanding of the way to conduct a popular government."3
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	     The secretary of war did not question the learning capacity of the Puerto Ricans, attested by the well-educated, highly capable, and politically conscious masculine minority. But he did believe that such a small group would not be sufficient to sustain a democratic government and would, therefore, ultimately act as an oligarchy. The problem was not solely an unfamiliarity with the methods and practices of government (a mere theoretical knowledge would not suffice) but rather the moral defect that Puerto Ricans as a nation had "never learned to obey the decision of the majority." The experience of municipal elections (the "elections of the one hundred days" from October 26, 1899, to February 5, 1900) under the North American government proved to Root that the defeated minority always refused to continue participating in government affairs. The elections were characterized by "violence in word and deed." Alarmed by this hostile climate, the military government banned the use of menacing slogans and the holding of public meetings by the contending parties on the same day. The military government also reminded Puerto Ricans that self-government would not be granted if the violent rhetoric persisted. After the elections, the Federal party accused the military government of "planting the seed of hate and ill will among Puerto Ricans." For Root this was proof that Puerto Ricans were poor losers, a defect shared with the Antilleans and the Central Americans, all from the "same latitude" and similarly sunk in continual revolutions. Therefore, according to Root, Puerto Ricans were in a rudimentary phase of political development and needed a period of gradual apprenticeship in order to achieve self-control and to develop a healthy respect for constitutional principles. Essentially, it was a question of a lack, not of intellectual talent, but rather of "character and habits of thinking and feeling." Puerto Ricans having been relegated to the rank of a politically and morally underdeveloped people, a "heavy handed and instructive" colonial tutelage was justified.4
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	Smooth Creole Paternalism 

	Perhaps Salvador Brau never read Root's 1899 report and he surely did not share the extremes of his imperialist vision, but the two definitely shared a lack of faith in the capacity of island politicians for self-government in the near future. Hence Brau's exaltation of the North American military government (1898–1900) for its "expansive spirit and the respect for the individual that the United States Constitution exalts." Brau deplored the lack of schools and educational opportunities for Puerto Rican young people under Spanish rule. Although he criticized the military regime installed by the United States, he believed that efforts to promote compulsory education compensated for its undemocratic features. His hope was that via education the military regime would ease the leap from the old regime to a democratic system by "encouraging the popular masses not to confuse the practices of liberty with unbridled licentiousness."5
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	     According to the Puerto Rican historian, the North American military regime had implanted a "transcendental" reform:
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	The right to assemble, organize, and demonstrate, the freedom of the press and the right to exercise any and all forms of worship were unrestricted. The Diputación Provincial was suppressed, along with the lottery and all classes of stamped duties, personal identity documents and cock fights, as they required taxation; the eight-hour workday was established for the laborers, the judicial administration was reorganized, the procedures simplified, imprisonment on the grounds of suspicion was abolished, the use of shackles, stocks, and chains in the penal establishments was eliminated; an insular police force was created, both urban and rural services, whose ranks and administrative positions were filled by the sons of the land; two regiments were formed, an infantry and a cavalry, led by American military officers, in which the military aptitude of Puerto Ricans was proven once again. 


	Fully aware of these advances, along with the reorganization of public services, sanitation in particular, Brau lamented the departure of the military governors in 1900 because the effects of their reforms "need time to manifest themselves in their plentitude and since only time can modify customs, perhaps it would have been convenient to prolong the military regime."6
	 

	     By comparing Brau with Root, my intention is not to depict him as an unpatriotic protagonist in a nationalistic history that judges the value of the individual and the collective solely by degrees of patriotic fervor, which would be resorting to simplistic moralistic categories to explain complicated realities. The tragedy of Brau is in reality the typical dilemma of the son of the colony trapped between empires as studied by Arcadio Díaz Quiñones: "the subaltern colonial subject appropriates and revitalizes the withering traditions of the imperial Other. In this social imaginary, autonomía must be redeemed through an external power and through the law of history, with its logic of progress. Perhaps for this reason, Brau and many other autonomistas found 'civilized' Spanish imperial origins perfectly compatible with the new reality of North American empire."7
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	     Legitimizing both dominations, Brau not only backs the kind civilizing gestures of the North Americans, but he also reveals that his vision (which was shared by the rest of the propertied, professional, and intellectual elite, who were set on retaining or increasing their diminished political and social power) was thus more in harmony with that of the powerful invaders than with those of the peons, farmers, and urban laborers. As the smoke of the cannons cleared, the conqueror became an ally of the Creole in the face of the dangerous classes who might confuse liberty with "unbridled licentiousness."8
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	     If the latter is true, then a comparative study of imperial and subaltern rhetorics and visions is legitimate as long as is takes into account the novel brand of North American imperialism, a latecomer to the colonial contest. It is important to hear the many voices of the dominators because the war of 1898 generated an intellectual and political debate on the virtues and sins of imperial expansion. But that side of the story would be insufficient if it were not placed in the context of the real Puerto Rico, especially because the social and political "war" before the war of 1898 led different social groups to distance themselves from each other and led some to align themselves first and foremost with the future dominator. This complicity within the domination does not deny the colonial subjects' capacity to resist. In other words, the superior adversary contaminates them with the terms of the debate or combat but simultaneously impels them to overcome what it has imposed on them.
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	An Empire without Colonies: An American Brand of Imperialism 

	Colonial expansion had not yet lost its prestige in the last decade of the nineteenth century. From 1870 to 1890, Great Britain ruled 4.7 million square miles, France controlled 3.5 million, and Germany, the last to enter the imperialist race, resigned itself to possessing a mere 1 million. The United States accumulated scarcely 125,000 square miles. In 1901 there were 140 colonies on the planet, also known as protectorates, dependencies, territories, possessions, and, after World War I, mandates (not including spheres of influence). Together they constituted two-fifths of the surface of the globe, and a third of the world's population (some 500 million inhabitants) resided in them. Three-fourths of the colonized peoples lived in the Tropics, and all the imperial nations had temperate climates. Furthermore, the occupied territories purchased 40 percent of their imported goods from the mother countries, and many of the goods they produced were exported to the imperial centers.9
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	     Hence, "in the global ocean all states were sharks, and all statesmen knew it." But in comparison with European sharks, the United States seemed to be lagging far behind. Until 1898, all its conquered territories were on the North American continent, with the exception of the Midway Islands (1867) in the Pacific, which served as coaling stations and as connections for telegraphic communications. In that imperial enterprise, accumulated experiences from the wars of 1870–1890 against the Native Americans were decisive. The federal government had ceased to consider the indigenous groups as separate nations, and from 1871 on they were expelled from the desirable lands, isolated on reservations, and treated as dependent local communities. In the last three decades of the century, the whites occupied more land than they had in the previous three hundred years. And all this they achieved by organizing a powerful army, considered one of the best of its time due to the military successes against the Native Americans. It was during those battles that Gen. Nelson A. Miles, leader of the part of the war of 1898 against Spain fought on Puerto Rican territory, had refined his martial arts and gained prestige. At the outbreak of the first skirmishes in the Philippines in 1898, 87 percent of the North American generals who were involved in the guerrilla warfare there had participated in the struggles against the North American Indians. But more important for the development of the new empire, "the new legal terms devised after 1870 to control the Native Americans and take away many of their rights were simply transferred to Cuban, Philippine and Puerto Rican affairs after 1898. The post-1870 Indian Wars were a key link between the whites' landed expansion to 1860 and their new overseas empire taken in 1898 and after."10
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	     After 1898, the United States could no longer withdraw from "the international race for grandeur" and thus put together its colonial empire. The war with Cuba put an end to the isolationist scruples prevalent in United States foreign policy, and it took American forces to the Philippines, Guam, and the Mariana Islands. In 1898 Hawaii was incorporated into the Union, a year later Wake Island was annexed in order to connect Honolulu with Guam, and the Samoan Islands were divided between the United States and Germany. Furthermore, in 1899–1900 the United States government proclaimed the Open Door policy with China, where, by a "gentleman's agreement" with England, France, and Germany, the territory was divided up into spheres of influence.11
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	     In the following years, the United States helped Panama separate from Colombia, and in 1904 the Panamanians ceded part of their territory to the United States for the construction of a canal and signed a treaty of protection. In that same year President Theodore Roosevelt proclaimed the right to intervene throughout the Western Hemisphere "in any state that was politically or economically unstable." Accordingly, the United States sent troops to rectify the finances or establish order in Cuba (1903), the Dominican Republic (1904–1916), Haiti (1915–1916), and Nicaragua (1911–1916). In 1917 the empire was rounded off with the purchase of the Virgin Islands from Denmark. In a historic blink of an eye, "the United States had acquired . . . an empire that extended over two oceans and was formed in part by actual possessions and in part by protected states."12
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	     The paradox of United States colonialism lies in the construction of an empire that was constitutionally and semantically without colonies. Its conquests were incorporated territories en route to statehood (Hawaii) or unincorporated territories (Puerto Rico) protected by the principles of the Constitution. The territories were integrated without restrictions into the North American market. In the same way that Spain swore that it had provinces and not colonies, the United States concocted an empire with neither colonial subjects nor objects into which Puerto Rico fit uncomfortably, obligating American representatives to fabricate the juridical fiction of an unincorporated territory and relegating the island to the perpetual status of a ward who will never become part of his patron's family.
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American troops, like this contingent from Wisconsin, were well received in the towns of Puerto Rico. Courtesy Library of Congress and Centro de Investigaciones Históricas, University of Puerto Rico. 
 



	     Entangled in the unrestrained expansionist frenzy at the end of the century, the United States exhibited anxiety over its newly acquired status as an imperial power. It became increasingly obvious that the preservation of such democratic principles as liberty and equality was incongruous with the capture of territories and the subjugation of their inhabitants. The tension between republican ideals and imperial practice forced President William McKinley (1843–1901) and influential groups responsible for United States foreign policy to weigh their doubts over the grave consequences of the conquest of noncontiguous territories.13
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	     Before 1898, McKinley, who was in favor of expansion and the building of an empire without war, was anxious for the Cuban conflict (1895–1898) to end without North American military intervention. He initially refused to enter into battle with Spain because the dispute could potentially lead to the annexation of Cuba, more specifically, to the incorporation of a nation with a large black population. Furthermore, he feared that the Constitution might wither and tear if stretched past the North American shores. But the tenacious Cuban freedom fighters and the stubborn Spaniards intensified the war (thereby jeopardizing North American sugar investments), and the United States resorted to military intervention.14
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	     The involvement with Cuba, the Philippines, and Puerto Rico fostered waves of political, racial, and constitutional deliberations. In the case of Cuba, McKinley shuffled three alternatives: independence, annexation, or informal control. At the outset he discarded immediate independence based on his mistrust of the Cuban revolutionaries, and he rejected annexation due to the unpredictable consequences of adding new black communities and subcultures to the Union. Ultimately, McKinley favored indirect domination by incorporating the Platt Amendment (which declared the right of the United States to intervene in Cuba in order to secure the island's internal security) as an appendix to the 1901 Cuban Constitution.15
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	     In the Philippines, the war did not cease with the defeat of Spain in August 1898 since the leaders of the resistance distrusted North American intentions and opted to continue the fight for independence. Consequently, the United States was confronted with a bloody guerrilla war that its leaders had never anticipated. The bloodcurdling reports of Yankee soldiers massacring civilians caused bitter divisions within North American official and public opinion. In May 1898, President McKinley, a politician with deep religious convictions, had no idea what to do and prayed in search of "light and guidance from the Lord of all nations." Inspired, he concluded that the United States should take possession of the islands in order to educate and convert the Filipinos to Christianity. But the resistance of the islanders did not ease up, and eighteen years later, the Jones Act (1916) promised them independence if they could establish a stable government. The stipulations of the act regarding Puerto Rico passed in March 1917, although it offered similar reforms, were quite different. Instead of promising independence, it gave Puerto Ricans United States citizenship, which tied them further to the United States. Thus while Cuba maintained its nominal independence and the Filipinos were eventually promised theirs, Puerto Ricans, it seems, were perhaps to be transformed into North Americans—or at least seduced by the possibility.16
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	An Empire without a Model 

	The North Americans were inexperienced in the art of dominating peoples of distinct ethnicities on territories far off from their continental platform. For that reason, they tried out, invented, and improvised systems of government and economic policies while they were affirming and defining their right to command and dispose of foreign lands and populations. Confronted with this immense task, it became obvious that they had an empire on their hands with no model to guide its administration. This pressing dilemma required immediate solutions, and O. P. Austin, head of the Bureau of Statistics of the United States Treasury Department, came to the rescue in 1901 with the publication of an impressive comparative compilation of the experiences of imperial Spain, Holland, England, and France titled Colonial Administration.17
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	     Austin's work is truly a grand catalog of the good imperialist, which examines the causes of colonial successes and failures and the requisites for advantageously dealing with the inhabitants of "non-contiguous territories." The author aspired to take advantage of discussions derived from long years of study and practical experience in colonization or, rather, to present "in a single view what may be termed the world's best judgment of today's requirements in the government of a people differing in race, characteristics and climatic environment from that of the governing people." In other words, the field of colonial studies had already made its mark; new powers could take advantage of its findings to guide their colonial enterprises.
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	The methods by which colonies are and should be governed and developed are followed and studied with great interest not only by those charged with the government of countries having colonies. . . . The result of this is both stimulating and enlightening to the officers whom the Government intrusts with the duty of developing and caring for the colonies. Colonial associations, colonial institutes, colonial periodicals, colonial books, and colonial libraries, and discussions of colonial matters, both in the deliberative and legislative bodies and in the public press, present the various phases of colonial policy and conditions in the world's colonies in kaleidoscopic but ever instructive form. The literature of colonization is elaborate, and the students of this subject, in the countries having colonies, numerous, active and thoughtful.18 


	     It was not, however, a field of study directed at academics, but rather a collective vision that could benefit "those who desire to reach their own conclusion." One of those hypothetical beneficiaries was William Howard Taft (1857–1930), provisional governor of the Philippines, then occupied by North American soldiers, to whom Austin had given a signed copy of his work, inscribed "With the [author's] kind personal regards and best wishes." Later Taft was secretary of war (1904–1908) under President Theodore Roosevelt, whom he succeeded as president of the United States (1907–1913). I do not know if Taft read the dense volume, but he has been described as the executor of dollar diplomacy, twin sister of cannon diplomacy, practices related to Austin's unencumbered imperial premises. Taft believed that North American capital was the best vehicle for progress. He was convinced that North American institutions and investments would bring enlightenment to the unindustrialized areas of the world. During his presidency, the United States intervened in the Dominican Republic, Honduras, and Nicaragua.19
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	     Without hesitation, Austin pointed to the United States' dependence on the Tropics for 40 percent of total imports. Given the continuously increasing demand of a growing population of consumers, the United States required more imports from the Tropics to supplement the food supply and meet manufacturers' needs for raw materials. Hence he emphasized the following advantages of controlling tropical governments and their economies:
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	1. A stable and sure supply of goods would be assured as a result of the investment of metropolitan capital. The capitalists would "invest their money . . . more easily in a territory controlled by their own government than anywhere else. One of the first things that the capitalist investor considers is the stability of the government and the security of the investment. This is illustrated by the slow development of the production in the tropical areas of Central and South America, where capital was invested and where frequent revolutions and changes in government made those investments and profits insecure." 
2. Better and more reliable means of communications would be guaranteed. Moreover, articles produced with metropolitan capital would go directly from the producer to the consumer, without the interventions of local intermediaries that would increase the final price. 
3. The desirable qualities of "diligence, energy and creativity" typical of citizens of temperate zones would be injected into the Tropics much as the British had done in their colonies of the Far East and the Antilles. 
4. The tropical colony would be a permanent consumer of foodstuffs and manufactured goods from the northern economy. Austin did not visualize great industrial investments in the Tropics because it was not easy to find a stable and skilled labor force. In addition, he believed that the climate would deteriorate the machinery.20 


	     These wishful accounts of the advantages to be derived from direct colonization hinge upon the application of the most effective method of governance and development of the colonies and their peoples. Austin looked to the British colonial system because it offered a broad measure of self-government. The governor was named by the metropolis, but the laws and legislative power remained in the hands of the inhabitants of the colony, although in certain cases some functionaries were elected and others designated by the Crown. The details remained in the hands of the natives, but under the supervision of the metropolitan representatives. This new mechanism would not become a burden for the metropolitan pocketbook since the funds to sustain it came from the customhouse or from the profits of leased-out public lands. It was fundamental that the colonies cover the costs of all their own expenses.21
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	     On the economic level, the key was the promotion of all means of communication that would facilitate and lower the costs of economic exchange between the colony and the dominating country. In this way, the purchasing power of the native inhabitants would increase, and their increasing prosperity would consequently foster "the desire for the commodities and benefits of civilization," such as better housing, education, newspapers, schools, churches, and greater powers of home rule. The colonists would acquire new habits of industry and frugality, and the local labor pool would be sufficient to satisfy the needs of the colony. Political autonomy would guarantee its economic profitability.22
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	Puerto Rico, What's in a Name? 

	In Puerto Rico, the experiment in colonial administration started with the cultural definition and political organization of the territory, a more demanding task than the military victory over the Spaniards and their sympathizers. General Miles fell victim to his own military shrewdness. Having concluded the bellicose affair without any significant challenges only a month after disembarking, he lost his opportunity to obtain the glory that is only achieved in difficult, bloody combat. But his compatriots were more inclined to discuss the colonial menu. In official and extraofficial circles, they pondered whether they should call the island "Porto Rico" or "Puerto Rico."23
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	     At first glance, it may have appeared that the geologist Robert T. Hill's use of "Porto Rico" in an article published in the National Geographic in 1899 was merely an insignificant verbal rub. Hill's disregard for the magazine's policy and editorial advice against that spelling were recorded in a footnote attached to the article. The magazine's editors reluctantly acceded to his insistence "in this trifling matter," but they asserted that the case would not set a precedent. Their position was clear: "Puerto Rico" is "used by the people of the island and by other Spanish-speaking countries, and it is good and proper Spanish." Furthermore, they subscribed to the guidelines of the United States Board on Geographic Names (created by President Benjamin Harrison in 1890) that "the names adopted for other countries should be the names by which they are known to their inhabitants."24
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	     The fact that this topic was discussed in three issues of the magazine suggests that more was at stake than a random eccentricity. Hill, a functionary of the United States Geological Survey, defended his position by rejecting the authority of the United States Board on Geographic Names in instances of orthography. He stressed that when the board made the decision to use "Puerto Rico" in official maps and documents, the island was still a foreign territory and its name did not appear frequently in government documents nor literature. However, his central argument was that "Porto Rico" had been used internationally for three hundred years, in addition to having been the common usage of the best English writers and the principal European geographers since the United States takeover. Furthermore, he reverted to the "laws of linguistic evolution": "Porto" was in accordance with written phonetics whereas "Puerto" is "unpronounceable in English."25
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	     The National Geographic countered with all-embracing irony: It was to "Puerto Rico" that the State Department dispatched its messages at the onset of the war with Spain. It was a map of "Puerto Rico" that was divulged by the military division of the Department of War, and it was a bulletin on commerce with "Puerto Rico" that was published by the Department of Agriculture six weeks before Spain accepted the terms of President McKinley's peace treaty. In order to avoid confusion and inconsistency, the editors reaffirmed the policy of using autochthonous names since the purpose of the magazine was to spread geographic knowledge with precision and consistency, above all in the articles that dealt with the "less-known regions of the world whose geographic nomenclature is still in its formative stage."26
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	     Alarmed by the cultural and political consequences of Hill's arguments, E. W. Hilgard, a geologist at the University of California, intervened in the duel. Hilgard thought the matter should be resolved quickly and by using "rational and lasting" criteria. This had to be done before the fate of the island's name was determined by the common usage of tourists and newspapers, who often became the unofficial authorities on geographic name pronunciation of foreign countries "ultimately protected by the North American flag." To begin, he refuted the notion that "Puerto Rico" was unphonetic and unpronounceable. To him difficulty of pronunciation seemed an imaginary hurdle since California, for example, had more difficult town names that were pronounced correctly by North Americans. If there was any confusion about the pronunciation of names in Spanish, it demonstrated the need to reform "English Spelling," not to pronounce them incorrectly.27 
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	     Hilgard argued that his countrymen should not commit the same errors with "our possessions" as the English in India, where they had mutilated the native names. He believed that it would be advisable to imitate the practice of the missionaries of New England in Hawaii. In a "simple and sensible" manner, they adapted the letters of the alphabet to represent the vocal sounds in different local languages consistently. Thus, through this approach, popular comprehension of the phonetic pronunciation was promoted. He advocated a linguistic stance that was consistent with imperial needs but avoided the extreme of unrestrained nationalism:
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	With the necessity of more language study in our schools, in order to conform to the requirements of the new territorial acquisitions and of Pan-American commerce as well, our people will soon use their practical common sense . . . and will find that what has been possible in California and Hawaii can as well be done by the nation as a whole . . . I trust that . . . the policy of the Geographic Board to conserve to the utmost extent possible the native pronunciation and spelling of names will be maintained as the only means of avoiding the most dismal and discreditable medley on our maps and in our official documents, and the indefinite aggravation of the evil which unprogressive jingoism, whether English or American, would impose upon ourselves, and especially upon posterity.28 



	     That fear had received confirmation a year before (surely unbeknownst to Hilgard) in the pages of the book Our Islands and Their People put together by José de Olivares, a native of California:
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	There are but a few historical instances wherein the language of the vanquished nation was adopted by the conqueror. Puerto Rico is un-American as well as harsh and affected when the effort is made to pronounce it by anyone unfamiliar with the Spanish tongue. Moreover, we prefer all things American without the least taint or coloring of Spanish, and therefore in spite of the Honorable Society and the Government Printers at Washington, we shall adhere to the plain American style in spelling the name of this beautiful insular possession.29 



	Naming was a form of domination; the imperial appetite was not sated until it had appropriated every bit of the island, even its name.
	 

	     In 1928 Antonio S. Pedreira, a professor at the University of Puerto Rico, revived the controversy. He recalled that eight years earlier the Board of Geographic Names had revoked its original position and opted for "Porto Rico" over "Puerto Rico." Whatever position the board took, Pedreira pointed out, the Puerto Ricans "had no role in the matter, nor were they consulted for sanction or rejection of this arbitrary and unjustified proceeding."30
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	To Observe Is to Conquer 

	This semantic skirmish gave way to the quest to classify Puerto Ricans, to assign them a notch on the scale of human, political, social, and cultural evolution. The spectrum of competing visions is too wide to examine completely in this context, but it extended from crude prejudices to a cultured annexationism. Some, perhaps the majority, showed a genuine scientific interest and sincere curiosity to learn more about the geography, natural resources, and economic potential of the acquired territory as well as to become better acquainted with its inhabitants, who were candidates for American citizenship.31
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	     Others, on the contrary, looked for the picturesque and the different, as their writings were directed toward a sector of the American public that was fascinated by the exotic pictures and novel adventures of the new colonial frontier. They were not interested in what was normal, or rather, the similarities with the North American life-style. Instead, they magnified the shocking and the bizarre. Amongst works that gave in to this temptation, Our Islands and Their People was noteworthy. For that reason, it is disturbing to find it treated in recent scholarly work as representative of the construction of the Puerto Rican other and of the North American colonial discourse. The North Americans never spoke with a single, unifying voice, although all the discordant voices expressed a single purpose: the maximum exploitation of the tropical possession. It is both confusing and ahistorical to isolate a single vision, as Lanny Thompson does in his essay on Our Islands and Their People, and take it as representative of a range of mentalities and perspectives. If the interested parties (commercial, financial, religious, shipping, agricultural, military, or scientific, among others) were diverse, complex, and contradictory, then the process of structuring a colonial policy and the definition of the colonized should be as well.32
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	     Among the contributors to Our Islands and Their People were individuals who had spent much of their lives as military officials and government functionaries, a history that reveals the foundation of their visions. José de Olivares, the principal author, was born in the state of California in 1867 and had served in the United States Marine Corps and the United States Navy Reserves (1886–1898). Afterward, he was an American consul in various countries and a journalist. The general text is preceded by an introduction giving the martial blessing of Maj. Gen. Joseph "Fighting Joe" Wheeler (1836–1906). Wheeler graduated from West Point in 1859 and joined the army, which he left at the outbreak of the Civil War (1861) to join the cavalry of the southern Confederate army, in which he ascended to the rank of lieutenant general. When the war ended, he dedicated his energies to business, growing cotton and practicing law. He was elected to the United States Congress (1885–1900) and at the outbreak of the Spanish–Cuban–North American War, he volunteered his services and was named major general. In Cuba he successfully presided over the battle of Las Guásimas and then moved on to the Philippines (1899–1900). Fighting Joe was never in Puerto Rico. The editor perhaps thought that his military and political credentials both gave him the authority to comment on the good intentions of North American foreign policy and would lend prestige to the publication.33
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	     The mentalities of these colleagues of the pen are revealed by two samples of their rhetorical repertoire. Wheeler emphasized that the American "race" was characterized by the spirit of liberty and the love of justice and fair treatment, and that it was this spirit that launched the United States into the war against Spain, "a war for humanity." To the consolation of the conquered, "this same spirit will guide our dealings with the tribes and peoples that have received their liberty as a consequence of the former conflict." Olivares was more practical, but no less arrogant. We should recall that along with the geologist Hill, he renamed the island "Porto Rico" as if the act of rebaptizing would seal what had been achieved with military force. His memory of "one day in San Juan" led him to conclude that the salient trait of the city and its inhabitants was, in the words of the Creole gentleman who accompanied him, "lofty indolence," or, in his own translation, "sublime laziness":
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	Everywhere throughout the length and breadth of the city is this languorous, sedentary element emphasized, personified . . . the same invariable types of an inherent, imperturbable lassitude—the same apathetic conditions and customs that have become crystallized by century after century of inviolate observance. 

The average denizen of San Juan is a silent, but most eloquent, exponent of habitual somnambulism. He appears to be perpetually wrapped in slumber. I have sometimes thought his ambulatory hours, if anything, the more restful, because therein he need never so much as dream of having to work. . . . I took occasion to inquire of a certain scion of this insouciant aristocracy what he considered the most violent tax on his exertions, whereupon, with a touch of genuine pathos in his tones, he replied: "Acostarme en la noche y levantarme en la mañana"—climbing into his bed at night and crawling out in the morning. 


	By his account, the impoverished masses worked more, although putting forth the least possible effort, bringing to mind the idyllic image of the "indolent" Puerto Rican peasant described by Father Iñigo Abbad y Lasierra in the eighteenth century.34
	 

	     It is evident that what for the Californian was a moral defect (proof of the inferiority of subjects of the old Spanish colonies) was no more than the contrast between the work rhythms and life-style of a tropical precapitalist agrarian village and the feverish tempo of daily life in a modern industrialized city. However, this explanation is insufficient if we forget that the distorted vision of the visitor was not limited to the imperialist other. The propertied Creoles and the Spaniards resident in Puerto Rico usually regarded the majority of the workers in the country with equal contempt. The complaints—and laws—against vagrancy were a constant in the rhetoric and actions of the hacienda owners and those who viewed the peasants from within the city. Thus Fernando López Tuero, head of a Puerto Rican agricultural experiment station, wrote in 1891: "The temperament of the laborer and jíbaro [rustic] is that of rebellion against work and of little interest in progress, the climate makes him indolent, and since he doesn't have needs, neither does he toil, nor take great pains; he is calm, abandoned, demanding and with such singular idiosyncrasy that it is indispensable to carefully gage any official business before it is undertaken."35 The imperial discourse simply magnified the Creole discourse in order to brand the "lethargic" Puerto Rican as inferior to the industrious and vigorous North American; the stereotype in addition legitimized a double subjugation to the Creole upper classes and the North Americans.
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	     The discourse of imperial hegemony borrowed the rhetoric that had already been developed by the subalterns, namely the Creole elite of professional men and landholders. It is disheartening to mention examples of the many demeaning and elitist expressions that were so typical of this stratum of society. In 1891 Luis Muñoz Rivera, an autonomist leader and editor of the newspaper La Democracia, attempted to explain why Puerto Ricans were defenseless against Spain by identifying "the causes of the malaise" afflicting the country: "we lack popular strength due to the ignorance of the peasant population; we lack militant youth because of apathy and the laissez-faire attitude of our young men; we lack influential public figures because potential candidates greatly fear idealistic politics and are motivated by an unpardonable egoism." One year after the invasion, the prominent journalist Manuel Fernández Juncos confessed to Commissioner Henry K. Carroll, who was assessing social, economic, and political conditions on the island for President McKinley, that the principal flaw of the Puerto Ricans was the "lack of will." The invader did not have to devalue the Puerto Ricans in order to dominate because the islanders were already seen as unworthy in the eyes of the leaders and intellectuals of the country. On this terrain, as on others, the North Americans had already won the war before the battle ever started. Consequently, it is dangerous to construct an identity of the colonized based on difference because it does not take into account the similarities between the others and ourselves, before and after "the arrival."36
	39

	     It would be an exaggeration to conclude that the North Americans took Puerto Rico simply because it was given to them. But it is clear that the takeover was facilitated. In the face of the crushing power of the United States and the ridiculous and irresponsible Spanish resistance, there was very little that the country's leaders could do, since even under the old regime they doubted the combative capacity of the people. Ideologically and militarily destitute, they played the political realism card. Muñoz Rivera did not lose any time and suggested the "simplest and most expedient method for americanizing Puerto Rico" when a journalist asked him if the island, like the states in the American Union, was capable of self-government: 
	40

	In my opinion my country is capable of home rule and administration, to which the totality of the Creoles aspire. There are highly competent leaders and a docile and reasonable people that support them. The general desire can be condensed into this formula: the brief, very brief, military occupation prolonged while the parliament in Washington convenes: during the military occupation the laws that now rule and the organisms that are now in place should be respected: immediately afterward, the declaration of territorial status, with a legislation adaptable to the national legislation; but never less autonomous and free than the one we previously possessed: later, in a short period, the declaration of statehood that would fulfill the country's longings and identify it completely with the new fatherland. This is the simplest and most expedient method of americanizing Puerto Rico.37 

The Real Country 

 




An illustration from a book designed to acquaint Americans with their new Caribbean possessions showed girls who worked in a coffee warehouse seated on the floor, but the book's author underlined their "intelligent faces." Reprinted from José de Olivares, Our Islands and Their People (New York, 1899), 362. 
 

It's not the case of a society that dominates a preexisting one, but rather a society that relates itself to another in the making. . . . the colonial nexus is created at the same time by the implanted society as it is by the metropolis. 
—Germán Carrera Damas38 


	The analysis of colonialism through the "symbols and narratives of United States imperialism," reinforced by examination of photographs as visual agents of the "contrast between the primitive and the civilized," of the sort that Thompson attempted in his extended essay on Our Islands and Their People, is necessary and fruitful. But, in the absence of other evidence, the representation (the discourse or the pictures) is privileged over other human activities. If we do not endeavor to compare what is said with what exists, the discursive realities will monopolize our attention, and the nondiscursive realities will be forgotten or passed over as insignificant.39
	41

	     Perhaps one photo and one explanation, among the many found in Thompson's essay, exemplify this. The picture of "Girls Assorting Coffee at Yauco" shows twenty girls seated on the floor of a coffee warehouse. This seated position shows "submission and absence of civilization," according to Thompson. If the photo is the text, the evidence, we could try another explanation that starts from the concrete practice of sorting coffee done on the naked floor with no chairs, as was the custom of coffee-producing societies, free or colonial. If you try to make a posed photo of more than a dozen persons, you have to pack them in one of the most convenient ways, without it being necessarily the representation of the "Puerto Rican 'other' as a noble primitive in paradise." Such a reading is contradicted by other photos in Thompson's text, which show women proudly standing on their feet.40
	42

	     On the other hand, the Puerto Rican, before being a North American subject, or a topic of written or graphic representations by North Americans, was an exploited peon, an oppressed black, a heavily regulated artisan, or a Creole under surveillance, deprived of rights enjoyed by his Spanish counterparts. The society that the invader found in 1898 was monarchical, racist, and colonial, conditioned by the international capitalist system. Therefore, it would be a mistake "to view the colonial nexus as being something that exists outside of the established Latin American societies themselves."41
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	     Puerto Rico, at the end of the century, had already experienced multiple impositions and dominations that gave rise to unequal and unjust economic and social structures and to the political inferiority of the islander before the Spanish Crown. The struggles to overcome these obstacles became central to the country's history. The efforts of the upper class to regain suppressed political rights, commonly expressed as a clash between the Creole and the peninsular (Spaniard), was only one profile of the colonial facade. The other side showed the ingenuity, the ruses, and the sacrifices of the peasants and artisans as they strove to mitigate and defy the indiscriminate domination of the Creoles and Spaniards on the haciendas and in the workshops. In the world of the Creole, as it was sketched in literary works and political essays, the laborers of the country and city played secondary roles as obedient and grateful recipients of the illustrious paternalism of the landowners and intellectuals.42
	44

	     The civilization and barbarism paradigm of Wheeler, Olivares, and others did not simply come in from out of the cold; the tropical gentlemen of landed property, commerce, and letters had used it before and they perpetuated it after 1898. In 1899 Muñoz Rivera expressed it with disarming frankness to Commissioner Carroll in explaining his opposition to lowering the voting age to 21: considering that "the Latin race is excitable and undeliberative, . . . it would be extremely dangerous to hand over our future to the masses, who are entirely without civic education and who might be wrongly directed by the audacity of agitators who would make them their tools." This appraisal is almost an exact replica of the one expressed by Gen. George W. Davis, one of the military governors who favored restricted Puerto Rican suffrage.
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	If universal or manhood suffrage be given to the Puerto Ricans, bad results are almost certain to follow. The vast majority of the people are no more fit to take part in self-government than are, our reservation Indians, from whom the suffrage is withheld unless they pay taxes. They certainly are far inferior in the social, intellectual, and industrial scale to the Chinese, who for very good reasons are forbidden to land on our shores. The ignorant masses will be manipulated and controlled and corrupted by the political bosses.43 

Colonial Territory and Colonial Self-Criticism 

What Critical Realism demanded was that a critique of others (anti-colonialism) be conducted in the perspective of an even more comprehensive, multifaceted critique of ourselves: our class structure, our familial ideologies, our management of bodies and sexualities, our idealisms, our silences. 
—Aijaz Ahmad44 


	The premise that North Americans invent Puerto Ricans denies them the capacity truly to know and to increase their knowledge of Puerto Rico. This is the case of Thompson's critique of the imprecision and ambiguity in Olivares's conclusions and in the photographs of Creoles, Spaniards, indigenous people, and mulattoes in his book. First of all, race is a blurred zone of conflict in Puerto Rico's past and present. The fact that a newcomer concludes that there were "two classes of Spaniards" does not necessarily imply the desire to erase the Creole from the scene. Puerto Ricans were Spanish citizens, and the model for the white, native elite was the Spanish gentleman, whom many desired to emulate for reasons of prestige and cultural affinity. Olivares, a bird of passage, seems to identify anything Spanish as superior. For this reason, one is left with the impression that he uses the national label "Spaniard" as a category of race and class to identify the white upper class, and not as a recourse for removing the Creole from history.45
	46

	     If Puerto Ricans were and are an ethnic, social, and political revolú (hodgepodge), a society of immigrants who mix incessantly, in a colony that was officially a "province," why are we surprised that in Our Islands and Their People, as Thompson observes, "the Puerto Rican identity isn't presented in a unitary or coherent manner, instead it expresses different perspectives, tensions, doubts and contradictions"? In an island where language is violated and reason is distorted in an effort to distinguish the several categories of mulattoes, it is not extraordinary that a visitor might arrive at imprecise and contradictory conclusions, unless, of course, we conclude that visitors invent the natives in order to make them inferior.46
	47

	     In the same manner, if in Olivares's pictures and text "the Puerto Ricans are presented as mulattoes while at the same time the negritude of the population is displaced by an emphasis on the indigenous past and the possibility of whitening the population," that does not unequivocally signify a negation of Puerto Rican culture nor of Puerto Ricans' blackness, but rather the recognition that blacks and their different shades were central in Puerto Rico's culture. Although not explicitly stated, wouldn't that centrality be something that the visitor wanted to emphasize and that the white Creole wanted to hide? The photographic impression that Puerto Rico was a mestizo country must have burned the delicate retinas of the high-hats of the period. The attempts of many Puerto Rican blacks and mestizos to whiten themselves in order to escape humiliating racial prejudice confirms just how traumatic it was to accept one's own identity and just how difficult it must have been for the recently embarked foreigner to comprehend it.47
	48

	     The profusion of photos of blacks and mulattoes, women and children, instead of diminishing Puerto Rican culture, amplified it (despite the indisputable prejudices of the authors) to include the subordinate sectors that constituted the majority of the population. Furthermore, they represented what was different, the real heterogeneity in contrast to illusory homogeneity. The mestizos, rather than the whites, were seen as representative. Racial mixture was a salient trait of Puerto Rican society that differentiated it from North American society, from which the author originated and for which he wrote his reports.
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	Recapitulation: 1898 Does Not Explain 1898 
Histories, and therefore subjectivities, are not constituted by . . . 'moments', but by the always-accumulating processes of sedimentation and accretion. 
—Aijaz Ahmad48 
 




In most of Puerto Rico in 1898, the Spanish soldiers, like these prisoners captured near Las Marías, P.R., put up only token resistance. Courtesy National Archives and Centro de Investigaciones Históricas, University of Puerto Rico. 
 





	Commemorations always tempt people to congeal the moment and forget its past. The year 1898 is no exception, especially if the present reminds us of it every step of the way. Therefore, Puerto Ricans have no choice but to contend with it. They will never be able to exorcise the memory of 1898 if they continue to be trapped within the rigid dichotomy of victor and vanquished with no common ground between them. Therein lies the importance of breaking the natives' silences at the time when colonial impositions are being criticized. If that is done, the Creole is not merely a victim but also a victimizer and an accomplice; autonomous and insubordinate before the extremes of imperialist power. This constant interplay of complicity and resistance is the dynamic, problematic, and creative contradiction of the islanders' existence.
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	     The war of 1898 placed Puerto Ricans in the tough dilemma of fighting along with Spain against the nation that provided the chief consumer market for their sugar, the nation from which they imported a good part of their manufactured goods and foodstuffs. North Americans' military strategy reinforced their commercial interest, and consequently it is no surprise that the United States played a decisive role in the two principal accomplishments of nineteenth-century Puerto Rican liberalism: the abolition of slavery (1873) and the concession of autonomy (1897). At both junctures, the North Americans forced the outcome with the intent to smother each and every outburst of unrest that threatened their own political and economic stability. The commerce of goods was accompanied by the commerce of ideas. Just as elsewhere in Latin America, the United States was the economic, political, and social model. In some cases, such as those of Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Dominican Republic, this admiration turned into a desire for annexation.49
	51

	     The history of annexationists in Puerto Rico has been as difficult to trace as the histories of the working class, women, and blacks. The chief obstacle is not the lack of easily accessible documents, but the agendas of some nationalist and autonomist historians who prefer to investigate the patriotic to the detriment of anything that might conflict with that theme. But the reality of less romantic historical explanations, such as the close economic relations with the United States and clumsy Spanish colonial policies, tends to undermine fanciful patriotic interpretations. The evidence points to the importance of economic factors in molding the response of the Puerto Rican elite. Alexandre Lafont de la Vernese, French consul in Puerto Rico, wrote to the minister of foreign relations in Paris in 1865:
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	Several days ago I came across some honorable merchants and rich hacienda owners. They are convinced that the Spanish colonies will be annexed to the United States and far from fearing annexation, they consider it a source of prosperity for Puerto Rico. That is the dominant opinion of the country; convinced that the government should organize for the general well-being and prosperity of commerce, and that an equitable government that would ensure its citizens legal equality should be the object of their desires. 



	Eight years later, consul Le Brun confirmed the persistence of the annexationist current: "I would say that Puerto Rico doesn't appear to be in a state of putting forth any serious resistance to the United States and if the North Americans were to disembark on the island they would find friends who are very willing to accommodate them."50
	 

	     Persecuted like the independence movement, annexationism became clandestine or emigrated to the United States, where the Puerto Rican Section of the Cuban Revolutionary party was germinating at the end of the century. In 1898, several annexationist groups with such names as Porto Rican Scouts and Porto Rican Guard sprouted from the sediment that had remained on the island. They dedicated their efforts to attempting to gain control of municipalities and to harassing the Spanish soldiers in towns in the center and west of the country. "In all these areas," according to the historian Mariano Negrón Portillo, "they acted as representatives of the United States and tried to assume control of the villages in order to facilitate the North American troops' consolidation of power with minimal problems."51
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	     With the defeat of the Spaniards and the consolidation of the new North American power, the two autonomist political parties became annexationist and proclaimed the hope of becoming a state of the Union. In 1900 even those who did not approve of the prolonged military regime chose to declare to the North American Congress: "Puerto Rico, once the jewel of the Spanish Crown, would be a promising star and would perhaps one day fit permanently into the blue of the flag that came to bring it liberty and protection. The loyal Puerto Ricans would live satisfied beneath it, and if necessary, would die proud."52
	54

	     In the dawn of the new domination, when the majority of Puerto Ricans had the enthusiastic desire to enjoy the democratic ideals of the North American government, it seemed to Secretary of War Root that Puerto Rico was not a problem. For Root, the plenary power of the United States was indisputable because it was a nation possessing rights over the territory. But the island's inhabitants could not demand equal treatment as members of a state or of the territories taken over by the North American nation prior to 1898. They did, however, have the moral right to be treated according to the principles of justice and liberty in the United States Constitution. Root misinterpreted the initial popular acceptance of the invaders as a permanent mandate for colonial rule. He never imagined that the prompt dissatisfaction of the islanders, spurred by the deterioration of the economy and by the negation of the powers of self-government that Spain had reluctantly ceded in 1897, would unleash endless controversy and debate and a laborious "legal construction" of Puerto Rico and of the Puerto Ricans.53
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	     On one hand, the North American Congress organized a colonial government protected by the Foraker Act (1900), with a governor and an Executive Council named by the president of the United States and a Lower House elected by the suffrage of literate adult men. Puerto Ricans also elected a resident commissioner to Congress, who could speak but not vote. But Congress retained the last word in the affairs of the conquered country. The power of the judicial branch enhanced congressional power, since the Supreme Court of the United States became the ultimate court of appeal for the colony as well. Armed with vast legal prerogatives, the Supreme Court traced the key political guidelines for the tropical territory. By way of the famous Insular Cases (1901–1922), the Supreme Court intervened in the debate between North American imperialists and their antiannexationist opponents, who were divided into two schools of thought (the racists, who opposed the incorporation of inferior races, and those who believed that once the territories were obtained, the protection of the Constitution must be extended to their inhabitants). The Court finally arrived at a neat solution of the dilemma that subsequent legal decisions would further refine. The colonial project was sanctioned by legalizing North American domination of the valuable prey, but basic constitutional rights were granted to the natives. In defense of the legitimacy of the colonial project, the judges of the Supreme Court invented a legal doctrine that justified the right to exercise almost unrestricted powers over the territories and the peoples acquired in the war of 1898. In the process, they concocted a difference, unknown until then, between incorporated territories (called "infantile states") and those that were non-incorporated (belonging to, but not part of, the United States), and they gave the president and the Congress ample freedoms to invent, reinvent, and implement changing expansionist policies.54
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	     Which is to say that, from the beginning, Puerto Rico was a problem that provoked debate and contradictory views. Thus, the limited perspectives of the authors of Our Islands and Their People were balanced by more sympathetic views. Robert T. Hill, for example, pointed out that the geography and the people of the island could not be understood in terms provided by traditional North American customs and settings. He recognized that his country should not be used as an ideal prototype against which the peoples and territories of the American Mediterranean would be measured. He proposed that instead of amalgamating all the peoples of the Caribbean into a uniform and indiscriminate classification, their singularities should be emphasized. Nor did Hill "eliminate the dominant Creole class." On the contrary, he emphasized their heritage, their ethnic pride, and their opulence and noted that they were different from their counterparts on the French and British islands.55
	57

	     But none of the eulogistic testimonies of the moment compared in amplitude, elegance, and sensibility with that of Henry K. Carroll. In two long visits made at the end of 1898 and the beginning of 1899, he collected testimony and saw with his own eyes some of the most critical and relevant realms of Puerto Rican society. He made an inventory of the climate and agriculture, religious tolerance and anticlericalism, the undefined border between public and ecclesiastic property, illiteracy, communications, concubinage and illegitimate children, the living conditions of workers, and the character and aspirations of the Puerto Ricans. Armed with a solid knowledge of the country, Carroll never doubted the attributes and the capacity of Puerto Ricans to occupy the same level as North Americans. While defending the right of "self-government" for the natives, he did not hide the prevalence of illiteracy and the lack of experience in democratic political practices. Rather, he insisted that education and experience do not necessarily make good citizens. Furthermore, he was convinced that no one has the right to decide who has the stature for self-governance.56
	58

	     Consequently, he recommended without reservations that Puerto Rico be converted into a territory with its own government, similar to that of Oklahoma, with a governor and members of an executive branch named by the president of the United States and a bicameral legislative branch elected by popular vote. This system would rest on compulsory education and promote democratic practices that would be in harmony with the language, habits, and customs of the Puerto Ricans. Male suffrage, without literacy or property qualifications, would be granted. This recipe reflected, according to Carroll, the hopes of the Puerto Ricans in regard to the North Americans:
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	They expect under American sovereignty that the wrongs of centuries will be righted; that they will have an honest and efficient government; the largest measure of liberty as citizens of the great Republic under the Constitution; home rule as provided by the Territorial system; free access to the markets of the United States and no customs duties on goods coming from our ports; a school system modeled after that of the United States; the adoption of the English language in due time and the general adaptation to the island of all those institutions which have contributed to the prosperity, progress, and happiness of the American people.57 



	     Some of these aspirations have been achieved, and others have experienced a change of tone or been redefined, but a close relationship with the United States is still an aspiration of the majority of Puerto Ricans. Both brands of annexationist politics (autonomist and statehooder, a distinction without a difference) continue to value citizenship and the common market and to insist on Creole identity and on the dignity they share with the people of the United States.
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	     That intimate relationship, closer at every turn, similar to that which Puerto Ricans had with Spain, has a "history of encounters and departures, of oppression and resistance, of mutual appropriations, of negotiations of space."58 In the confusion of the Spanish defeat and the whirlwind of hopes for American victory, above all for the opportunity to return to being considered people again, the lower classes lost restraint, scaring the propertied and the professionals. Fear of the popular classes united them and created a common cause with the foreign enemy (on whom they had declared a war of words even before their landing), a useful ally to restrain the licentious, the underdogs, and put them in their place.
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	     In the juncture of 1898, class interests were stronger than nationality and identity. Dominator and dominated became fused and confused. The workers hoped to take advantage of this breach and saw in annexation the sure subordination of the propertied Creoles and Spaniards by the more democratic, secular, and equalizing power of the North Americans. But the propertied and professionals did not see a contradiction between autonomy (and free access to the Yankee market) and the quest for self-government of the region within the American Union. By different paths and for different motives, the annexationist movements of the proletariat and of the elite autonomists fit in with the agenda of the invader.
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	     The island's past, weighted by colonialism, racism, and ignorance and a paradoxical dependency on the North American market, made it a prêt à porter country, ready to be taken, but not a nation that could easily fit into the North American pattern. Puerto Rican society celebrated the demise of the ancien régime but at the same time demanded new liberties and powers. Among those who expressed their dissatisfaction with North American rule were the annexationists, who felt cheated by the granting of a mock citizenship, and the rebellious nationalists and socialists, enemies of the modern colonialism presided over by sugar companies and governors named from the seat of the empire.
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	     It would be anachronistic to conclude today that the primordial interest of the United States is to make Puerto Ricans inferior through cultural domination, because the northern metropolis has been creolized and the majority of Puerto Ricans feel both the same as, and distinct from, North Americans. Puerto Rican identity, like all identities, is not something complete and immutable, but rather a living entity in constant transformation, contradictory and complex, like life itself.59
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	     In conclusion, 1898 was the year of both liberation and domination. As soon as Puerto Ricans can contend with this contradiction, differentiating the positive from the negative in the analysis of the impact of the overwhelming power of the United States unleashed a century ago, they will be able to go beyond historical visions that project Puerto Rico as a helpless victim of material and military superiority and of imperial discursive constructions. The old saying that one is what one does, applied to the events of 1898, will serve to calibrate the scope of Creole responsibility for the consolidation of American government in the past and its persistence even without an American governor. In addition, it will help us critically evaluate the singular and unequaled Puerto Rican struggles for social and economic justice, cultural integrity, and political liberty. Rethinking 1898 from this perspective will modestly help to achieve, perhaps, another form of liberation.
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