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P'telo. Pablo u'as a little boy who li,ed at a corombian boar:clinghouse in r97g, u,henI lived tl-rere, too. on hot after'oons, pabro sometimes took a b"ath in the back patioof the house, tl'te patio cle roytas, where several \vomen rvashed tl-re boarders,clothes
by hand' He was having a uonderfur time on this particular afternoo^, as ha,py asary Iittle bo1' an*r1-,".", despire trre modesr .hr.n"t". of or. .toli;;-;]ilt, 

"."o,r*o-dations, Snaltshot taken by tlt.e autl,ror a.t the age o1 ,"r,"n r-rrro.

INTRODU CT I ON

Latin A'nerica rt,as born in blood and fire, in conqr-rest ar-rd

slaver),. So that is lr,her:e to bergin a briel introductiorl to Latin

American I'ristory, cuttir-rg str:aight to tl-ie heart o[ the matter,

iclentifying central conflicts, ancl not mlncing u'orcls lt is pre-

cisely corrquest and its sequrel, coloniztrtion, Ihat created the

central conflict ol Latin Arnerican hrstor,v. Conqr-rest ar-rcl colo-.

rriz-atior-r lorm the urnifiecl starting place of a single stor,v, told

here r,r,ith ilh-rs[rative exar-r-rples fr:om manl' countries' \A/e need a

single stor y. Rapid par-roramas ol twenty national histories n ould

merely prodr-rce dizziness. Burt, before begir-ir"ring the story, r'tre

must asl< rvhetlrer so many conntries can really sl-rare a sir"rgle

l-ristory. ,At first blursh, or-re r-night doubt it. Considel everything

that story lvor-rkl have to encompass. Consider tlre contrasts zrncl

parzrcloxes ol conternporary Latin An-rer:ica.

Latin Arnericzt is yorr ng-1hg nvelsge age is in the teens in

manv coLtnt.l"s-1ari1l'r all the innorriitirre clynan'rism that yor-rtl-l

irlplics. Anc,l it is olcl-a lancl ol ancier-rt ruit-ts, of u,hiter,r,zrslred

r,r,alls ar-rcl red-tile-roof'ecl hamlets contir-rr-rously lnhabitecl lor a

thor_rsar-rcl years. Sgme Latin Americans still gro\ / Corn or ll1iln-

ioc on s'-rall plots l-riclclen among banana trees, carrvirrg clr-r fairlv

traclitior-ral rilral r,r,ays olt li{c. 'l'hese clalYs, hor'r'ever, most l-atin

Arrericans live in nois\,, restless cities tl"r;rt mali.e their socicties
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far more urbanized than those of deveroping countries in Asia
or Africa. Megacities like Buenos Aires, Sao paulo, and Mexico
City have far outsrripped the ten-miilion marh, and many other
capitals of the region are not far behind. Latin America is the
developing world and also the West, a place where more than
nine out of ten people speak a European language ar.rd practice
a European reiigior-r. Most of the world,s Roman Catholics are
Latrn Americans. And Latin America has deep roots in inclige_
nous cultures, too. Most of the worlcl,s native Americans, by fl.,
live south of the Rio Grande.

Today many Latin Americans live and work in circumstances
not so differer-rr from those of rniddle-class people in the United
States. The resemblance seems to have grown in recent years,
as government after government throughout the region has lib
eralized irs rrade policies, facilitating ihe importario., of cu.s,
videocassette recorders, and fax machines. Bri the vast majority
of Latin Americans are far from being abre to afford such tt-,i.,gr.
A family rhar owns any sort of car is much better off tha., molt,
but the great majority do have some access to a TV, if only at the
house of a neighbor. So Brazilians and chireans and corombians
who cannot have a car nevertheless live thoroughly immersed in
Western consumer culture ar.rd, night after nig"ht, watch bright
television commercials tailored to those abre to emulate the rife-
style of the US middle class. It is for this reason, and nor just
because of proximity and poverty, that so many Latin Americans
come to the United States.

Consrder next the contrasts among countries. Brazil occu-
pies half the South American continent, its popuiation surging
torarard two hundred rnillion. Most cour-rtries rn Latin Ame-ricI
are quite srnall, however. The populations of panama, puerto
Rico, Paraguay, Nlcaragua, Honduras, and El Salvador adclecl
together could fit in Mexico City or, for that mafter, in Brazil,s
urba. giant, Sdo Paulo. contrasts in other social indicators are
also vast. Argentina and Uruglray have :rdult literacy rates com_
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parable to those in the United States and Canada, rvhereas 3o

percent of the adult population in Guatemala cannot read. Costa

Ricans live to a ripe old average age of seventy-seven, Bolrvians

to or-rly sixty-lhree.
Now ponder the incredible ethnic complexrty of Latin Amer-

ica. Most Mexicans are descended from indigenous people and

from the Spanish wl-ro colonized Mexico. The Mexican celebra-

tion of the Day of the Dead-with its candy sl<ulls, inviting

people to "eat their own death"-embodies a mood so unfamiliar

to people from the United States precifuly because its intimate

inspirations are largely non-Western. The capital of Argentina,

on the other hand, is ethnically more European than is Wash-

ington DC. Not only does a larger percentage of the population

descend exclusively from European immigrants, but they also

maintain more European contacts, such as dual Argentine-

Spanish citizenship and relatives born or still Iiving in ltaly or

England. The modern cityscape of Buenos Aires is very self-

consciously modeled on Paris, and French movies enjoy a Popu-
larity there unheard of in the United States.

The experience of racial diversity has been central to Latin
American history. Latin America was the main destination of
the millions of people enslaved and taken out of Africa between

r5oo and rB5o. Whereas the United States received about 5z3,ooo
enslaved immigrants, Cuba alone got more. All Spanish Amer-

ica absorbed around r.5 million slaves, and Brazil by itseif at

least 3.5 million. From the Caribbean, down both coasts of

South America, African slaves performed a thousand tasks, but
most especially they curltivated sugarcane. Today their descen-

dants form large parts of the population-about lralf, overall-
in the two greatest historical centers of sugar production, Brazil

and the Caribbean region.

Latin American countries are highly multietl-inic, and all
sorts of racial combinations occur. Costa Rica, Ururguay, and

Southern Brazil, lil<e Argentina, have populations ol mostly

I

$,l-
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Latin America, with a poor majority, that kind of growth can

produce more losers than winners, and a strong reaction to free

markets has now set in.

Winners and losers. Rich and poor. Conquerors and con-

quered. Masters and slaves. That is the old, old conflict at the

heart of Latin American history. The conflict remains alive and

well. To protest the implementation of the North American Free

Trade Agreement (NAFTA) between the United States and

Mexico in the r99os, Mayan rebels began an uprising that lasted

years. These Mayan rebels took the narne Zapatistas in memory

o[ earlier rebels, many of them indigenous, who fought for land

reform in the early rgoos. Middle-class Mexicans found that

NAFTA reduced prices and increased the availability of urban

consumer goods. The Zapatistas continued to protest, but the

Mexican government kept NAFTA in place. Meanwhile, Boliv-

ians elected their first inJigenous president in zoo6, but he taced

angry defiance from the less indigenous parts of the country.

Aspects of this confrontation can be traced straight back to '

1492, which is the purpose of this book. Here, in a nutshell,

is the story: In the I5oos, Spanish and Portuguese colonizers

irnposed their language, their religion, and their social insti-

tutions on the indigenous Americans and enslaved Africans,

people who labored for them in mines and fields and who served

them, too, at table and in bed. After three centuries of this,

however, things began to change (at least partly) with the intro-

duction of two new political forces.

The first force was Liberalisn't. Students should carefully sep-

arate this international meaning of liberaiism from narrow US

uses of the word. Liberalism, in this larger sense, comprises

the core prrnciples of the US constitution, principles shared by

Republicans and Democrats alike. Historicaily, liberalism is a

cornplex of values and practices that developed in the r6oos and

r7oos, largely in France and England . Botlt ry76 and r789 (mark-

ing the American and French Revolutions) are landmark dates

European extraction. Some countries, such as Mexico, para_
guay, El Salvador, and Chile, have very mixed, or neestizo pop_
ulations of blended indigenous and European herirage. OthL,
countries, such as Peru, Guaternala, E,cuador, and Bol-iuia, hare
large populations of indigenous people who remain separate
from the mestizos, speak indig"nom Ianguages such as eue-
chua or Aymara, and follow distinctive .urto-, in clothinfand
food. In many countries, black and white populations lire ;"n the
coastal lowlar-rds, with a more indige,-,or, ,nd white mix in the
mountainous interior regions. Cuba, puerto Rico, Nicaragua,
Costa Rica, Honduras, Colombia, Ecuador, peru, and V..J.r_
ela all foliow this parrern. Brazir, the fifth largest counrry in rhe
world, shows regional demographic variations on a grand sgsls--
whiter in the south, blacker on the north coast, with indigenous
influence still visible only in the Iarge but sparsely popl_,lrt"d
Amazon basin.

,-To 
repeat the question, then, do these twenty countries, in

all their startiing variery, really have a single history) No, ln the
sense that a single story cannot encompass their jiversity. y"r,
in the sense that ali have much in .o.nLo.,. They experi"r""j
a similar process of European conquest and colonizatron. fh"y
became independent more or lers ,t the same time. They have
struggled with similar problems in a series of similarrvryr. S,.,."
independence, other ciearly defined political trends have washed
over Latin America, giving its history a unified ebb and flow.

In r98o, most governments of the region were clictatorships of
various descriptions. In zoro, elected governments rule aimost
everywhere. The globalizing energies of th" ,99o, helped Latin
America leave behind its rg8os ,,Lost 

Decad",;nf d"bt,'lnflarion,
and stagnation. Economic recovery gave prestige to the 

,,neolib_

eral" (basically free-market) policiei pursued ly practically all
governments in the region. But, as in much of the world, cu.rent
free-market grorvth seemed to make the rich richer, the rnicldle
class more middle-class, and the poor comparatively poorer. In

B

L-.
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in world iiberalism. Liberarism favors progress over tradition,
reason over faith, universal over local urlu"r, and the f."" -r.ll<et over government control. Liberalism also advocar., .q,rut
citizenship over entrenched privilege and representative democ_
racy over all other forms of government. Unfortunately, these
last elements have sometimes been treatecl as icing 

", ,(" .r1",
a finishing rouch roo often put off. Overall, the UYS 

"rr".on."rvith liberalism has produced prosperity. The Latin American
experience with liberalism, on the other hand, has been more
mixed.

Nationalisna. the second new political force, eventually
became liberalism's rough opposite. Liberalism and national-
ism emerged together in the struggle for Latin American inde_
pendence' Latin American nationalism-different in drfferent
countries but always built on similar themes_is deeply embed-
ded in the regions historicar experience. A portrait of national-
isrr will emerge graduaily over the course of this book. Oneinitial observation: people in the United States oft"., ,"grnd
nationalism (nationalism elsewhere, anyway) ur,.,"grtlu".'Bl,i
Latin American narionarism iras often irovid"a un ia"otogi"ui
self-defense against imperialism, a positive fbrce for social
equality, and an antidote to white ,upr"_r.y.

At the turn of the twenty_first century, Europeans no longer
ride on the backs of indigenous porters o, i,", ,"d"n chairs carried
by African slaves. But ererywhere, wealthier people still have
iigl-rter_skin and poorer p"opi" still have darkercLi.,_u ,*""pi.,g
but sadly accurate generaliiation that does have exceptions, and
lots of them, but on [y of the kind that prove the ruie. The conclu_
sion is inescapable: The descendants of the Spanish, the portu_
guese, and later European immigrants to Latin America still
hold power, and the people who dlscend frorn slaves ancl subju_
gated indigenous people stilr work for them. Half a miile,nium
later, this is clearly the enduring legacy, rippling across thecenturies, of tl-re fact that African, Eu.opea,_,, u.,J indig".,ou,
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American people did not corre together on neutral terms, lil<e

various pedestrians arrivir-rg simultaneously at a bus stop Just

horv they did come logether will be our concern ln the next

chapter. (Get ready fbr the blood and fire.)

This quick introduction is for US readers who are encoun-

tering Latin American history for the first time, Such readers

need to know something about past US thinking on Latin

America, because examples of it float freely in our popular

culture and still influence our ideas. \
Until roughly the r93os, the interpreters of Latin America

focused largely on race and culture, considering the Latin
American varieties defective goods. "Hot-blooded Latins" with
too much "nonwhite blood," according to this outmoded idea,

simply lacked the self-discipline and the brains to make stable,

democratic, prosperous societies. As Catholics, they lacked a

"Protestar-rt work ethic" (to make work not just a necessity, but

a virtue), and their tropical climates further discouraged eco-

nomic activity with debilitating heat and too many sensuous

satisfactions-mangoes, papayas, and passion fruit-literally,
as weli as figuralively, growing on trees. In this version, Latin
American history was racially, culturally, or environmentally
"determined," and more or less inescapably so.

Between r94o and t97o, racial and environmental determin-
ism went out of style intellectr-rally. US historians of Latin
America replaced the former villains of the region's history
(those pesky indigenous or African genes) with new bad guys:

backward mentalities and traditional social structures that had
to be "modernized" so that Latin Amerjca could advance along
the developmental trail blazed by other countries. While "rnod-

ernization theory" \ /as an aclvance over racial and environmen-
tal deterrninism, it n-raintainecl existing stereotypes. Creedy
landornrners and bacl<ward rulers took over fronr congenital
laziness ar-rd tropical heat as explanations for Latin American
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problems. One thing remained the same: US explanations for

the region's problems always began and ended with Latin Amer-
ica itself.

During the r96os, however, most historians of Latin America

inside and outside the region became convinced that earlier

interpretations of its problems were a convenient way to blame

the victim. Instead, they argued that Latin American economies

stood in a permanently dependent position relative to the world's

industrial powers, which were always at least one step ahead of
them developmentally. "Dependency tlleory" thus located the

origin of Latin American problems outside the region, partly in
the action of colonizing powers, partly in the forces of economic

globalization-although 'globalization" was not yet the common
term.

Dependency theory still provides useful insights, but it has

lost its central place in Latin American studies. In the United
Stales, interest in Latin America now focuses on matters that
also preoccupy us at home. For example, as US citizens explore

new ways of thinking about race, they are interested to learn
that Latin Americans long ago embraced multiracial identities.
People concerned with multiculturalism and "identity politics"
in the United States find a valuable comparative perspective in
Latrn America. By the r99os, both the humanities and the social

sciences gave new prominence to the study of culture and, more

specifically, to the way race, gender, class, and national identi-
ties are "constructed" in people's minds. To be male or female is
a matter of genes, of blology, but the definition of a "real man" or

a "real woman," for example, differs greatly from culture to cul-
ture. In matters of cultural and racial complexity, the world has

much to learn from the Latin American experience.

Let us begin our story.

\i.\'",)'i, 
",,,r4,

\)
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Tnr prr-qsunas or Gr,osar-lzarloN. At the dawn of the new millennium, consumer
culture is ever"yr,r,here in Latir-r America. For the well-off minority, the new accessi-

bility of in.rported goods brings long-awaited satisfactions, Br-rt for the poor rnajorityr

like the residents of this poor Cuatenrala City neighborlrood, u'here people can

afford to consume little, tlre lure of consllmer culture produces mostly anger and

fru s tra tion. Pluto gr aph 14' .l e an - M ari e S irnon.

199os 1992 2001 ,oo6

NEOLIBERALISM

In the r99os, the political pendulum swung decisively away
from nationalism in Latin America. Marxist revolutionaries
\l/ere, in general, strongly nationalist, and the reactionary dic-
tators who crushed them were often nationalists, too-though
of a different kind. In the end, both revolutionary violence and
the reactionaries' bloody Cold War victory againsr the left dis-
credited nationalism. Already by r99o, nationalisrr seemed the
wave of the past in Latin America, something from the sixties
generation. And r-row, after mar-ry decades out of favor-boosted
by its association ivith the one rernaining superpower, the
Ur-rited States-liberalism has rerurned to fill the ideological
vacllum. The new generatjon of liberals are called neoliberals.
For better or v/orse, neoliber:alism-with a fami]iar emphasis on
lree trade, export production, and the doctrine of comparative
aclvantage-reigned supreme in Latin America at the turn of
thc tlrird rrrillerrnium.

By the rnid-r99os, it already seemed that every presiclent in
tlre region rn,as a neoliberal. Tal<e Fernando Henriqr-re Cardoso,
a fornreriy Marxist sociology professor, a lamous dependency
theorist who had inspired a generation of raclical social scien-
tists tl'rroughout Latin America ar-rd the United States during
the r97os and r98os. By the time he i,r,as elected president ol

1994

Neoliberal
reforms

thror-rghout
region

lndigenous
[eaders
rneet in
La Paz

NAFTA
takes eflect;
Zapatistas

rebel

Argentina
defaults on
its external

debts

Lula reelected
ples ident
oF Rrazil 3r9
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Brazil in ry94, Cardoso was a neoliberal. Even the Peronist
leader twice eiected president of Argentina, Carlos Menem, was

a neoliberal. Even the PRI presidents of Mexico, supposed heirs
of another great nationalist tradition, were now neoliberals. In
fact, Carlos Salinas and Ernesto Zedillo, who led the en-rbattled

Institutior-ral Revolutionary Party in the r99os, both had profes-
sional training in neoliberal economics at US Ivy League univer-
sities. Neoliberals got the encouragement of the US government,
and they put up sails to catch turn-of-the-century winds of
globalization.

Neoliberals jettisoned all trappings of economic nationalism
and embraced the basic liberal faith in the free marker. So they
sold off, or prilatized, the state-run corporations and public ser-
vices that nationalists had created all over Latin America as

declarations of "economic independence." State bureaucracy is
notoriously inefficient around the world, and state-run tele-
phone and oil companies had proved fiascoes in Latin America.
Free-trading neoliberals slashed the import tariffs that national-
ists had raised to protect Latin American industries. They
deregulated capital flows, for example, removing nationalist-
inspired limits on profit that multinational corporations could
freely take out of a country each year. They reduced or removed
the nationalist-inspired subsidies that made basic foodstuffs and
public services affordable for rhe poor. Neoliberals also initiared
all-out assaults on inflation, which substantially undermines the
functioning of the market.

Neoliberals had few new ideas. Everything they recom-
mended had already been tried in Larin America before r93o. So
where did they get their impressive momentum? "Ib begin wirh,
the ordeal of recent years had dimmed the glamour of national-
ism, as we have seen. In addition, r99os neoliberals could take
credit for taming the debt crisis of rhe r98os.

During the rg8os, many Latin American countries had
struggled to keep up payments on foreigrr debts. These debts

NroLrsrRar-rsN4

had grown huge suddenly, thanks to high world oil o.r""" .1t'
heavy short-term borrowing in the ,97or. Ou".*h"1il;:dl:
ico and Brazil temporarily sropped payments in r98z. A;;;ld
interest rates rose steepry in the rg'os, rarge th*ar".. iol.,I
had to be refinanced at much higher rates. The ,rr,i".;iJ"i;,
of Latin America mushroomed, much as the US "rri";;i;;;was doing at the same time. The difference: Latin American
debts were "external," owed mostry to foreign banks. rh" 

"^r".-nal debts of the region as a whole .or"Trol $,o5 billlo., (,f7iy
t_o $AqZ billion (1986), with Mexico and Brazil owing th" -ort.countries that defaulted on rheir exrernar debts wourd find
themselves internationally bankrupt and isolated.

Foreign lenders, such as those of the influential International
Monetary Fund (IMF), believed that the solurion to Latin
American insolvency lay in free,market policies. So they enthu,
siastically promoted neoliberal policies. To encourage neoliber_
alism in Latin America, foreign lenders gradually ,,iolled 

over,,
the external debts of one country after another into long-term
bonds. These debts continued to increase in the ,99o"r, b,r,
now the borrowing countries could make th" p"y-",.,ts. The
IMF typically insisted on reductions in social^spending, and
Latin America's poor felt the pinch of rhis "beir-right"".,i.,g.,,
Still, the crisis was over, and the region seemed to have turnJd
a corner.

Neoliberalism acquired a strong cachet of success in the
r99os. The hyperinflation rhar had plagued both Brazil and
Argentina for decades u,as halted rather spectacularly for a while
by neoliberal policies. For a few years, Latin America was her_
alcled among US investors as a great emerging marl<et, offering
vast investment opportunities. Neoliberal polici", 

"r.or.rg"Jforeign capital in Latin America-and in lt came, billions of
dollars'rvorth. US fasrfood fr:anchises sprang up i. major cities
frorn Chile to Mexico. ln ry94, rhe creation of ,t," No.it, Amer_
ican Free Trade Agreemenr (NAFTA), the linchpin of Mexican
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neoliberalism in the r99os, seemed portentous to people on

both sides of the border. One year later, Brazil, Argentina,
Paraguay, and Uruguay inaugurated their own free-trade zone,

called MERCOSUR. The freer trade of the r99os allowed
middle-class apartment dwellers from Mexico City to Santiago

to access the Internet, tune in via satellite to US or European
television, and become avid consumers in a transnational
economy. Neoliberal reductions in tariff barriers brought iower
prices and greater variety in everything imported, from cars to
VCRs to cellular telephones.

The neoliberals also attracted new transnational corpora-
tions to Latin America, but the impact of that strategy has been
mixed. One of the most common transnational operations was

and is the rnaquiladora, an assembly plant using lots of cheap
labor, most often women's labor, to put together imported parts.

Low tariffs facilitate maquiladora production. For example,

maquiladoras on the Mexican side of the US border may receive

parts from Asia, assemble them, then send the finished prod-
ucts across the border for sale in the United States. Maquiladora
workers mean little to the companies that employ them. Women
who become pregnant, lor example, are quickly fired in most
cases. Low labor costs constitute the maquiladoras'main reason
for being in Latrn Arnerica. So neoliberal governments try to
hold wages down, even as food and transportation subsidies
are withdrawn from the poor.

Chile stood out as the neoliberal success story of the r99os.

Chile's neoliberal economic reforms began during the years of
dictatorship, famously advised by economists from the Unjver-
sity of Chicago, the so-called Chicago Boys. By the r99os, Chile
boasted low inflation, good credit, steady growth, and diversi-
fied exports, going roughly equally to European, Asian, and
American countries. The expansion of the Chilean eionomy
had been so steady and vigorous that it benefited all Chileans to

some extent-but, as elsewhere, the middle classes benefited

NrorresRar-lsv
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most. Meanwhile, Chile's distribution of wealth remained

among the most unequal in Latin America. The best-case sce-

narlo of neoliberalism, in other words, still promised least to the

neediest.

In a nutshell, consumers, mostly middle-class people, have

benefited most from neoliberalism. To "shop the world," with-

out trade barriers, is obviously an advantage for those with

sufficient spending rnoney. On the other hand, most producers

have lost out-at least so far. Of course, producers are also

consumers, but in greatly varying degrees. Poor Latin Ameri-

cans consume relatively little, and many more Latin Americans

are poor by US standards than are middle-class' Measured in

dollars, the US economy generates over $46,ooo per person, but

the Brazilian, Mexican, and Argentine economies only around

$B,ooo, the Colombian economy something like $5,ooo, and the

Bolivian and Honduran economies less than $z,ooo, according

to zoog statistics.

Under neoliberalism, the gains made by Latin Americans as

small-time consumers have been overwhelmed by their loss as

producers. The region's impoverished majority buys inexpen-

iive clothing sold in bins, toiletries arrayed on the edge of the

sidewalk, a plastic bucket this week, a cheap digital watch the

next. Most of the pitiful wages earned by Latin America's poor

majority goes for the bare essentials such as rice and bus fare,

day after day, month after month. Meanwhile, as Latin Ameri-

can industries collapse across the region, devastated by foreign

competition that the nationalists had kept out, millions of

workers face unemployment or long-term underemployment in

the so-called "infbrmal" service sector. They sell Chiclets at

bus stops, rn,ash windshields at intersections, and collect recy-

clables in rickety carts. Some are glad to find rvorl< in maquila-

doras, but horv happy can a maquiladora job make anyone in

the long run?

NroltaeRaltstr

Neoliberal reforms have reduced gove 
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ffi [f *t:f, *tiifrun corporations, and large bureaucracies rhar rhe ,;;".",,J;
had created in Latin America were inefficie
they also provided a living for millions #,i':;"":::fli":rTi
have ]eft unemployed. Similarly, state-run services br; ;;;;;
partly because they provided electricity or runnlng water to the
very poor. Privatized terephone companies, for another 

"^u-Iple, improved telecommunications for\those who courd 
"ff";;a phone, but affording a phone became more difficuft f". _rrf

Sound familiar) In many ways, the impact of neoliberal
reforms resembled the impact of liberal ,"fo.*, i" ,87"_;;;;.
Latin America became more "modern" in the technologiial
sense. Foreign capital and foreign products poured in. Bet"ler_
off people benefited, but less fortunate Latin Americans suf-
fered. Familiar winners, familiar losers. A glance back at the.
r8gos puts present-day neoliberal ,,innovations,, in historical
perspective. The PRI technocrats of the r99os seem reminis_
cent of the technocratic cientificos who advised porfirio Dfaz
on the eve of the Mexican Revolution. Not by accident did the
PRI begin to revise Mexican history textbooks to rehabiritate
the image of Diaz,long painted as a villain by the nationalists.

The new textbooks also downplayed revolutionary heroes like
Emiliano Zapata. But on rhe very day that NAFTA took effecr
in 1994, indigenous rebels calling themselves Zapatistas declared
their opposition to the new trade arrangement. These new Zap_
atistas were Mayas from villages near the Guatemalan border,
an area of N4exico remote from Zapata,s old stomping ground.
They had immediate demands relaring ro agriculrurutl-a, Urt
they also had a broader vision. Th"y tool Zapata's name to
remind Mexico of its natior-ralist heritage. Subcomandante Mar-
cos, the mysterious sl<i-masl<-u,earing, pipe_smoking Zapatista
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spol<esperson, soon appeared on T-shirts all over the country.
The new Zapatista uprising was a fly in the neoliberal ointment.
It couid not threaten the PRI militarily, but it tarnished the
country's open-for-business image. The new Zapatista move-
ment showed a certain media savvy. It had a Web site. It could
mobilize sympathizers in Europe and the United States. Thou-
sands of them went to Chiapas, the state where the rebellion
was occurring, as international human rights observers. There
they observed government armed forces wreaking havoc in
Mayan villages suspected of supporting the rebels. Although it
made a show of negotiaring, the Mexican government devoted
itself mostly to deporting the observers and crushing the rebel-
lion. To do so, it used all the tried-and-true techniques of "low-
intensity" warfare, including widespread arming of village
anti-insurgent militias, whlch have shown a repeated tendency
to run amok, as in Colombia.

The new Zapatistas never had a prayer of defeating the
Mexican army. Or rather, prayers they did have. The cause of
indigenous people was still rhe cause of the Catholic Church
in Chiapas, where Friar Bartolom6 de las Casas had been
blshop himself for a few years in the r5oos. Like Las Casas
four hundred years earlier, the indigenous Zapatistas haunted
the conscience ol a whole society. They represented a potent
rnoral force.

Another challenge to neoliberalism came from the Shining
Path insurgency that arose in the Perr-rvian highlands. The
Shlning Path's campaign of terror owed more to the mysticai
vision of its charisrnatic leader, Abimael Guzm6n, than to its
old-style Marxist ideologicalroots. It drew strongly on the long
Peruvian tradition of indigenismo, seeking inspiration ir-r the
imagery of a sorr of Inca revival. Shining Path militanrs pos-
sessed a rare esprit de corps that maintained its potency even
during years of irnprisonment. Unfortunately, their courage
and dedication were harnessed ro a quasi-religious spirit that

NrorrsgRal-tsrvl

condoned cataclysmic violence. Shining 327

gains in the heavily indigenous Andes, -i:jl *ud" ,,.,king
Marxisr insurgencies had never found many r"ii",lll.rl"i*
flowed, along with rhe enormous inrernal ,i,**ri"."lt;,tlo ,,

nous people frorn rhe highlands, to Lima. atIn" ,;r"J;,T:::;
spread from its highrand strongholds in the opposite crirecrion.down the eastern Andean slopes toward the Amazon he";^into areas of coca producrion along the Huallaga ,rii;;. ;iJ:Shining Path began to support and protect coca growino t^finance irs operarions thioughour peru. U"."r"?, Sfrri*,,i]
Path lost momenrum after the capture of its visiona.;ffi":
in ry92.

.The new Zapatistas, and, in a way, the Shining path too,
advanced claims that indigenous people ,'.." -rking ,ll ;;Latin America. In some ways, tt" tirt of grievances was five
hundred years old. ln ry92, the five_hund."arh ,,.,niu"rrr.i-oi
Columbus's first voyage became the specific occasion 

"i 
i;i,g;j

nous meetings and declarations. Understandably, the _ood #u, .

one of mourning rather than happy commemoration. At an
international meeting in La paz, Bolivia, representatives of
widely scattered indigenous peoples_Maya, n"O,f Or"^i
Kuna, Cherokee, Quechua, Tarahumara, Aymara, Guaymf, and
Nahua, among others-declared, on the subject of th" glo.lom
Discovery of America: "Our wise men were persecr_rted, tor-
tured, massacred. Our sacred books and symbols were destroyed.
Our gold and silver, stolen. Our territory, ,rr.p"d.,,They hacl a
point. And ir was a point that few Latin Americans could fail to
recognize.

Whether gathering in Mexico or E,cuador or Bolivia, ir_rdige-
nous leaders demanded sufficient land to f'ar'r and a f'air share
of government benefits. Burt above all, they asked to be aliowed
to remain themselves,, preserving their language, their lifer,r,ays,
a_nd aspects of their political ,rto,-,o-y. Thele demands reflected
the multiculturalist intellectuar mood of the r99os in the west
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generally, but they collided with one of the strongest legacies of
twentieth-century nationalism, still widely influentiai despite
the neoliberal onslaught

By the first decade of the twenty-first century, generations
of nationalist teaching had instilled in most Latin Americans a
strong respect for symbols of their mixed-race origins. Mestizo
nationalism, with its emphasis on racial and cultural amalga-
mation, remained the ernotional bedrock of national identities
wherever people of indigenous descent carried demographic
weight-especially Mexico, Guatemala, El Salvador, Nicaragua,
Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Bolivia. After five centuriel of
struggle, Latin American race relations still left much to be
desired. Many proclaimed that racism no longer existed, but
that was definitely not true. Dark skin color, -heiher indigenous
or African, remained a social disadvantage. At its worst, riestizo
nationalism sometimes funcrioned in practice as a denial or
cover-up of the problem it was meant to solve.

While mestizo nationalism redeemed a previously scorned
racial status, it led to its own klnd of oppression too. After all,
there are as many differences within countries as between
them. Whose accent, whose music, whose cuisine, whose skin
tone gets to represent the whole nation? According to Mexican
nationalist ideology, a mestizo is now considered somehow more
Mexican than others born in Mexico. Many other Latin Ameri-
can nations have instituted this quasi-official mestizo self-irnage.
The mestizo image does describe many, perhaps *ort, Lai.,
Americans, but it marginalizes others. In the Dominican Repub_
lic, for example, the rnixed-race image excludes people of ,trong
Africa.n descenr, especially immigrants from Halti, *ho ,pp"ri
"too black to be Dominican.'' In Mexico, Central America, and
the Andes, it excludes indigenous people, pushing them to 

;,stop

beir-rg Indians," adopt a mestizo identity, and enter the national
mainstream.

NroLrssnaLrsM
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the population. Despite its symbolic p";;":^.,lercentage of
tance did nor fundamentally undercur ,il;#:j::us resis-

sures of mestizo nationalism. Brazil,s r 
'-"'v.s'!rzrng 

pres_

advancement and civir rights encourr"r"lo^l:*;nt 
for black

resisrance when trying to mobir,." B;r;i,T:':r 
nationalist

descent arou.ld , ,p"ofi.ally black p"f,r,"rr ,g""J aur ^Irican
Nearly half of all Brazllians are of pure or mixed Africandescenr. They tend, overall, to be the pi*"r, half of rhe coun_try, and the darker rhey^are, the poorer. Brazil,s U.iil; ;i;.;Movemenr (MNU)was formed in r97B to.obilir" rn;r"#;;,"

around an affiss of theiruhr."j ia"riity as vicrims of iac-ism. But the Brazilian poor have never shown much interest inthe MNU. Partly, they are skeptical ,bort ,tt political move_"ments; partly they still ."rpo.,J to Brazil,s version of mestizonationalism. Since the r93os, the vision of a Brazilian ;;;i ,

democracy" has been the-i,ldely poputr. k"eystone of rhe coun_trys-narional idenriry. The idea;;, ,o ,'"i"o-", afier cenruriesof official *hir"- rup."-acy, that it took root powerfully amongBrazilians of all colors. The slogan ".r;;l democracy,, incor_rectly suggests an absence of .acisl, ,"a 
"""., 

though Braziliansused the occasion of the hundredth ,.*i*.ru.y of abolition(r9BB) to denounce the massive presence of racism with nearunanimity, they have not given ,p the idea that racial and cul_tural rnixing lies at the heart of Brazil;an iclentity.
Whatever its drawbacks, mestizo ,-,rrio.,ul,r.i is mr,rch moredemocratic and inclusive than rvnir" ,rfr".acy. [t constituted

a popular step forward in Latin American raciai politics duringthe r93os, and it retains a powerful appeal today among LatinAmericans, rich and poo., ilr.k u"a *iit", indigenous as well
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as mestizo. Latin American societies have not transcended rac-
ism by embracing indigenous Arnerican and African elements in
their national mix, but they have gotten further than many other
multiracial societies, including, many believe, the United States.
This remains the proudest and most potent aspecr of Latin
Amcrican nat ionalism.

History repeats itself, but it never repeats itself exactly. Neo-
liberalisrn may be rhe old liberalism d61e vu, but Latin America
has changed since liberalism's last time around. The original
sin of social exploitation has not been undone in Latin Amer-
ica. The hegemony of European culture remains intact. But in
zoro, thanks to the nationalist tide of the mid-twentieth century,
the great majority of Latin Americans, including the middle
classes and even some of the very rich, now honor their indig-
enous and African heritage, at least theoretically. Transcultur-
ation, that dynamic engine of Latin American identities, has
continued. For example, capoeira, an Afro-Brazilian combina-
tion of dance and martial art, now has adherents worldwide.
Meanwhile, in Bahia, a principal center of capoeira's develop-
ment, black Brazilian youth have adopted both Jamaican reggae
and US soul music as their own.

.New Latin American variants of West African religion,
including Brazilian Candotyrbld and its first cousin, Cuban
Santeria, have acquired many new believers since the late
twentieth century. These religions include a pantheon of gods,
each associated with particular qualities, somewhat as in
ancient Greek religion. For example, teenage surfers ir Bahia,
Brazil, now commonly put themselves in the hand of Iemanjd,
goddess of the sea, as they paddle into the breakers. A.nother
rapidly growing religion, Umbanda, freely combines African
and European elements to produce something uniqut:ly Brazil-
ian. Candombl6 and Umbanda ceremonies include moments
of spirit possession, when worshipers feel possesserJ by invisi-
ble forces. In tradrtional Candombl6, these force s are inter-

preted as M/est African gods' In Urnbanda' hor'r'ever' most are

brazilian spirits, including the spirits of indigenous people and

African ,1rr"r. N4any new converts, especially to Umbanda'

are middle-class and white'

Another ticle of religious change transforrnlng Latin Amer-

ica in zoro is the rise of Protestantism, notably in Brazil br-rt

also elsewhere, from chile to Guatemala. Among the fastest-

growing Protestant groups are the Pentecostals and other

Irung.I"rl Christian faiths originating in the United States'

The 
"Mor.non 

Church sends out probably the most consistent

and persistent waves of young, clean-cut missionaries' After

four centuries in which virtually everyone in Latin America was

at least nominaily Catholic, some countries will soon be one

quarter or more Protestant ln others, like Mexico and Colom-

biu, ho*"r"., Protestants still constitute only a small percentage

of ih" poprlation. Liberation theology has continued to recede'

but there is no sign of an end to the religious energies of Latin

American Cathoiics, who make informal saints of deceased

pop-.rltr." idols and leave offerings of headlights at roadside

shrines.

If understanding Latin America has always challenged us in

the United States, perhaps the challenge is getting easier'^After

all, increasingly the Latin Americans are us ln a United States

more heavily immigrant than anytime since the early Igoos'

Latin Americans are the most numerous immigrants' People

of Latin American descent now compose the country's biggest

minority group, representing over a seventh of our total popula-

tion. Mexicans and Mexiian Americans in the southwest'

Puerto Ricans and Dominicans in New York' and Cubans in

Florida lorm large, influential communities Well over half of all

US L^tino, ,rJof Mexican descent' but Latin Americans of

many other countries can now be found throughout the United

States. It is important to recognize that US Latinos are divided

aiong national, racial, and ethnic lines' In fact' the r-rmbrella
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term "Latino" means little outside the United States. Only here
do Mexicans, Puerto Ricans, and Bolivians, bror-rght together by
the Spanish lar-rguage, begin to see each other as Latinos. And
Brazilians generally do not identify as Latinos, even in the
United States.

Immigration from Latin America is changing US culture.
Spanish-language publications abound. There are Spanish-
language television networl<s. Supermarkets all over the country
carry tortillas, cilantro, and plantains. Small tiend.as ncexicamas,

frequented by farm workers, dot the rural South. Everybody's

tastes are changing. Sales of spicy salsa have surpassed sales of
an older American favorite, ketchup. Another kind of salsa, the

fabulously polyrhythmic dance music, was born of Cuban par-

entage in New York and was disseminated from there through-
out the Caribbean basin. Salsa remains beyond the ability of
most US dancers; fortunately, the strong Dominican immigra-
tion of the rg8os brought merengue, a more rhythmically
straightforward music, easier for gringo dancers to learn.

Large-scale immigration also brings challenges. As tens of
thousands of people make the perilous desert crossing in search

of work and a better life for themselves and their families in the

United States, all sorts of issues arise en route and at their des-

tination. Much of the current wave of migrants is going to places

that formerly received few immigrants, especially southeastern

states like North and South Carolina, dramatically transforming

the cultural picture of many a depopulated small town. In a

conflictive world of larqe uncertainties, the transformations cre-

ated by rapid immigration are sure to produce fearfr,rl reactions;

and, just as surely, political opportlrnists of various stripes will
exploit those fears. The result is not pretty. It involves calls for a

forbidding border wall of gargantuan length to keep the migrants

out. It involves laws mandating the systematic deportation of

those who are aiready here. At worst, it involves scapegoating

the migrants (as if they were personally responsible for the

Scd* A$(nff&
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CHtceco, Mev zoo6' Mass pro-immigration d-emonstrations occurred

in manv US cities o' " '"]oo'i" 
to antl-immigrant initiatives in thefirst

decade of the twentv-first'I""nl';d;;; 
"'efuv 
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global economic realities that drive their migration) and attempt-
ing to lirnit the health care and education available to them and
their clrildren. Zealots volunteer to patrol the border themselves
and to maintain watch via remote surveiliance cameras that can
be rnonitored on the Internet from the comfort of their livir.rg
rooms. It all seems un-American. But, of course, it isn't. What
could be more American, after all, than being an immigrant and
then, after a few decades, fearing immigration and reacting
against it? It is a troubied process, but no place can make it
work, in the end, like the United States of America.

Meanwhile, other challenges ioom on the Latin American
horizon, particularly environmental ones. Environmental devas-
tation is worse in developing countries than in developed ones,
because avoiding or fixing it is expensive. In addition, letting
factories pollute is one way of attracting multinational corpora-
tions to Latin America. The area of maquiladora production
along Mexico's border with the United States constitutes a
well-known example. Undoubtediy, however, Larin America's
best-known, largest-scale environmental issues concern the
Amazonian rainforest.

A significant fraction of the Amazonian rainforest has already
been destroyed, but it still occupies roughiy a rhird of Brazil's
national territory, as well as parts of Venezuela, Colombia, Ecua-
dor, Peru, and Bolivia. It remains, by far, the largest tropical
forest in the world. Human activity hardly made a scratch on
the Amazonian forest until the r96os. It remained the home of
indigenous people livrrrg in relatively undisturbed tribal cul-
tures, with a sprinkling of settlers along the major rivers, many
ofthem descendants ofrubber tappers who arrived around r9oo.
Then, in the l96os and r97os, the Brazilian military government
launched one major World Bank-funded developmenr projecr
after another in the Amazonian rainforest, logging it, cutting
highways into it, promoting massive mining projects (iron, gold,
manganese, nickel, copper, bauxite) that stripped and tore it,

Snrrr-nn tN Bnazrr-reN Alrazoule' Burning the rainforest is a way of

clearing it for agricult;' ffi;;i"t'J it' #" Amazon basin is unlikely

ro retain its fertility to' "'ot" 't'ut' 
a few yearc' yet the burning contin-

ues because of demand f;il;' P;; ograpk by'Miclcael HawevlPamos'

and building gargantuan hydroelectric dams that flooded thou-

sands of square miles of rt' Highiy poisonous mercury pollution'

a by-product of gold -i'i"g' Jt't"t"d ntnazonian waterways by

hundreds of thousands of to'''' Brazil's military government was

especially eager to populate the country's remote Amazonian

borders, which n 
'"g"ia;a 

as a security.risk' rvith "reai Brazil-

*"Ir^,fr", th"t"t'jil"'-'ous people' In-Ecuadorian Amazonia'

oil drilling rv,ot-igt" i"uu'iu'io"'The forest tribes were deci-

mated by disease' Some melted away to nothing in only a few

"T,1.1,, rhe Brazjlian ancl Ecuadorian governments were deter-

mined to exploit the resources of Amazonia' After all' as they

;;,;;;i;";, ir'," ''.fr"',1ands 
o[ the Midwestern United States

had once b""., *o"iy forested and inhabited by indigenous

people, too. But tropical rainforest is not like other woodlands'
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One of the world's oldest habitats, rainforests have developed
a biodiversity unequaled anywhere else on the planet. Even
more than elsewhere, pervasive webs of symbiotic relation-
ships make rainforest organisms superspecialized and intri-
cately interdependent. That interdependence, in turn, makes
rainforest ecologies uniquely fragile. When large areas of the
forest are cut down, a few speciJs of trees g.o* bacl., br-rt the
original biodiversity is permanently lost. Another kind of fra-
gility comes from the thin Amazonian soil, which is quickly
washed away by torrential rains when shorn of protecti;e tre;
cover. As a result, cleared land quickly erodes and becornes
almost useless.

In the rg8os, when something like six thousand square miles
of the forest were disappearing each year in clouds ofismoke the
size of Belgium, the disastrous consequences of Amazonian
development became obvious. Rond6nia, a western state bor-
dering on Bolivia, had become the Brazilian government,s great
model of agricultural colonization, its much ballyhooed ,,North-

west Pole." But even when the land was allotted to poor settlers
from other parts of Brazil, arriving by the hundred thousand
each year, Amazonian colonization rarely worked. The would-be
colonists had high hopes but little prepararion, and less rhan a
tenth of Rond6nia turned out to be suitable farmland anyway.
Most settlers gave up after only two or three years. Their plots
were often bought by wealthy ranchers.

Ranching, which uses a lot of land and employs few people,
accounts for much of thE deforestatior-r in Amazonia. The ranch-
ers are often large-scale speculators for whom ranching is a
business venture rather than a way of life. Commonly, they hve
in cities, work in air-conditioned offices, and leave the ranching
itself to hired administrators. They buy enormous tracts of rand,
clear them with bulldozers, put cattle on them until the degradecl
soil and scrubby vegetation will no longer support even cattle,
then sell the land and move on. After all, they are in business to

make money. curbing the natural profit motive that drives free

marl<ets is not exactly a neoliberal strong point'

It's time to revisit the "political pendulr-rm" metaphor that

began this chapter. The pendulurn metaphor helps us visualize

d"lirlr" ."r".rul, of political trer-rds. But it also suggests alter-

nating swings of eqr,ral length' and that may be misieading'

The .,eolibeial model is already giving clear signs ol exhaus-

tion as \ /e enter the second decade of the twenty-first century,

and nationalism is making a comeback'

The blush was off the neoliberai rose already by September

rr, 2ool, when a terrorist attack brought down the twin towers of

New York,s world Trade center. Mexico's neoliberal president,

Carios Salinas, had already earned universal disgrace for the

massive corruption of his administration, and ry94-95 saw the

worst economic crisis to occur in Mexico in decades' Urban

delinquency was reaching new heights in the Mexican capital

and many of th" ."gion's Lthe. Iargest cities, provoking some of

the most massive protest demonstrations ever seen anywhere'

The optimism of the I99os evaporated in most of Latin Amer-

ica, despite the new cars and comPuters enjoyed by the middle

.l"rr, ,, globalization failed notably to produce universal pros-

perity. Aigentina, a country that had implemented all of the

.igorou, .J.o--"rdations of the International Monetary Fund'

iriploded economically in December 2ool, defaulting on its for-

eign d"btr. Indigence and homelessness reached heights not

*itr"rr"d in Buenos Aires during the whole of the twentieth

centurY.

Gradually, in country after country across Latin America' vot-

ers began to reject the neoliberal vision of free-market suPremacy

by elelting presidents of a markedly nationalist bent' In the US

-edia, thlse presidents were often characterized as ieftist, but

few of them turned decisively toward socialist economic policies.

Rather, they revived the nationalist vision of anti-imperialism
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and activist government. They did not reject the entire concept
of capitalist globalization, but the1, declared their detennination
to mitigate its impact within the borders of their countries. And
they stood together in international forums, forcefully dramatiz-
ing their refusal to toe any policy line laid clown by the United
States. By zolo, presidents who more or less matched this
description governed most of the countries ol the region.

ln zooz, Brazilians elected Luiz InScio da Srlva, "Ltrla," a fbr-
mer metalworker and union leader, to govern Latin An-rerica's

largest, most poptrlous, and most economically dynamic nation.
Before becoming president, Lula had spent twenty years forging
a cohesive and democratic grassroots labor party, the PT, run-
ning unsuccessfully for president over and over. He finally won
on his fourth try. Lula's most urgent goal was to ensure that no
Brazilian go to bed hungry, yet this "zero hunger" initiative
proved difficult to achieve, given Brazil's enormous debt obliga-

tions. Lula vowed to meet those obligations and advanced

toward his socialgoals with a caution that disappointed many of
his more radical supporters. However, the "family scholarship"
instituted by the PT government, providing income support for
poor families as long as they kept their children in school, began

to reduce poverty and encouraged poorer voters to reelect Lula
in zoo6. The Brazilian economy forged ahead, showing remark-

able resilience during the global recession that began in zoo8.

Over all, Brazil's new nationalist government offered a steady

and substantive counterexample to neoliberal governance along

the lines promoted by qhe United States and the World Trade

Organization.
Venezuela's president Hugo ChSvez, a former army officer,

offered a different sort of nationalist alternative. Flamboyant,

reckless, and outspoken, Ch6vez- contrasted with Lula in all

sorts of ways. His first bid to take over Venezuela, back in t992,

had been a coup attempt. Then, in zooz, he survived an

attempted coup against his own elected presidency and

entrenched himself in porver for the rest of the decade' Chlvez-

has channeled .esorries to poor Venezuelans largely in the

form of patronage in exchange for their supPort for his political

initiatives. This approach is admittedly less than desirable' but

the resulting largesse is more than the Venezuelan poor have

gott"n f.o,",i th"i, governments in the past' and they have

rewarded Chdvez with powerful loyalty' On the other hand'

Chdvez's furious ,heto.l. and domineering use of'government

*thority against his political adversaries have won him tl-re

i*ffr.rilf"iostility of th" Venezuelan middle class' In addi'

i"r,, Cf,au", has been the most high-profile of Latin America's

new nationalist presidents internalionally' active in a number

of projects for regional integration' In zoog' he won a referen-

dum eliminating term limll and allowing him to be reelected

indefinitelY.
A third notable new nationalist president' Bolivia's Evo

Morales, took office in zoo6. Morales is an indigenous Aymara,

the first to rule this largely indigenous country since the time of

the Spanish Conqr",I A' u boy he herded llamas' and as a

;;;;;r" he heaied a union of coca growers' producers of the

i"rr"l consumed by Bolivia's indigenous people since time

immemorial-brt ui'o consumed as a raw material by refiners

of cocaine. Morales thus began his political career by resisting

US-i.,spi.ed efforts to eradicate the crop that provided his fol-

lowers' 
jivelihood. As president, Morales has his base of suPport

i" tf," heavily indigenous Andean highlands' and he has been

systematically oppo,"d in the lowland eastern region around

Santa Cruz, the country's principal pole of economic growth'

ifr" 
"pp".trron 

is founded not ot'ty on regional economics'. but

also on the antagonism exPressed around Santa Cruz toward the

bid for political "*po*"'*"nt 
by the Aymara and Quechua sup-

p"ri*, "f 
Morales' Despite thai opposition' Morales has called

a constituent assembly ut'd *n''ug"d to o'"""" the creation of a

new constitution thx significantly improves the situation of

NeoLlsE,nALrsn{
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Bo[ivia's lorrg-oppressed indigenous nrajority The constitution

tool< elfect in zoo9.

N4exico ancl colombia, the second ar-rd third rnost populous

Latin Amer:ican countries, rernained exceptions to tlre natjonal-

ist comebacl< of zoor-9. During tlrose yeetrs both corjntries were

governed by presiclents of a strorrgly neoliberal orientation,

.los"ly associared with US interests. In Chile, a leftist president

was elected in zoo6 br-rt replacecl in zoro by a neoliberal busi-

nessman. So nruch for too-tidy pendulurnr metaphors'

Will globalization solve Latin Amer:ica's basic problems of

social in-equity? There is very little sign o[ that happening, and

Latin American voters have strongly registered their reserva-

tions abour the power of a totally unfettered free market. still,

they have not entirely reiected free-market capitalism, and the

election o[ Barack Obama as US president has softened the

attitude of many Latin Americans toward the United States'

Perhaps the sudden eclipse of nationalism since the rg8os will

prove to be just that-an eclipse, remarkable but temporary'

The recent global economic crisis has reminded everyone that

the explosive growth of unregulated markers can be destruc-

tive as -ell ai beneficial. Neither liberalism nor nationalism,

in a pure form, has allowed Latin American societies to escape

the lingering consequences of their "original sin," their birth in

blood Ind gre half a millennium ago. What wlll the future

bring? No history book can answer that guestion, so watch the

news, but be prepared for surprises'
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