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Preface

Within American historiography, Herbert Eugene Bolton (1870-1953) holds
a unique position because of the various directions his studies took. On
one level he is listed among “sectional historians” of the United States—a
Western historian who stressed Spain’s contribution to North American
history.! He stressed the colonial history of the underbelly of the United
States from Florida to California. He coined a term and developed a school
called the Spanish Borderlands. However, despite errors in interpretation,
Bolton was more than a sectional historian. Going beyond traditional no-
tions of United States history and beyond his mentors, John Bach McMaster
and Frederick Jackson Turner, he stressed both the comparative nature of
United States colonial history and, his crowning achievement, the history
of the Americas concept. Bolton conceived a “Universal American His-
tory, that is the history of the Americas from the North Pole to the South
Pole and from Columbus to Now.” If Western civilization could be stud-
ied as a unit, then why not the Western Hemisphere?

In 1919, early in the development of the history of the Americas con-
cept, Bolton described this new form of synthetic history. He based the
concept on certain aspects of Frederick Jackson Turner’s frontier theory.
Bolton saw the importance of the coming of European civilization into the
New World. It entered the Americas, developed within the new environ-
ment, and eventually created the various independent nations and expe-
riences of the nineteenth century. Thus Bolton’s history of the Americas
started with the general European background, and the cultural and insti-
tutional premises of American history, followed by the occupation of the
American continents and the transmission of European civilization in the
particular national variations (Dutch, English, French, Portuguese, Rus-
sian, Spanish, and Swedish), and ended with colonial expansion and in-
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ternational rivalries. After this first stage of the history, the English and
Spanish colonies won independence, and eventually independence for the
Brazilians and Canadians evolved. Bolton's progression began with a con-
centration on national development and the interrelations and relations
with the outside world, and ended with a look at the contemporary Ameri-
cas.? Bolton believed that the individual should first view the history of
the Americas in this broader context to better appreciate and understand
the whole; individual national histories could then be studied within this
context.

Bolton never saw this synthetic history as a thesis; rather, as his biog-
rapher John Francis Bannon has written, “the Americas device was a tech-
nique, an approach which sought to highlight similarities and dissimilari-
ties to heighten appreciation and understanding of the human experience
in the Western Hemisphere.”* However, disciples of this approach, like
Lewis Hanke, labeled it the “Bolton theory,” and there were others who
thought likewise. The commonality of this new approach—as seen in the
questioning title of conference sessions and books, “Do the Americas have
a common history?” —also caused negative reactions from many histori-
ans who ultimately ignored the debate and the value of this new form of
comparative history.

Unfortunately, Bolton never thoroughly analyzed the concept to the
satisfaction of the historical community. Although he had given the con-
cept considerable thought, he was not a particularly philosophical or ana-
lytical historian. He narrated the story adequately but seemed unable to
realize his broader concept. He promised his publishers a textbook, fol-
lowed by an interpretative study of the Americas, but his many other
projects intervened and these two were either never undertaken or never
completed. The only tangible items from all of Bolton’s voluminous corre-
spondence concerning the concept are a few articles, introductions, and
his class syllabus, History of the Americas.

Bolton never stressed the concept of comparative history. At the same
time as Bolton, the Belgian historian Henri Pirenne and the French histo-
rian Marc Bloch were pioneering this new field of historical interpreta-
tion.

The historiography of the Americas approach has been limited. Articles,
usually biographical in nature, highlighted Bolton throughout his lifetime.
At the time of his death, a plethora of obituaries merely mentioned the
Americas concept.” In 1924, in an attempt to answer the many requests
sent to him seeking advice about his new approach, Bolton wrote the first
published work to discuss his approach.® His 1928 syllabus provides some
additional insights into the scope and significance of American history,
especially in the introduction.” Four years later, Bolton presented his fa-
mous speech, “The Epic of Greater America,” at the Toronto meeting of
the American Historical Association. This speech comes closest to an analy-
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sis of the Americas concept. Over the years this address has been reprinted
in anumber of publications.? In 1936, his former student J. Manuel Espinosa
(Ph.D. 1934) took on the task of explaining the Bolton approach in a short
article published in a rather obscure journal, The Historical Bulletin.?

In 1939 Edmundo O’Gorman first raised the critical discussion of the
Americas concept in an article published in Universidad de la Habana and
later translated.’ In 1941, William Binkley, George W. Brown, Edmundo
O’Gorman, and German Arciniegas presented various hemispheric posi-
tions on the question in a session of the American Historical Association.™
Years later, Lewis Hanke would use this theme for his edited work Do the
Americas Have a Common History?, published in 1964.

After Bolton's death, a number of studies appeared that dealt with
Bolton and the Americas. José de Onis discussed the matter in an article in
The Americas, and in 1958, one of Hanke's students, Charles L. Eastlack,
wrote an analysis of Bolton’s work as a master’s thesis at the University of
Texas.” Bannon's biography in the late 1970s provides some basic obser-
vations on the Americas concept but does little more.?

Historiographically, historians give Bolton’s role in the development of
the Americas concept sporadic attention. General surveys of United States,
Canadian, and Latin American historiography mention the man and the
Americas concept.** However, in 1964, John Francis Bannon, S.J., one of
the early proponents of the concept, diminished the importance of Bolton’s
Americas focus by stressing his work as a Borderlands historian.™® Fur-
thermore, over the years, myth and legend developed about the concept.

Today, the value of Bolton's concept of hemispheric history is imma-
nent. In 1932 Bolton said such an approach would achieve the following
goals: (1) to go beyond limiting national histories; (2) to get a better un-
derstanding of the history and culture of the entire region, which, due to
expanding importance of inter-American relations, was imperative; (3) to
gain more meaning for national histories when they are understood in
light of the other histories; and (4) to show that “it is quite desirable from
the standpoint of correct historiography.”” In the contemporary world,
many of these reasons are still valid. We are concerned with the multi-
cultural nature of each of our national societies. The North American Free
Trade Agreement (NAFTA) is bringing the United States, Canada, and
Mexico closer together on economic and eventually on social and cultural
levels. This will expand when other Western Hemisphere nations are sig-
natories to the agreement. And as it was true in the past, it is true today; it
is still sound historiography.

The purpose of this study is to look at the forces that shaped Bolton’s
thinking and brought about the development of the Americas concept. In
the process, many of the myths connected with the development and ex-
position of the concept will be examined. For instance, Bolton’s idea to
study the history of the Western Hemisphere as a entity can be traced
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back to the sixteenth century. Historians and their ideas do not develop in
a vacuum, and this was true of Bolton. In many ways, Bolton built on the
work of others and developed a new approach to an old concept. While
Bolton went to college and eventually developed his concept, there were
forces at work that had direct and indirect influence on him. His interest
in the Americas concept developed gradually from his days at the Univer-
sity of Wisconsin, where he studied under Frederick Jackson Turner and
was introduced to the frontier thesis. These ideas gained new meaning
when Bolton encountered the Spanish story of Texas and the rich docu-
mentation in the Mexican archives. His view further expanded as he en-
countered multi-national colonial expansion and rivalry in the Caribbean
and then saw the larger role of the Spanish not only in Texas but also in
the Southwest and throughout the Spanish Borderlands. If there was a
multi-national story in the Caribbean, what about North America? This
led to the 1920 publication The Colonization of North America, written by
Bolton and his former student Thomas M. Marshall, a comparative ap-
proach to United States history.

Simultaneously, the United States was becoming a world power, seek-
ing commercial advantage in Latin America, fighting against the Spanish
in 1898, acquiring former Spanish possessions, and then entering World
War 1. At this time historians were looking at regional history in a broader
perspective, and many of them were appalled by the lack of world knowl-
edge that Americans possessed. The opening of the Panama Canal in 1914
caused many historians to focus on the history of the Pacific Ocean and its
link with European expansion as regional history with which Americans
should be familiar.

Bolton was influenced not only by academe but by world events as
well. When he published his syllabus in 1928, president-elect Herbert
Hoover traveled to Latin America and initiated what became Franklin
Roosevelt’s Good Neighbor policy. This policy and subsequent hemispheric
solidarity during World War Il closely parallel Bolton’s work on the Ameri-
cas. By the early 1940s the State Department viewed Bolton as one of the
leading specialists on inter-American relations, and officials utilized his
expertise and that of his students, many of whom joined the State
Department’s Latin American desk during the war.

Bolton lived to see his concept of hemispheric history taught in colleges
and universities throughout North America. Although he never published
his textbook on the history of the Americas, he did see his student John F.
Bannon produce a version. By the time of his death in 1953, he could look
with pride at the development of the concept of hemispheric history, “from
pole to pole and from Columbus to the present.”
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Pre-Bolton Formulations of
the History of the Americas

To understand and appreciate Herbert E. Bolton's position and interest in
the history of the Americas, it is paramount to understand the develop-
ment of the concept in the centuries prior to Bolton. Historians first viewed
the Western Hemisphere as Spanish real estate whose story could be told
as a unit. Later, as other European nations entered the hemisphere and
created colonies, historians focused on these experiences. After indepen-
dence created individual nations, each nation had its own history; how-
ever, the broader picture was still distorted. Throughout these develop-
ments, few historians had the foresight to focus on the broader history of
the Americas rather than on individual histories.

The idea of taking a broad approach to history —a universal history
both sacred and profane—had been a favorite approach in the Middle
Ages. Then, during the Renaissance, nationalism and large geographical
divisions emerged, destroying the old paradigms. European historiogra-
phy shifted its focus from sacred models to national, regional, and local
themes.

This was not the case in Spain. After the discovery of America and the
Magellan expedition (1519-1522), which was the first to circumnavigate
the globe, Spain clearly possessed claim on a world of immense propor-
tions —from Labrador on the north to Tierra del Fuego on the south. When
Spanish historians like Peter Martyr, Antonio de Herrera, Gonzalo
Fernandez de Oviedo, and José de Acosta wrote of the New World, they
had to deal with a mass of data and a new variety of physical and human
types spread over a continental empire.!

Over the centuries, other European scholars took a broad approach to
their studies of the Americas. In 1553, German historian Sebastian Miinster
included South America, “the Cod Kingdom” of Newfoundland, and
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Florida in his work.? A Frenchman, Andrewe Thevet, published The New
Found Worlde or Antarctike in 1568 and took a position similar to Miinster’s.?
The French Huguenot historian Lancelot du Voisin, Sieur de La Popeliniere
(1541-1608), in his Les Trois Mondes * forwarded the merit of French and
other non-Spanish claims. Richard Hakluyt, seeking to get England in-
volved in colonization, not only published English accounts but also trans-
lated French and Spanish chronicles of New World activities, creating a
large English-language library on the subject®> Samuel Purchas, a com-
piler of travel books, continued Hakluyt's work, taking a broad historical
approach in his published manuscripts.

In eighteenth-century Europe, historians and general scientists contin-
ued this trend. In Spain, Colonel Antonio de Alcedo of the Spanish Army
produced a five-volume work, El diccionario geogrdfico histérico de las Indias
Occidentales 0 América (1786-1789), using personal diaries and family cor-
respondence.® This dictionary follows a gazetteer format, and although
the content provides no analysis, it covers topics throughout the hemi-
sphere. The French philosophes were interested in various aspects of the
moral, natural, and philosophical histories of the New World. When the
famous Encyclopédie, the great gathering of Enlightenment knowledge, was
published in 1751, “America” was allotted a scant fifty lines, but as the
years passed, a pro-French view of the Americas presented some nineteen
pages of text.’

At this time a number of English historians began to focus on an ap-
proach exclusive to a history of the Americas. The earliest result of this
focus, An Account of the European Settlements in America, was published in
17578 Although it was written chiefly by Will Burke, the book is usually
associated with Will’s more famous partner, Edmund Burke, who collabo-
rated in the piece. Edmund Burke later wrote that he “had some small
hand” in its development. He was probably referring to the revisions that
he made in the manuscript. Whatever Edmund’s exact involvement in the
work, this writing experience provided him with important insights into
European colonization and shaped his attitudes toward the thirteen colo-
nies during their struggle for independence.®

The Account was written because “the recent trouble there” (referring
to the Seven Years War) had stimulated interest in the subject. The Burkes
tried to present a balanced picture in their history. However, some critics
complain of Account’s inherent weakness because of the use of available
secondary sources rather than original documentation; others point out
that in larger matters the authors demonstrated an overall breadth of vi-
sion. Despite the anti-Spanish view held by many English, the Burkes sym-
pathized with the humanitarian efforts of the Catholic clergy to lessen the
suffering of the Indians and African slaves. Although Edmund Burke dis-
liked New England Puritanism, he took pride in the political liberty that
the English colonists had developed in the New World."
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The volumes vary in their content from narrative history to gazetteer
reporting. Content analysis reveals the following emphasis on the differ-
ent colonial experiences: English in North America (27.5%) and the Carib-
bean (11.7%); the grand story of discovery and conquest (26.2%); Spanish
America (15%); French, Dutch, and Danes (7.7%); Native Americans (5.5%);
and the Portuguese in Brazil (3.7%).

When these accounts were written, one of the primary concerns was to
promote the development of national trade and commerce or strategic
interests. This was true in the eighteenth century as well as in the twenti-
eth century. Despite its style and empbhasis, the work proved to be so popu-
lar with readers that it went through eight British editions by 1801. The
first American edition was published at Boston in 1835.

W. A. Young's The History of North and South America, published in 1776,
followed the Burkes’ work. Young noted that many previously published
books tended to emphasize one area and proved to be too voluminous
and expensive for many readers. His two small volumes were written to
help the average reader “understand properly the present state of our
American affairs” on the eve of the American War of Independence.”” He
took a broad perspective that included the rest of the Americas: Canada,
Latin America, and the Caribbean. Young even discussed the European
character in New World settlement.'”? Unfortunately, he drew too heavily
from the Burkes’ history. Although he sought to cover the problem with a
different table of contents, a close study shows the Burkes’ material had
been inserted unchanged throughout the two volumes.*

The next person to write an Americas history was the Scottish historian
William Robertson (1721-1793). Trained at the University of Edinburgh,
he followed the new eighteenth-century mode that championed a more
scientific approach.™ This previously little-known Presbyterian clergyman
changed his life when he published History of Scotland during the Reigns of
Queen Mary and King James VI in 1759. This work was read throughout
Britain and was viewed as a major contribution to eighteenth-century his-
toriography. Robertson’s research on his first historical study introduced
him to the sixteenth century, which he concluded was the period when
“the powers of Europe were formed into one great political system.”” He
believed it was a pivotal era when the Renaissance and the Reformation
were blended with the discovery and exploration of America. Because the
ruler in the midst of all of these developments was Emperor Charles V
(King Charles I of Spain), Robertson thought it was important to write a
history of the emperor’s reign. By the summer of 1761, Robertson’s work
had progressed well, but it would take him another seven years to com-
plete the work.

While he was engaged in writing this opus, Robertson attracted the
literary attention of the Tory Prime Minister, the Earl of Bute (1761-1763),
and of King George III, both of whom encouraged him to work on a his-
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tory of England once he finished with Charles V. In order to provide
Robertson with enough free time to work on his projected history, Bute
secured him the principalship of the University of Edinburgh and, soon
after, the post of royal historiographer of Scotland. Fortunately for the
History of America, Bute’s fortunes declined; he resigned in 1763 and dis-
appeared from political life two years later. Because no one else was as
enthusiastic about the history of England, Robertson now had the finan-
cial security to work undisturbed on his projected history of the Spanish
Empire.'®

In the preface to the detailed history of Charles’s reign, Robertson re-
veals his plans. Since the Spanish conquest and colonization of the New
World were so important in the history of the world and impacted Eu-
rope, Robertson did not want to treat the subject superficially. He reserved
this “for a separate history” that would take him approximately eight years
to complete.

In the spirit of the Enlightenment, Robertson sought only the most com-
plete sources for his study, aspiring to obtain historically accurate and
authentic information. Through his interested and obliging friend Lord
Grantham, who was appointed ambassador to the court of Madrid,
Robertson gained access to Spanish documents. Grantham engaged Rev-
erend Robert Waddilove, chaplain of the embassy, to conduct the neces-
sary research. For five years Waddilove worked diligently and provided
Robertson with rare and valuable sixteenth-century editions of books along
with copies of priceless manuscripts.”

Robertson also compiled convoluted oral histories by sending Rever-
end Waddilove a series of questions to be asked in such a fashion that they
could be answered “without disclosing any thing that was improper to be
communicated to a foreigner.” These were translated into Spanish and
given to various persons who had lived in the New World. The responses
he received proved to be invaluable to his research.

Robertson was able to mine European archives through the help of his
associates. The archives of Simancas in Spain proved to be invaluable.
Through other ambassadors, Robertson obtained information and docu-
ments from government libraries and archives in Vienna and St. Peters-
burg. Catherine the Great, through her personal physician, Dr. Rogerson,
personally arranged to make previously unavailable information about
the Russian exploration of coastal Alaska available to Robertson. He also
obtained data from Portuguese and French sources, and Governor Tho-
mas Hutchinson of Massachusetts and others provided him with infor-
mation on the Indians of the Americas. Finally, on the advice of Edward
Gibbon, Robertson included an extensive bibliography.

Originally, Robertson contemplated a history of the Americas that would
include the Spanish, Portuguese, and English experiences.”® Once the in-
dividual stories were written, the entire study was to be published as a set
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of volumes. In 1775 the advent of the American War of Independence
changed his plans. “It is lucky,” he wrote, “that my American History was
not finished before this event. How many plausible theories, that I should
have been entitled to form, are contradicted by what has now happened!”*
As a result, he waited “with the solicitude of a good citizen, until the
ferment subside, and regular government be re-established.” He added
that only then could he return to the work.? Unfortunately, the struggle
continued, and Robertson did not return to his opus. By 1784 he had writ-
ten a manuscript of several hundred pages dealing with the British colo-
nies. However, he put it aside with the advent of United States indepen-
dence, explaining, “what would have been a good introduction to the settle-
ment of British Colonies, will suit very ill the establishment of Indepen-
dent States.”?

His energy ran out before histories of Brazil and the Caribbean could
be started. These were eventually written by Bryan Edwards and Robert
Southey, respectively. Although Robertson destroyed many of his manu-
scripts prior to his death, his histories of Virginia and Massachusetts sur-
vived. In 1796, Robertson’s son published these as books IX and X of the
History.

Robertson felt that the Spanish story was “not only the most splendid
portion of the American story but so much detached, as, by itself, to form
a perfect whole, remarkable for the unity of the subject.” For him, the
Spanish history was significant because it was the Spanish who set colo-
nial patterns that the other imperial powers followed, and he hoped to
show this development in his projected volumes on the Americas.?

Robertson took new directions in these volumes. First, he went to the
roots of the history of the Americas—the Indian civilizations. Using the
limited materials available at the time, Robertson presented the indig-
enous cultures of Mexico and Peru and “the manners and policy of its
most uncivilized inhabitants.” He had no sympathy with the legend of
the “noble savage” but showed an unusual awareness of the relationship
between geography and history.? Since discovery was so important to
the development of this work, Robertson traced its history from antiquity
to the fifteenth-century Portuguese voyages. In another unique develop-
ment, he included a remarkable chapter in Book VII that analyzed the
nature and effects of Spanish colonization in the New World and discussed
contemporary Bourbon Reform.

Historians have declared Robertson’s work both classic and scholarly.
He used his enormous number of sources critically and with “great fidel-
ity,” as historian Justin Winsor noted. The result was a clearly written
history based on sound judgment and views sympathetic to the Spanish.
His work was seen as the first history of the Western Hemisphere. Other
historians have considered him equal or superior to his friends David
Hume (1711-1776) and Edward Gibbon (1737-1794).*



6 Herbert E. Bolton and the Historiography of the Americas

Spanish scholars were impressed with Robertson’s work. The distin-
guished statesman, economist, historian, and president of the Royal Acad-
emy of History at Madrid, Pedro Rodriguez de Campomanes (1723-1803),
read the work with admiration. In August 1802, the Academy unanimously
elected Robertson a corresponding member. Members were so impressed
with the work that a translation was authorized, and by the end of the
year it was nearly completed. Campomanes had warned Robertson to
expect that the government might take offense at such a translation and
prohibit it. Research had barely begun on enhancing the work when offi-
cials assailed it as offensive to Spanish honor, a precursor de fatalidades (pre-
cursor of trouble), and a source of corruption to the “youth of Spain” and
the “unwary reader” everywhere. Government officials forbade the frans-
lated publication, and by a royal decree of December 23, 1778, its intro-
duction into Spanish America and the Philippines was prohibited.” In an
attempt to refute the errors that it believed were inherent in the work, the
Spanish government gave Juan Bautista Mufioz the official charge to write
a correct history. Mufioz published his Historia del Nuevo Mundo in 1793 at
Madrid, but it did not replace Robertson’s work.

British interest in a broad Americas approach did not end with
Robertson. In 1795, William Winterbotham published his four-volume
American Historical, Geographical, Commercial and Philosophical Views of the
American United States and of the European Settlements in America and the
West-Indies; the monumental A General History of North and South America
which was anonymously published at London in 1834, ran over one thou-
sand pages.”

European historians and others used an Americas approach through-
out the nineteenth century, and the historiographical tradition continued.
In many cases, historians developed these works for European or United
States commercial advantage in the New World. Between 1826 and 1844,
David Baille Warden (1772-1845) developed his ten-volume chronology
entitled Chronologie historique de I’Amérique.” The International Congress
of Americanists traces its roots back to the mid-nineteenth century with
the establishment of the Société Américaine de France. The members devel-
oped a publication program in 1858, and seventeen years later held the
Society’s first international congress at Nancy, France. Since that time,
meetings have been held every other year in both Europe and the Ameri-
cas, except during war years.® The scholarly presentations of these con-
gresses, which cover Americas topics, fill large volumes. In 1895, a group
of predominantly French scholars joined together to organize the Société
des Américanistes de Paris, which is dedicated to the historical and scien-
tific study of the American continent and its inhabitants from the pre-
Columbian era to the present. The organization continues to meet and to
publish scholarly articles in Journal de la Société des Américanistes de Paris.?

In Britain in 1808, John MacGregor, the secretary of the Board of Trade
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in London, published a two-volume work entitled The Progress of America:
EFrom the Discovery by Columbus to the Year 1846. The first volume was a
statistical history of the Americas, with the intrusion of an anti-Spanish
bias; the second volume was devoted solely to the United States and com-
mercial information.* British historian Robert Mackenzie (1823-81) wrote
a number of works on United States history and the nineteenth-century
world.”" His last work, posthumously published in 1882, was America: A
History, which took a hemispheric approach but with a late-nineteenth
century imperialist focus toward native peoples, French Canada, and Latin
America that was critical of Spanish settlement in the New World. In 1894
the publishers updated and reissued the book, and included a “Summary
of Recent Events” and an afterword written by Prime Minister William E.
Gladstone titled “The Future of the English-Speaking Races,” which is
jingoism at its worst.*

Nations with a colonial heritage in the Americas were more interested
in the broader approach to hemispheric history than in nationalistic histo-
ries. In the nineteenth century, the Italians, with their long but indirect
connection with the Americas, took a broad approach. Between 1820 and
1822, Giuseppe Compagnoni published twenty-eight small volames en-
titled Storia dell’America, a continuation of the Count of Segur’s larger his-
tory.® Even in the landlocked German states, historians, geographers, and
scientists were interested in the New World. The most famous German
explorer, natural philosopher, and scientist to study portions of Latin
America was Alexander von Humboldt (1769-1859).* Between 1799 and
1804, he visited Cuba, Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, and Mexico,
gathering thousands of specimens and data. Although he planned to con-
tinue his research in North America, his plan to visit Canada and the United
States was never realized. But the multi-volume work on the material he
did gather was of near-hemispheric proportions. As the century passed,
other Germans developed histories of the Americas.*® A native of Bremen,
Johann Georg Kohl, was interested in exploration, geography, research
and traveling and spent many years in North America although he never
visited South America.** He published much of his research under the
title, Codex Americanus Geographicus.

The development of the Americas approach in Europe saw a parallel
development in the New World and the emergence of a new phase in its
historiography. As the Latin American nations gained their independence,
national histories followed. America, which could be studied during the
colonial era as a single entity, now broke down into sixteen separate na-
tion-states, a change that was evidenced by the developing historiogra-
phy. Soon after, however, educators in some of the nations urged the teach-
ing of a broader Americas approach, thus creating a paradox. Much as
Bolton would later stress, it was hoped that citizens would come to see
the interconnectedness of hemispheric history. Discussions progressed, but
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the results were as varied as the number of nations.

Following the European tradition, in 1856 the French-born Benedictine
priest and director of Rio de Janeiro’s National Library, Frei Camilo de
Monserrate, proposed that the history of all of the American nations be
taught in Brazilian schools. He contended that “the teaching of the na-
tional history cannot be complete except as parallel to the history of other
American nations.” Only through a comparative approach would Brazil-
ians be able to understand many problems in their history.”

Unfortunately, Brazil did not heed Frei Camilo’s call. Thirty years later
B. F. Ramiz Galvao complained of the strong French influence in Brazilian
textbooks and maintained that the books should meet “the needs of an
American people.”®

Across the continent, on the shores of the Pacific, the famed Chilean
historian and educator Diego Barros Arana stressed the importance of an
Americas approach.® This was done soon after a review of the national
curriculum in the late 1850s.** On December 31, 1863, he became rector of
the National Institute, and soon after, he undertook the development of a
work on the Americas.! Between July and August 1864 he completed the
first volume of his Compendio de historia de América, which dealt with in-
digenous America and the conquest. Volume II of the Compendio, dealing
with the colonial and revolutionary eras, was completed by the end of the
year, and the entire work was published in March 1865. This was quickly
followed by Compendio elemental de historia de América, a one-volume sum-
mary of the larger work.#

Due to the hectic writing and production schedule, the history con-
tained numerous errors. But Barros Arana thought that it was more im-
portant to get these publications into the hands of students and that revi-
sions could be incorporated into the text in later editions. The faculty at
the University of Chile gave their immediate and unanimous approval for
both the incorporation of the Americas approach into the Chilean educa-
tional system and the utilization of Barros Arana’s texts.

Beginning at the National College of Buenos Aires in 1863, educators in
Argentina also saw the value in teaching the Americas as a unit. Eventu-
ally this broad approach entered the secondary, vocational, and college
curricula throughout the country. In the 1880s, the Minister of Public In-
struction mandated that primary and secondary teachers use Barros
Arana’s Compendio elemental de historia de América.®®

The value of such an approach to the history of the hemisphere contin-
ued to be debated in Brazil. The leading opponent was Eduardo Prado. In
1893 he contended that an American fraternity was an illusion, and the
fact that the United States and Brazil were on the same continent was
merely a geographical accident “to which it would be puerile to attribute
an exaggerated importance...for we find ourselves separated not solely
by great distance, but by race, by religion, by character, by language, and
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by the traditions of our people.”* Prado’s opinions on the rest of Latin
America were similarly hostile. He pointed out that the hatred among
these nations was worse than that among European nations, and con-
demned their chaotic governments and finances.*

In the passing years Brazil often reasserted this exclusive view of itself
vis-a-vis Latin America and the United States. In many ways, Brazil's atti-
tude toward its immediate and distant neighbors served as a solid reason
for the development of an Americas concept. It could possibly make people
understand the larger history and developments, and appreciate their dif-
ferences. A series of conversations between the Brazilian Foreign Minis-
ter, Baron Rio Branco, and the head of the United States legation (soon to
be appointed ambassador), David E. Thompson, provides some interest-
ing Brazilian views of South America. In 1905, Thompson wrote to the
State Department that Baron Rio Branco “has no little ill-feeling for Ar-
gentina, Perd, and Bolivia, and no liking for any of the South American
countries other than his own, unless it may be Chile....” During a dispute
between Brazil and Pert, Rio Branco told Thompson, “No Spanish speak-
ing country is good and no person of Spanish blood can be believed.”*
Later Rio Branco called for Latin American solidarity against the
“Monroism” of the United States,”” yet he continued to rail against neigh-
boring Argentina for her attitude toward South American neighbors: “in
all the world she [Argentina] thinks she has no peer except in numbers,
not even excepting your own great country [the United States]; in South
America she wishes to pose as dictator.”* Fortunately, the Brazilian news-
paper A Noticia was also calling for peace and understanding in South
America.

With the exchange of ambassadors in March 1905, some Brazilian news-
papers praised the action and the role of the United States. However, in
the Jornal do Comércio, an editorial expressed fear that the United States
embassy would be a Trojan horse which the northern nation would use to
infiltrate and dominate Brazil. The editor concluded that the “interna-
tional police” were on patrol!®

Brazil gradually modified its critical attitude toward the United States.
In 1908 the first Brazilian ambassador to the United States, Joaquim
Nabuco, writing under the pen name of J. Penn, published an article, “The
United States, Brazil, and Monroism,” which had some kind things to say
about the Monroe Doctrine. In 1914, Manuel de Oliveira Lima wrote his
pioneer work, The Evolution of Brazil Compared with That of Anglo-Saxon
America. Although it took a comparative approach, it did not lead to a
consideration of hemispheric history as a whole. Brazil's attitude toward
its neighbors is a fine example of the type of ultranationalism that the
history of the Americas sought to modify and alter.*

Beginning in the late eighteenth century and continuing through the
nineteenth century, the perception of a common history among the emerg-
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ing nations of the hemisphere slowly developed in the United States. This
slow development of a comparative historical approach was caused by
the narrow perspective and historical nationalism many American histo-
rians were accused of having. However, there were some individuals and
historians who took a broader historical view.”

While in Paris between 1785 and 1788, Thomas Jefferson wrote a series
of letters stressing the importance of the Spanish language and the role
Spain played in the Americas. He emphasized the importance of knowing
the Spanish language because Americans already had close connections
with Spain, which Jefferson believed would grow as the years passed and
new relations with Spanish America developed. Furthermore, Jefferson
noted that the early history of America was a Spanish story, and in the
eighteenth century most of the history of America was written in Spanish.
Jefferson concluded his argument for a sound knowledge of the Spanish
language by noting that such knowledge would be invaluable for a politi-
cal candidate seeking public office and that it “should be known to every
inhabitant who means to look beyond the limits of his farm.”*

United States citizens had mixed emotions about and views of their
Latin American neighbors. A limited knowledge and understanding of
the region plus anti-Spanish prejudice based on sixteenth-century English
attitudes (sometimes referred to as the Black Legend), old religious preju-
dices such as anti-Catholicism, and growing Anglo-Saxon racism influ-
enced Americans’ attitudes.® The belief that Latin America was different
from Anglo America due to “vicious institutions,” culture, heritage, vio-
lence, and language were shared by most Americans, including President
Monroe, and was directed toward Mexicans prior to and through the
Mexican-American War.* These unicultural attitudes would influence
future generations of Americans. In the mid-nineteenth century, many
American writers tended to be xenophobic and hispanophobic in their
presentations.*

While these prejudicial attitudes flourished, changes were developing
as American interest in Latin America expanded. In the first half of the
nineteenth century, business interests, diplomats, naval officers, scholars,
scientists, and others helped acquaint Americans with Latin America.
During this time the United States acquired portions of Spain’s colonial
empire: Florida and Louisiana, later Texas, then from Mexico and after
the Mexican-American War, the entire Southwest. As a result, some Ameri-
cans began to appreciate the importance of understanding this non-Anglo
history of the United States.

During the 1840s and 1850s a number of books that took a broad ap-
proach to the history of the New World were published. In 1844, Samuel
G. Goodrich (1793-1860), a prolific writer and compiler of school books
and children’s books, published one of the first juvenile books dealing
with the history of the Americas. This was rather unusual because at this
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time hispanophobia was widespread. His book, A Pictorial History of
America; Embracing Both the Northern and Southern Portions of the New World,
concentrated on the United States but included the history of all other
parts of the Americas as well.* The book went through ten editions be-
tween 1844 and 1858. Goodrich published other works using a similar
approach.¥

Historians and others were taking a wider view of hemispheric history.
Previously narrow, Anglo-centered history gave way to the inclusion of
the history of the Spanish Empire. In the 1850s Buckingham Smith tried to
make Americans conscious of Spain’s colonization in the United States.
He proposed the publication of a large “Documentary History of that part
of the United States once under Spanish domination,” which unfortunately,
was never realized.® John Russell Bartlett, whose broad interests were
founded in his French Canadian education, served as the United States
Commissioner (1850-1853) determining the United States-Mexican bound-
ary. During his stay in Mexico, the people and society impressed Bartlett.
After visiting the Spanish archives in San Antonio, he wrote that while
Northern states had spent money copying documents from European ar-
chives, “Texas possesses in her own records voluminous documents of
equal value....”*

While former Spanish colonies like Texas had old and valuable records,
bibliophiles like John Carter Brown sought to create their own libraries.
On the advice of his friend Bartlett, Brown developed a magnificent col-
lection of books and housed them in a library in Providence, Rhode Is-
land. After visiting the library, the Argentine scholar Domingo Sarmiento
praised the library for its “most complete, abundant, and instructive col-
lection of Spanish authors, above all, those who have written upon South
America.” Brown had books that even the library of the British Museum
lacked.®

During the last quarter of the nineteenth century, the United States un-
derwent fundamental changes on a number of levels; nationalism, in par-
ticular, was more strident. In 1884 the first president of the American His-
torical Association, Andrew D. White, noted that because of this national-
istic outlook, it was impossible for a scholar to specialize in any history
but that of Britain or the United States.® Later Bolton, who was educated
during this time, wrote that he was taught an “orthodox history” of the
United States between the Rio Grande and the 49th parallel.

Along with the historical tenor of the times, the country was simulta-
neously developing into an industrial nation with global commercial ties.
Thus, it is not surprising to find a number of historians throughout the
United States taking tentative steps toward a new comprehensive and
comparative approach to American history. These historians were begin-
ning to recognize that non-Anglo experiences were significant to the his-
tory of the United States. Other historians began exploring the little-known
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recesses of Latin American history, believing that knowledge and under-
standing could be useful to the merchant dealing with commerce south of
the Rio Grande.

In San Francisco, Hubert Howe Bancroft (1832-1918) collected Spanish
documents relating to the history of the Far West. His History Company
also produced significant volumes on the history of the West that dis-
cussed the Spanish, Mexican, and Russian developments in great detail.
His collection formed the core of the Bancroft Library at the University of
California at Berkeley, with its excellent resources on the history of the
American West and the Americas.®

Phineas C. Headley led the way with an edited history of the Americas
titled The History of the Two Americas, published in 1878. He noted the
importance of the Americas approach in his introduction. Headley con-
cluded that the day was coming when Americans would look to Europe
merely for inspiration, but would look for meaning in the wonders of the
Americas.®

The “Fathers of American History” were brought together in a massive
compilation of works including Jeremy Belknap’s Biographies of the Early
Discoverers, William Robertson’s The History of South America, James
Grahame’s The History of North America, David Ramsay’s History of the
United States, and William Hubbard’s History of the Indian Wars of New
England. With the addition of an appendix that brought the story to 1878,
Headley's work became an easily accessible information source that was
available to the average citizen. Benson J. Lossing commented on the value
of the volume and wrote that the early history of the Americas paralleled
each section, and that due to travel and communication, North and South
America “are daily becoming more and more intimately associated.” As a
result, “a more intimate knowledge” of Latin America is “essential to our
well-informed people, especially the portion engaged in traffic.”*

A series of nineteenth-century historians who worked in either the Bor-
derlands or comparative colonial history followed with a focus in these
fields. It is possible that these historians were influential in the develop-
ment of Bolton’s concepts.

Justin Winsor, who, according to Edward Channing, was unrivaled for
his knowledge of American history, developed a work taking a broader
approach to United States history.®® This approach is best demonstrated
in his eight-volume Narrative and Critical History of America (1884-1889),
which presents colonial history in its broadest terms, discussing not only
the English story but the French, Spanish, and Portuguese stories as well.*
Students utilizing Winsor’s volumes were presented with a nontraditional
approach to American history.*

Three other historians, Frank W. Blackmar, John Fiske, and Reuben Gold
Thwaites, also published more inclusive histories in the early 1890s. In
1891 Frank W. Blackmar published Spanish Institutions of the Southwest. He
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conceived the idea for the work while he was a graduate student at Johns
Hopkins University. Ray Allen Billington wrote: “The holy temple of the
Teutonists was the Johns Hopkins University, and its high priest was
Herbert Baxter Adams,” who was Blackmar’s professor. This Teutonic
orientation served as the basis of mainstream American historical thought
beginning in the 1880s.® Blackmar had been influenced by a California
resident who was familiar with the Spanish legacy in the state, and de-
spite his training, he thought that Spanish-American institutions were
valuable to study and could be used for comparative purposes when set
against the Anglo-American story.*

For Blackmar, who was breaking the Teutonic focus of his generation in
his work, the Southwest was “a comparatively new field for the study of
the colonial history of institutions.” Because of this it figured in neither
the colonial nor the national development of the United States, and as a
result “its contributions to our national life have necessarily been mea-
gre.” Due to the growing importance of the Southwest, “a component part
of the great American Commonwealth,” Blackmar felt that it was not
merely local history but part of the national story as well. He also stressed
the comparative nature of Spanish and English colonial history and insti-
tutions within the present limits of the United States.”

Around the same time, John Fiske was writing his two-volume history,
The Discovery of America.”' Fiske opened with Columbus’s discovery of
the New World and included the non-Spanish discoveries and explora-
tions of the Americas. Although he took a broad approach, he ended with
a pro-English view of colonization that was typical of many historians
and atypical of the Americas approach.”

Reuben Gold Thwaites developed a comparative history of the United
States colonies.” Although the bulk of the study concentrated on the En-
glish story, Thwaites took an international approach. This is evident from
his discussion of the imperial policies, exploration, and Euro-Indian rela-
tions. Thwaites included a chapter on New France from 1608 to 1750 and
ended with a brief review of the effects of French colonization. Broadly
expanded, this approach would be incorporated in Bolton and Marshall's
1920 pioneer intercolonial study.

In 1901, Woodbury Lowery took what later became the Boltonian posi-
tion stressing the role of the Spanish Borderlands. In the Preface of The
Spanish Settlements Within the Present Limits of the United States, 1513-1561,
he stressed the supracolonial nature of United States colonial history. He
then focused on the Spanish and went on to note: “no one has thus far
attempted a synthetic treatment of her [Spain’s] policy in her North Ameri-
can possessions, the reasons for her preliminary success, her later apathy,
and her final decadence.” He further noted that his work would concen-
trate on “the outlying, neglected and half-forgotten provinces of the
Viceroyalty of Mexico.” Predating Bolton’s later work, Lowery noted the
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defensive nature of the Spanish frontier.”

Although Lowery was pioneering a new approach to United States his-
tory, he took a pro-Anglo-Saxon view when he wrote that even in the
newly obtained former Spanish possessions, “There may be traced many
of those elements of weakness which rendered them incapable of a suc-
cessful opposition to the inroad of the Anglo-Saxon.”

After noting his objective position in regard to the Spanish, Lowery
introduced an early Americanist position: “The ideal history of a nation
should contain in parallel columns the history of the actions of her sister
nations in like circumstances and under similar impulses.” Using the com-
parative approach, scholars could study the expulsion of the Jews from
Spain in the fifteenth century and from Russia in the nineteenth, or the
exclusion of foreigners from Spanish colonies and of the Chinese from the
United States.”

Although Lowery believed the historical record and chronicles were
important, he maintained the importance of the efforts of the Smithsonian
Institution through the Bureau of Ethnology, which “had accumulated in
its publications an inexhaustible store of ethnographic and historical ma-
terial indispensable to all writers on American history.” Lowery expressed
his “indebtedness” to Justin Winsor’s Narrative and Critical History of
America and to the works of Hubert Howe Bancroft, and the manuscripts
of John G. Shea. A year and a half later, in the fall of 1902, University of
Texas professor Bolton had become familiar with Lowery’s historiographic
views and was using the above mentioned works in his course on “Euro-
pean Expansion.”

Between 1904 and 1908, Albert Bushnell Hart edited and published a
series of twenty-seven volumes titled “The American Nation: A History,”
which would be utilized by mainstream educators. The series focused on
non-English aspects of colonial history, including the Dutch, French, and
Swedes. Edward G. Bourne’s monograph, Spain in America, 1450-1580,
was one of the earliest volumes to develop a non-Anglo approach, and
was considered “one of the best volumes in the series.””® Hart wrote in
the Preface that it showed “the existence of a Spanish culture in the colo-
nies of an extent and degree not realized by previous writers.” Bourne
noted that his work filled the gap between Columbus and the beginnings
of English colonization that past historians had omitted because they be-
lieved the information did “not preparle] the way for future Anglo-Saxon
occupation.” Bourne also showed that the Spanish experience was actu-
ally the first stage of the transmission of European culture into the Ameri-
cas, a position that Bolton later adopted. In his concluding introductory
remarks, Bourne wrote that his study would be important for American
students because more than half of the United States territory had once
been under Spanish control, because the United States had recently ac-
quired lands and several million people whose European culture was de-
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rived from Spain, and finally, because growing contacts with Spanish
America made it essential for Americans to have a better knowledge and
understanding of that region.”

The International Congress of Arts and Sciences convened on the morn-
ing of September 24, 1904, at the St. Louis World’s Fair; the main speakers
were Edward G. Bourne and Frederick Jackson Turner. In his speech, “The
Relation of American History to Other Fields of Historical Study,” Bourne
advocated a broader and comparative treatment of the history of Euro-
pean colonization in the New World and called for historians to concen-
trate on Spain’s role in the story of colonization.

Turner, who is best known for his thesis on frontier American history
and had presented it eleven years earlier, now stressed the value of using
a comparative approach in relationship to frontier history:

A comparative study of the process of settlement of the United States would be
another important contribution [after immigration history]. If, with our own meth-
ods of the occupation of the frontier, we should compare those of other countries
which have dealt with similar problems, —such as Russia, Germany, and the En-
glish colonies in Canada, Australia, and Africa,—we should undoubtedly find
most fruitful results.”

Turner was a proponent, but not a practitioner, of comparative history,
and would offer encouragement to his student, Bolton, in the years when
Bolton developed his ideas.

Adolph Bandelier, a Swiss-born archaeologist of the Southwest, pre-
sented another view of the Americas. He wrote an article titled “ America”
that appeared in the 1907 edition of the Catholic Encyclopedia and brought
forth the theme of the Americas centered around Christianity.” The ar-
ticle opens with a lengthy discussion of the American Indians; it discusses
Spanish, Portuguese, French, and English colonization; and it ends with a
broad application of the American independence movement. Strong Catho-
lic ties with the history of colonization made this encyclopedic presenta-
tion of Americas history possible.

Simultaneous with these developments, professors began taking a
broader approach to hemispheric history in the classroom. In 1884 at Co-
lumbia University, Daniel de Leon began offering courses on inter-Ameri-
can relations. In the 1890s, University of California professor Bernard Moses
was an early advocate of the history of the Americas, pioneering the study
and the publishing of Spanish American history so that by the time he
retired in 1911, he was an eminently known Latin American historian. In
1898, as the war with Spain was unwinding, he published The Establish-
ment of Spanish Rule in America: An Introduction to the History and Politics of
Spanish America, which has been described as the “first scholarly history
of colonial Hispanic America by a professor of the subject with a student
following, to be published in the United States.”® In the Preface he stated
that the book “aims...to suggest that American history is not all told in the
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history of the United States, and, by making accessible in a concise form a
general account of the Spanish colonies in their earlier decades, to offer an
introduction to the neglected half of American history.” In the final chap-
ter Moses presents a lengthy analysis contrasting Spanish and English in-
stitutions.®

At this time Moses also gave an important pro-Americas talk to the
Southern California Teachers’ Association, laying the foundation for
Bolton’s work.® Moses pointed out that students in the United States and
elsewhere were being taught a narrow and nationalistic history of their
respective nations. However, he noted “American history, in its proper
sense, embraces all attempts to found and develop civilized society on
this continent, whether these attempts were made by the English, the
French, the Portuguese, or the Spanish.” European history was studied
because of our cultural and political heritage; however, “there is no exter-
nal event comparable with the discovery and settlement of the American
continent; no other event so full of suggestions and positive instruction
concerning the nature and growth of society.” For Moses it was essential
that students see American history in its true light, knowing the similari-
ties and differences of the colonies and subsequent independent nations.

In his talk he pointed out that it was the teacher’s task to keep in check
the tendency toward narrowness and provincialism that would ultimately
lead to social bigotry: “It is high time, therefore, that we should adopt a
more comprehensive view of American history, and consider our institu-
tions and achievements in relation to the institutions and achievements of
other nations that began as we began on the virgin soil of a new world.”
Speaking on the eve of the Spanish-American War, Moses noted that this
broader approach would eliminate the lies taught “for the sake of patri-
otic results,” and that “patriotism will take care of itself” as a result of a
better understanding by a more broadly educated and intelligent citizenry.
Moses concluded that it was not unpatriotic to study the institutions of
other nations, because such a comparative study would actually provide
“our patriotism a broad and rational basis and it is especially needful for
the sake of the emphasis of contrast which it lays on our own history and
institutions.”

In 1904 William R. Shepherd, who was on the history faculty at Colum-
bia University, began to teach a course on Spanish American history. A
decade later he published Latin America, which proved to be popular both
with the public and within academic circles, and which many considered
the single best volume on the subject at the time. In 1909, at a session of
the American Historical Association annual meeting, Shepherd stressed
the importance of studying not only English, but French, Dutch, Spanish,
and Portuguese colonial history as well.®* He noted that non-English colo-
nial activities were presented merely “as a series of detached episodes
possessing a sort of picturesque interest quite unimportant in character.”
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However, he also stressed the importance of investigating the French, Span-
ish, and other experiences not only for their own sakes but also for an
increased understanding of their relations with each other, their rich cul-
tural survivals and influences, and their relationship to the history of the
United States. Shepherd emphasized the importance of the role of the
French in Canada as an important ingredient in the history of the hemi-
sphere. Shepherd concluded by stating that only through the use of com-
parative colonial history could a historical balance be reestablished; as a
result, the whole story would be known and appreciated as part of a rich
national history. These enlightened early Americanists who called for a
comparative and multi-cultural approach to United States history were
laying the foundation for the development of Bolton’s concepts.

While historians focused on these scholarly endeavors, the reality of
peace, trade, commerce, and hemispheric defense was on the minds of
other Americans. Secretary of State James G. Blaine (1830-1893) was at the
forefront of this movement. He served briefly under President James
Garfield in 1881 and then under President Benjamin Harrison (1889-1892).
Blaine was concerned about the state of American trade and its competi-
tion from European, especially English, sources. He proposed reciprocity
treaties as a potential solution, but found little support in Congress. Blaine
also tried to mediate recurring Latin American disputes.

Blaine is best known for Pan-Americanism, which Secretary of State
Henry Clay had promoted during the presidency of John Quincy Adams.
However, little has been done since. In 1881, with President Garfield’s
approval, Blaine invited the nations of the hemisphere to Washington for
a meeting the following year to consider “methods of preventing war be-
tween the nations of America.” However, after Garfield’s assassination
and Blaine’s resignation, the invitation was withdrawn. In 1888, Congress
authorized a conference to consider a plan for peace by arbitration and
the removal of commercial barriers between nations in the hemisphere.
When the conference met a year later, Blaine was once again Secretary of
State. Although many common problems were discussed during the con-
ference (1889-1890), the most memorable result was Andrew Carnegie’s
financial backing for the creation of the Pan-American Union, headquar-
tered in Washington, DC.# The conference and the establishment of the
complex placed the United States in closer association with Latin Ameri-
can affairs and concerns.

During the regime of Porfirio Diaz (1876-1911), United States invest-
ments in Mexico commercially bound the two nations together. After the
Spanish-American War (1898), the United States took a more active role
vis-a-vis Latin America. The United States maintained political control
over Cuba, created a commonwealth of the Philippines, and acquired Guam
and Puerto Rico. The subsequent acquisition of the Panama Canal Zone in
1903 and the completion of the Canal eleven years later created new Ameri-
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can commercial and strategic interests in the Caribbean region. In 1928,
historian Clarence Haring wrote: “the United States has become the prin-
cipal Caribbean power, and in a sense a Spanish-American power as
well.”8

American commercial interests in Latin America reverted to the early
days of the nineteenth century. Over the years, several hemispheric com-
mercial conferences were held in the United States. In June 1897, Presi-
dent William McKinley attended the Pan-American Commercial Congress
in Philadelphia. As a result of the Spanish-American War, the United States
was considered a world power and took on an imperialistic attitude. This
attitude enhanced American desire to acquire Latin American markets.
This led to the creation of the Pan-American Exposition at Buffalo; its
objective was “to promote commercial and social interests among the States
and countries of the Western Hemisphere.”* The exposition ran through
the summer of 1901 and attracted representatives of nations from through-
out the hemisphere.¥” When President McKinley attended the exposition,
he stressed that industrial growth promoted progress and that true suc-
cess would be achieved through “reciprocal” commercial relations with
Pan-American nations.®® The official guidebook concluded that, due to
the efforts of the fair's management, a “vast interest in Pan-Americanism
has been created.”

At the same time the United States became involved in Caribbean af-
fairs, Spanish Americans began to suspect Anglo-Saxon intentions. The
expansionist experience of the Mexican-American War culminated in the
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo (1848) and resulted in Mexico’s loss of some
20 percent of its national domain. In response to this suspicion, United
States statesmen sought to allay Spanish-American fears. In 1905 some
Brazilians feared that the exchange of ambassadors with the United States
might lead to the United States trying to dominate Brazil. But in 1906
Secretary of State Elihu Root, who was attending the Third International
Conference of American States at Rio de Janeiro, stated that all nations in
the Americas were equal, and the United States would respect their inde-
pendence and sovereignty. For the Secretary of State, it would be through
the expansion of trade in cooperation with other nations that all nations of
the hemisphere would benefit, and the United States would “grow in
wealth, in wisdom, and in spirit.” He concluded, “We may all become
greater and stronger together.”®

President Woodrow Wilson expressed similar sentiments in an address
to the Fifth Annual Meeting of the Southern Commercial Congress at
Mobile, Alabama, on October 27, 1913. This was the origin of the “Wilson
Doctrine,” which sought to block the threat of European economic expan-
sion into Latin America.®® Wilson further enunciated this in a message to
Congress on December 7, 1915, and in a memorable address to the Second
Pan-American Scientific Congress at Washington in January 1916. Wilson
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ignored any idea of “political suzerainty or selfish control,” and declared
“that the states of America are not hostile rivals but cooperating friends...in
a very true and deep sense a unit in world affairs, spiritual partners, stand-
ing together, quick with common sympathies and common ideals.”*

These and other disclaimers “of imperialistic ais on the part of the
United States made a deep and lasting impression in many sections of
Latin America, especially in the larger states of the southern continent.”*
President Wilson’s subsequent statements helped cement friendship ties
between Anglo and Latin America and strengthened the Pan-American
spirit. Simultaneously, better journalistic ties and the opening of news
agency offices further contributed to a better understanding between the
two sections of the hemisphere. The motion picture industry’s promotion
of mutual understanding also made a profound impact on the two re-
gions.

With the opening of the Panama Canal, steamship travel between North
and South America expanded, allowing citizens from both areas to visit
and experience one another’s cultures. By 1925, thousands of Latin Ameri-
can students were studying in the United States; however, their studies
were directed primarily toward scientific and technical subjects rather than
the liberal arts.®® At the same time, the influx of millions of European
immigrants caused highly xenophobic, Anglo-Protestant tendencies to re-
develop and manifest themselves in history textbooks. Once again history
books stressed the English colonial story to the near exclusion of the Dutch,
French, and Spanish.*

Although the concept of the history of the Americas had been around
since the sixteenth century, historians did not lay the foundation on which
Bolton would build until the late nineteenth century. The concept existed
and was appreciated when it was understood, but it needed a leader to
promulgate it.
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Bolton Develops the
Americas Concept,

1890-1919

By the early twentieth century, the Americas concept had still not entered
college curricula; it remained an obscure undercurrent of American histo-
riography. Between the end of the Spanish-American War and World War
I, the United States was rapidly emerging as a world leader and greater
emphasis was being placed on the Western Hemisphere. The Americas
concept needed a historian who could further define it and bring it to the
attention of other historians.

Thus, the stage was set for the coming of Herbert E. Bolton and the
development of his ideas. For Bolton, this intellectual development was a
continuum that began in the closing decade of the nineteenth century and
continued throughout most of his life. Working toward the concept of the
history of the Americas and building on the work of his predecessors, he
established a number of important subfields within American historiog-
raphy, such as the Spanish Borderlands and comparative colonial history.
However, Bolton’s most significant work was the history of the Americas.

At first glance, Bolton’s rural Midwestern upbringing gives little indi-
cation of the direction he would take and the subsequent impact that di-
rection would have on history. Bolton was born on July 20, 1870, in Wilton,
Wisconsin, and was raised in the rural countryside where Spanish America
and the role of Spain in American history were little known or appreci-
ated.! As a matter of fact, in correspondence written during the Spanish-
American War, Bolton identified himself as a “’still unreconstructed’ Black
Legend man, the traditional American who found little, if any, good to say
of the Spaniards, past and present, in their relations with the Americas.”?

Despite the attitude Bolton carried toward Spain as a graduate stu-
dent, growing up in Wisconsin did provide him with valuable experience.
In the late nineteenth century, local Winnebago Indians were still a part of
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the landscape and the French experience on the fur trade frontier was still
part of local memory.

Bolton’s formal higher education began in 1890 when he enrolled in a
two-year teaching certificate program at the Milwaukee State Normal
School (today University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee). He received his state
certification in June 1891. He was hired that fall as the principal at Fairchild,
Wisconsin, where he remained through 1892. During this time, Bolton
began to contemplate and prepare for returning to college, studying Ger-
man and developing a reading program of which he would later write:

I read a good many fine books, and some of them stand out even today with
startling vividness. Amongst these I remember for example Abbott’s Biography of
Hannibal and Prescott's Conguest of Mexico. From the time that I read the latter
book to the time when more than a decade later [ journeyed to the land of the
Aztecs [ carried with me a clear picture of the Valley of Mexico, and its romantic
charms. They were particularly the product of my imagination shaped by Prescott’s
wizard word picture, but they were not by any means erroneous.’

As his reading progressed, Bolton contemplated whether he should
study mathematics and history or possibly civics and history, which might
be better preparation for a career in law. In the fall of 1893, he enrolled at
the University of Wisconsin-Madison as a junior in the pre-law program.

Although most of his courses involved various aspects of law, Bolton
did come into contact with the European historian Charles Homer Haskins,
who taught English constitutional law. While studying under Haskins,
Bolton developed a fascination with history, and his course load reflected
that fascination.

In the fall of 1894 Bolton enrolled in two American history courses. One
of these was taught by Frederick Jackson Turner, who was in the process
of establishing himself as the premier historian of the American frontier.
In summer of 1893 Turner had presented his epic-making ideas in his talk
“The Significance of the Frontier in American History,” in which he stated
that the frontier experience was a major influence in the development of
the United States and the American character.

Turner was a major influence on Bolton's career. First, Turner served as
one of the final influencing factors in Bolton’s selection of history for a
career. Second, he played an important role in the general development of
Bolton’s frontier approach to history. In a letter written in 1928, Bolton
speaks of Turner’s influence:

Nevertheless, Turner’s influence upon my teaching and writing has been very
direct and very real, although it may not be evident to others. My interest has been
a study of the process of European expansion in the western hemisphere. This has
been in no small part a study of the development of European civilization on a
succession of frontiers. Professor Turner’s field of research was lain very largely
in the advance of the Anglo-American frontier. My special researches have lain
more particularly in the advance of the Spanish frontier and the meeting of the
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international frontiers. He has been especially interested in the institutional ef-
fects of frontier influences. I have had a similar interest in the institutional forms
resulting from frontier experience in Spanish America. One evidence of this may
be found in my essay “The Mission as a Frontier Institution in the Spanish Ameri-
can Colonies.” But more especially have I been interested in the international as-
pect of frontier history. My special researches have lain pretty largely in the Bor-
derland area between Spanish North America and English North America, but in
my teaching I have attempted to synthesize the story of frontier expansion and its
international results throughout the whole hemisphere. It is this effort which has
eventuated in my freshman, sophomore course on the History of the Americas.*

Bolton promoted this expanded Turnerian frontier approach among his
students as well. He expressed his pleasure in a letter to Arthur S. Aiton of
the University of Michigan upon the publication of the latter's work on
the first Mexican viceroy, Mendoza:

It is a most excellent contribution, and will form one of the stones in the great
edifice which will some time be built commemorating the march of European
civilization from the Caribbean to California. This work of yours, and the com-
panion studies that are being made by others, are bound to influence immensely
the historiography of the western hemisphere.®

As historian Gerald D. Nash later observed, “Bolton reflected
multicultural and multinational perspectives in his writings.... In a cer-
tain sense, [Bolton] was extending the Turner Thesis from a nationalistic
to an international dimension.”®

While Bolton was pursuing his academic career, he also found time to
write letters to Gertrude Janes of Tunnel City. This relationship eventually
led to a wedding in August 1895. Between 1897 and 1913 the Boltons had
seven children, and their financial well-being was on Bolton’s mind as he
pursued his academic endeavors.”

After graduating with a Bachelor of Letters degree, Bolton pursued a
master’s degree in absentia through the University of Wisconsin-Madison
during the 1895-1896 academic year. He was an accomplished student,
passing all of the exams that Turner sent to him. In the fall of 1896, he
returned to Wisconsin, and although he was majoring in history, he had
not decided on an area of emphasis. Although there was the possibility of
working under Haskins in European history and Bolton was considering
staying at Wisconsin to pursue his doctorate, his plans changed when he
was not awarded one of a limited number of fellowships.

Professor Turner came to his aid, and eventually Bolton received a six
hundred dollar fellowship from the University of Pennsylvania. John Bach
McMaster immediately accepted Bolton as one of his graduate students
and agreed to direct his dissertation. Bolton also studied under the estab-
lished European historian Edward Potts Cheyney. Herman Vandenburg
Ames and Dana Carleton Munro rounded out the array of historians un-
der whom Bolton studied at Pennsylvania.® John F. Bannon wrote about
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Bolton’s development under these historians:

McMaster had deepened Bolton’s Turner-given awareness of social factors in his-
tory. Haskins, Cheyney, and Munro had kept him, mindful that American history,
to be sound and truly understandable, must have many Old World roots; in their
own several ways they trained him to be an expert American colonist. Few men
of Bolton's generation, or any other for that matter, were as fortunate as he had
been in being exposed to such a galaxy of “greats.””

Bolton quickly moved toward the development of a dissertation and
had selected a topic by mid-October 1897. His topic was the status of the
African American as slave, and the first title was “The Status of the Negro
in 1860.” Bolton refined his topic and eventually defended a dissertation
titled “The Free Negro in the South Before the Civil War.” Although Bolton
thought that it was a “good orthodox subject,” in reality it was a radical
departure from dissertation topics that graduate students were develop-
ing at the time. It might also be seen as a precursor to his study of the
Americas with its leveling effect of the mingling of races on equal histori-
cal terms throughout the hemisphere.

Bolton noted the direction of American history at this time, writing, “1
was trained in the good old fashioned way. My instruction in American
history was good orthodox American history —it all happened between
the 49th parallel and the Rio Grande.””® While Bolton was strongly influ-
enced by his mentors, his creativity allowed him to reach beyond the scope
of his education.

In 1898 the Boltons returned to Wisconsin for the summer. Bolton
dreamed of traveling to Europe, experiencing the Old World and possibly
learning a foreign language to help develop a better understanding of a
culture for his research. Because he was interested in the Renaissance,
Italian was his first choice. Ironically, Spanish was his last choice!"

Upon receiving his Ph.D. in 1899, Bolton returned to Wisconsin, where
he obtained an instructorship at Milwaukee State Normal School.”* Al-
though he would have preferred to teach history, as a new faculty mem-
ber Bolton taught civics and economics and was promised some history
classes the following year. Unfortunately for Bolton, the Normal had not
reached a level of specialization and, as a result, he taught mathematics,
economics, ancient history, and a variety of courses as they were needed.”
In the summer of 1900, he taught summer school in Appleton, Wisconsin,
to augment his salary, but American history still was not part of his teach-
ing schedule. Bolton was not satisfied with his teaching schedule because
he was teaching “everything” but American history. The prospect of a
growing family and few offers for a permanent position added to his dis-
satisfaction.

Despite the fact that he was not teaching American history, Bolton did
find time to reflect upon ideas of American history. His professors had
prepared him well. In 1901, while teaching at Milwaukee State Normal



Bolton Develops the Americas Concept, 1890-1919 31

School, he developed a study titled, “The Place of American History in
the High-School Course” and presented his findings at the Interscholastic
History Conference at Madison. He wrote:

Apperceptively considered, a knowledge of American history must be insuffi-
cient unless based on some knowledge of the world’s history. American history
did not begin with John Smith nor with Christopher Columbus. This the student
must not only know in the sense of having read or heard it so stated, but he must
realize it by having come in touch with the history of other nations that contrib-
uted to the making of America. He must see the fundamental institutions of
America in their relation to the history of mankind.

After including an appropriately lengthy quotation from John Fiske's
American Political Ideas, Bolton concluded, “In short, American develop-
ment is the crowning work of a great part of human development.”' For
Bolton, American history must be seen from a broader perspective, a con-
cept that he would soon be developing in the college classroom.

As if to solve his dilemma, on September 10, 1901, Bolton received a
letter from the chairman of the University of Texas History Department.
Professor George P. Garrison asked Bolton whether he would be inter-
ested in teaching courses in medieval and modern European history. Gar-
rison was faced with a problem that needed immediate attention; the cur-
rent professor, Lester Bugbee, was ill with consumption and was unable
to teach his courses. Classes would begin in a few weeks, and the salary
was $1,500. Bolton considered his options, discussed the matter with his
family, and corresponded with Garrison. In 1929, Bolton reminisced, “I
don’t know where it came from, but a flash came to me at the time that I
corresponded with Professor Garrison. I knew just enough about Spanish
American history to know that Texas was once Spanish so I asked Profes-
sor Garrison if I might play with Southwestern history.”** Garrison agreed
to the request but established strict limitations. Since Southwestern his-
tory was Garrison'’s field, he would not permit Bolton to teach in the field,
but he would allow Bolton to work with the archives. Bolton considered
over his options and decided that Texas would be a good opportunity. On
September 25 he wrote to his brother, Frederick, “The die is cast. They
offered the Texas place to me and I accepted.”

Bolton’s first teaching assignment included two sections of medieval
history and one section of modern European history. Garrison’s promise
of “odds and ends” consisted of Bolton’s helping to edit the Quarterly of
the Texas State Historical Association, “a very high grade magazine which
I have known since it started.” Six days after his arrival at the University
of Texas, Bolton wrote to Frederick, “Garrison...is building up a center for
Southwestern history for which Texas has unsurpassed opportunities.”
He continued, “Though I am down for European Hist[ory], I think he will
encourage my working in his field —Southwestern History —which I shall
prefer to European. I shall get up Spanish at once, which they say is easy.”
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A few days later he wrote, “I must learn Spanish at once for Southwestern
history which everybody here must ‘work’ I am glad to say.”*

The possibility of teaching American history and using some of Turner’s
insights and ideas along with his own would have to wait. In late 1901,
the opportunity Bolton had been waiting for presented itself. Garrison
was plotting out the 1902-1903 history schedule and offered Bolton the
course “European Expansion: Commercial and Colonial Activities, Six-
teenth and Seventeenth Centuries,” which he accepted. In a letter to
Frederick dated January 5, 1902, Bolton observed, “I think I shall in time
be able to block out a field of my own here.””” He expanded on the role and
importance of his experience in Texas to the formation of his career in a
letter dated January 24:

I believe that Texas is preferable for History to any place outside the [Old] North-
west or the far west.... Texas has the key to Spanish American history. I am grub-
bing Spanish, so that I may be able to turn the lock. My new course is a triumph
for me, for it is Garrison’s permission to tramp on his ground.™

When he was made a fellow of the Texas State Historical Association,
Bolton thought that “it is in the line I wish to be known in and as the list of
fellows appears in the cover of each Quarterly it will give me some adver-
tisement.”**

Bolton was developing a knowledge of the Spanish language. On March
13, 1902, he noted, “I am studying Spanish on the side. I want to handle it
well by Fall. It is easy, but not so easy as French, I think. I hope to learn to
speak it too, as Mexico is so near.”?® By the end of June, when he could
read ten pages of ordinary Spanish in an hour, Bolton observed, “I would
like to fully conquer Spanish now that I am at it. It is the key to Southwest-
ern history, on which I must work as long as I am here.”? On July 8, he
continued in the same vein:

I am making hard efforts to get the Spanish language now, and want to get into
the heart and core of southwestern history by getting familiar with Spanish civili-
zation and the mine of sources that lie in Mexico. To go to Mexico is the best way
to do that.... [ want to lay my lines here deep enough, and my plans broad enough,
so that if, in the future, chance should leave an open field, I will be master of the
situation. To do it one must know the Spanish archives and the Spanish language.”

Garrison had told him of the wealth of Spanish documents in Mexico
City, Saltillo, and elsewhere, and in the summer of 1902, armed only with
arudimentary knowledge of Spanish, Bolton ventured for the first of many
times into Mexico. In August and September 1902, he researched in the
Archivo General de la Nacién in Mexico City and also found time to re-
trace the route of Cortés. Upon his return, Bolton noted that he had a
profitable summer, and the documents he collected “will keep me in pow-
der for shooting off historical fireworks most of the year.”*

Bolton’s trips to Mexico had another influence on his career. During
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these trips Bolton began “looking at the map from the bottom up, and in
California, looking at it from the Pacific Ocean.” He commented further
on the influence of these trips:

I moved beyond the borders [of traditional United States history] into the South-
west, Mexico, and the Pacific Coast and began to realize that two-thirds of the
history of North America before the end of the 18th century belongs not to United
States history in a restricted sense, but to the story of European expansion in the
continent of North America. No framework less comprehensive will unify all the
varied threads of influence during that period.*

By this early date, Bolton was formulating basic ideas that would lead
to the Americas concept. With the start of fall classes, Bolton was pre-
pared for his usual course load but now had the additional responsibility
of “European Expansion: Commercial and Colonial Activities, Sixteenth
and Seventeenth Centuries.” The course description provides insight into
the nature of the course and its influence on the development of Bolton’s
history of the Americas:

[The course is] a study of the social, economic, religious, and political forces that
led to the commercial and colonial activities of the European nations during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries; the methods employed by the important na-
tions; the field occupied by each; and the effects of these expansion activities upon
the parent states.”

However, as would happen with History 8 in 1919, Bolton was faced
with a lack of textbooks for the course and limited library facilities. In
response to this problem, he began formatting his lectures into a text for
the course, and by the end of the year he had completed the first chap-
ter.?

The development of this course shows Bolton’s movement toward a
comprehensive approach to colonial history. This process continued in
the fall semester of 1903, when he began to emphasize Spanish coloniza-
tion. The course bulletin for the following year lists Bolton's selected texts:
John Fiske, The Discovery of America; Bernard Moses, The Establishment of
Spanish Rule in America; Justin Winsor, Narrative and Critical History of
America; Frank W. Blackmar, Spanish Institutions in the Southwest; and Hubert
H. Bancroft’s works.” The use of these illustrates the critical link between
these historians and their concepts and the development of Bolton’s ap-
proach toward a broader view of United States history. Bolton would soon
follow Moses’s ideas.

[Moses’s monograph] aims, moreover, to suggest that American history is not all
told in the history of the United States, and, by making accessible in a concise
form a general account of the Spanish colonies in their earlier decades, to offer an
introduction to the neglected half of American history.?

Moses compares and contrasts the English and Spanish colonial expe-
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riences in the New World in the concluding chapter of his work, demonstrat-
ing the connection between his concern for the presentation of the broader
approach to United States history and Bolton’s future treatment of the his-
tory of the Americas.”

By the fall of 1905, Bolton had retitled his course “Spanish Coloniza-
tion,” replaced Fiske’s text with Edward Bourne’s recently published Spain
in America, and again emphasized the use of “sources and of other older
authorities, of which a fair supply is available.”® It is presumed that Bolton
was going to use either the local Bexar Spanish archives, the transcrip-
tions that he had retrieved from Mexico, or a combination of both sources.

As the years passed, Bolton fine-tuned the subject matter and direction
of the “Spanish Colonization” course. In 1906-1907 he emphasized the
development of Spanish colonial institutions in America, and in 1908-1909
his added course prerequisite of a reading knowledge of either French or
Spanish indicated his expansion of the colonial experience to include the
French.”

Bolton had “found” at least one of his fields — the Spanish Southwest —
and he would continue to make annual trips to Mexico, where he worked
long hours transcribing and becoming familiar with the national and pro-
vincial archives. He returned to Austin with suitcases bulging with tran-
scriptions and soon got to work developing articles for the Quarterly of
the Texas State Historical Association, such as “Some Materials for South-
western History in the Archivo General de Mexico” (October 1902) and
“Tienda de Cuervo’s Ynspeccién of Laredo” (January 1903). In 1903 he
was also translating materials for the multi-volume Blair-Robertson se-
ries of documents on the Philippines.® Throughout his life Bolton stressed
the importance of utilizing original documents, which his publications
and seminars evidenced. He would go on to publish Guide to Materials for
the History of the United States in the Principal Archives of Mexico in 1913.%

Bolton set his mark for the future while at the University of Texas. He
had been creative with new courses and productive in his research, publi-
cations, and in his attendance and presentation of papers at the American
Historical Association’s meetings.** For him, Hispanic American history
was his field of study. But then he was faced with reality. In 1907, Bolton
later recalled, Dr. Garrison called him into his office to tell him that pro-
fessorships were being developed and distributed. Garrison would retain
the English and American history courses, and he offered Bolton a profes-
sorship in either medieval or modern European history. Bolton later re-
lated:

“Neither,” I replied. “I prefer to specialize in Southwestern and Spanish Ameri-
can history.” His reply was, “Man, you're crazy. There will never be a professor-
ship in that subject. There are none anywhere. I'm sorry, but I fear I shall have to
call someone over your head.” “All right,” I replied. Two years [1909] later I be-
gan my professorship in my chosen field. Texas is now one of the leading centers
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for Hispanic studies.®

It was fortunate that Garrison jealously guarded the field of American
and Southwestern history, because this forced Bolton to seek a foothold in
United States history and begin the development of ideas that would even-
tually lead to Bolton's Americas thesis. In 1923, Bolton recalled his forma-
tive days at the University of Texas in a diary he kept while attending the
annual meeting of the American Historical Association:

[Here in Texas] I always feel at home. Here I found myself and a field. Had I kept
on with my old line of work, I doubt I should have ever emerged from the ranks
of followers of beaten paths. I probably should have been a respectable teacher of
second-hand stuff — for a time —and then from the very ennui of it I should have
quit, because I could not have stood that kind of an existence long. I at least dis-
covered Free Negroes and first of all wrote them up. But here in Texas there was a
wide expanse, scarcely charted, scarcely trail broken. I felt the tingle of its ro-
mance at the first touch.  had found my love. She had been waiting for me, Turned
my back on Free Negroes without a pang. Five hundred pages of them, more or
less, have been resting quietly somewhere amid my junk, [ know not where. And
I have wooed my new mistress ever since, ardently and faithfully. And she has
always given back response without stint.

Bolton continued his description of his experience:

The most formative chapter of my life is comprised in those eight years when 1
was learning my Spanish, roaming over Texas, thrilling with the experience of
following old trails and identifying lost sites, and then running every summer to
old Mexico to find my documents. Only a few will ever know that most of the
gatherers in those archives are followers on trails blazed out for them. And why
should they? This has been true of most people, even writers and scholars, through-
out all generations of human existence. But it is the trail breakers who have the
fun, and the thrills that come with discovery, and those scarcely less joyful, yes
even more ecstatic thrills that come with danger. What McKenzie [sic] or David
Livingstone would change place with a millionaire grocer? He never lived! Or
who would roll safely and tamely along on a boulevard in the level valley when
he could be dangerously courting mountain trails[?]*

Other institutions actively sought Bolton’s expertise, and soon Stanford
University had contacted him. The correspondence between E. D. Adams
of Stanford University and Bolton, beginning in September 1908, provides
insights into the man and his work. Bolton saw himself as an American
historian who preferred teaching undergraduate courses in the history of
the West, the Spanish Southwest, and the social and economic history of
the United States, and graduate courses in the Spanish Southwest and the
Anglo-American West. This young historian impressed Adams as having
carved out for himself “the most logical field for special development by
our Pacific Coast universities, and that it seems to offer the greatest op-
portunities for new and original work.”” As their correspondence contin-
ued concerning the new position at Stanford, Adams provided clarifica-
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tion regarding the course:

By American history here I do not mean to limit the field to United States history
at all, but rather to emphasize Spanish American history. In short I should hope
that you would continue the work you have begun so excellently and really de-
velop this field.®

Bolton accepted the position at Stanford University, and in the fall of
1909 he began teaching a graduate seminar in Southwestern history, an-
other, unspecified seminar, and an undergraduate course on Spain in
America. He viewed himself as the first man teaching American history
with specializations in Southwestern and Spanish American history.

However, late in the summer of 1910, Bolton began thinking of return-
ing to the University of Texas. Stanford did not impress him as a major
academic institution, and it lacked a research library. Garrison, who had
been an obstacle to him, had died, and thus the chairmanship of the de-
partment was open. In a letter to Bolton, President Sidney Mezes expressed
his hope that Bolton would join them in Texas.*

In the midst of his discussions with Texas, a crucial development took
place. Henry Morse Stephens, chair of the History Department at the Uni-
versity of California-Berkeley, learned of Bolton’s dissatisfaction with
Stanford and his possible move to Texas. Bolton’s work impressed
Stephens, and he felt that Bolton would be an asset in developing a new
field of study compatible with the location and direction of the University
of California’s History Department. Stephens further observed, “If we
cannot have [Frederick Jackson] Turner,” who had gone to Harvard, “let
us have Turner’s most promising pupil.”+

After several weeks of indecision, on September 21, 1910, Bolton ac-
cepted Stephens’s invitation to join the Berkeley faculty. He was attracted
by the research possibilities at the Bancroft Library and the fact that he
considered a position at Berkeley the most influential west of the Missis-
sippi.** Bolton wrote of his move to Berkeley in a letter to Frederick Jack-
son Turner:

I hope that we shall be able to build a strong department in Western and Spanish
American history, for both of these areas in the center of the stage. My own per-
sonal interest lies on the border between the two and [ expect plenty of help on the
two flanks.?

The development of the Bolton tradition and Latin American history at
the University of California can be directly traced to Henry Morse Stephens
(1857-1919). Born in Edinburgh, Scotland, and trained at Oxford Univer-
sity, Stephens came to the United States to teach at Cornell University in
1894. University of California President Benjamin Ide Wheeler, who had
been a former colleague of Stephens at Cornell, invited Stephens to Berke-
ley, and by 1902 Stephens had become Sather Professor of History.

As a European historian, Stephens emphasized English history but also
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had written on Portuguese topics and created the journal India. He had a
multi-faceted background and was a brilliant and well-liked professor.
His concern for students using original and accurate sources led to his
vocal push for the University of California’s acquisition of the Bancroft
Library.®

Bolton lived up to Stephens’s expectations. After they received their
Ph.D.s, Berkeley added two of Bolton’s graduate students, Charles E.
Chapman (Ph.D. 1915) and Herbert I. Priestley (Ph.D. 1916), to the faculty.
Chapman, a former baseball player and a prolific writer, specialized in
Hispanic American and California history, while Priestley complemented
Bolton by his concentration on Mexican history. Bolton stressed the role of
the Spanish in the American West and the Borderlands, European rivalry
in North America and eventually the history of the Americas. This aca-
demic threesome turned the University of California into one of the pre-
mier national centers for the study of Latin American history, as Stephens
reported in 1918. Furthermore, Stephens convinced the Native Sons of the
Golden West to donate three thousand dollars annually for fellowships to
assist graduate students with their foreign research.*

During 1911-1920, while Bolton’s concepts were being developed and
refined, other developments were occurring on a non-academic level.
American interest in Latin America had continued to exist into the twen-
tieth century. Government and business planners had a strong interest in
the Caribbean and Mexico because of their proximity to the United States.
As the Panama Canal moved toward completion in the early years of the
twentieth century, American military strategists developed a defensive
attitude toward the Caribbean region. During the Mexican Revolution
(1911-1920) the American Government renewed its interest in and con-
cern for Mexico, the immediate neighbor of the United States. Over 900,000
refugees poured into the United States as a result of the revolution, and
most of the news coming out of Mexico was not encouraging. Marines
landed in Veracruz, and General John J. Pershing led a punitive raid into
the northern part of the country. At the same time American interest in all
aspects of Mexican life was growing.

Americans had long been interested in a “New West” south of the Tropic
of Capricorn, otherwise known as the Southern Cone, including Argen-
tina, Chile, Uruguay, Paraguay, and southern Brazil. Between 1850 and
1930, there was hope that this area, especially the pampas, could be devel-
oped much as the American West had been developed. Great hope rested
on the building of a transcontinental railroad between Buenos Aires, Ar-
gentina, and Santiago, Chile, and the settlement and integration of the
mineral lands, forests, and grasslands of the region. Although by 1930 this
idea had died, it promoted interest all the way to the remotest corners of
southern South America.®

Economic interest in southern South America caused a number of agen-
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cies to fill the gaps in scientific information about the area. Early in the
twentieth century, the Pan-American Union collected and published new
data on the region. By the 1920s, Union materials were in classrooms, and
Rand McNally had been commissioned to produce maps of Latin America.
The goal of the Pan-American Union to foster travel between North and
South America was realized by the mid-1920s, when there were six thou-
sand Latin American students in the United States and a variety of media
publications promoted tourist and business travel *

Both the American Geographical Society, founded in 1851, and the Na-
tional Geographic Society, formed in 1888, were influential in promoting
Latin America during these years. Through scientific expeditions to the
Andes, where Hiram Bingham rediscovered Machu Picchu in 1911, and
the production of maps and articles in the Geographical Review and the
National Geographic, Latin America was kept before the public.?

During World War I, as markets, scholarly contacts, and other activi-
ties with Europe were terminated or weakened, Americans fervently looked
to the Western Hemisphere to recapture their commercial fortunes. This
interest is evident in a number of areas. For example, in 1910 there were
approximately five thousand students enrolled in Spanish-language classes
in the United States on the secondary school level; by 1915 the figure had
risen to 35,000; and in 1922 there were over 260,000 students enrolled.
This development corresponded to similar expansions at the college and
university level. In December 1917 this growing linguistic interest found
representation in the founding of the American Association of Teachers of
Spanish, with an initial membership of over four hundred. In 1916, the
University of Missouri had inaugurated the first American-taught course
in Spanish-American literature.*® With the creation of the Hispanic Ameri-
can Historical Review in February 1918, the embryonic field of Latin Ameri-
can history gained acceptance in America.*

Various universities and libraries throughout the United States expanded
their scholarly collections during this period. Since 1898, the Library of
Congress had been developing its holdings in Latin American subjects.
The University of California purchased the Bancroft Library, and in 1921
the University of Texas purchased the private library of Mexican historian
Genaro Garcia for its Latin American collection.”* Similar developments
were taking place throughout the nation.

Between 1909 and 1919, historians and educators across the United
States downplayed ancient and medieval history and stressed the mod-
ern era instead.”® They developed fields in the history of the Far West,
Latin America, and Canada, and paid increasing attention to the areas of
social, agricultural, and military history to name a few.® A number of
these educators adopted positions that would eventually culminate with
Bolton’s approach to the history of the United States and the Americas.
Lew Allen Chase, professor at Northern State Teachers’ College, in
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Marquette, Michigan (now Northern Michigan University), first devel-
oped his ideas about the importance of the fluid nature of the United States-
Canadian boundary while visiting Edmonton in the summer of 1913 .5
Later he wrote of the transnational nature of the fur trade that existed
despite the international boundary along the northern frontier.* Now that
enthusiasm for Latin American history had been raised, W. N. Stearns
stressed the role of studying Canadian history as well, stating that it would
be a crime not to train youth in Canadian history because Americans share
the continent and a common destiny.* In 1916, Isaac J. Cox, Bolton’s friend
and a professor of history at the University of Cincinnati, stressed the
European background of American history in his classes; two years later,
Bolton’s colleague at Berkeley, Professor Chapman, placed an emphasis
on Hispanic history.*

In 1913, at Berkeley, Professor Stephens emphasized the history of the
American West, which he noted must include the northward movement
of the Spanish from Mexico, the southward movement of the French from
Canada, and the southward movement of the Russians from Alaska.’”
Others, like the Englishman Charles Prestwood Lucas, wrote about the
importance of the West Indian islands. “Europe, Africa, Asia,” he noted,
“have all colonized the West Indian islands. America has not.” He said
that students in the United States should have their consciousness raised
because at one time the West Indies “overshadowed the old North Ameri-
can colonies.”® Professor William I. Hull of Swarthmore College felt that
an “inter-nationality” approach to history should be taken by secondary
teachers:

[To] teach our people that beyond the Rockies and the Pacific, beyond the Atlan-
tic, the Rio Grande and the Andes, there are not only people, with aspirations like
unto our own, but that their past and present are inextricably interwoven with
ours and that their future, for weal or woe, we must assuredly share with them.®

At the 1916 annual meeting of the Pacific Coast Branch of the American
Historical Association, held in San Diego, historians presented this more
diverse approach to the teaching of history, and a number of professors
responded to it. Professor Waldemar C. Westergaard of Pomona College
presented a paper titled “The United States in the Caribbean,” focusing
on the idea that “an air of provincial insularity...surrounded colonial his-
tory,” and then used Caribbean history to show how this antiquated ap-
proach was no longer necessary. When Westergaard completed his pre-
sentations, a number of professors commented on its concept.

Professor Stephens, who followed Westergaard, stressed the importance
of a knowledge of Caribbean history and pointed out that the history of
America included the endeavors of France and Spain and other nations
that settled the mainland and the islands. He further noted that American
history was actually a phase of European history, and that Spanish civili-
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zation in America was important long before Jamestown. Stephens con-
cluded by stating that historians and teachers must get rid of the concep-
tion of American history as an autonomous unit.

Bolton spoke to the same effect. “He pointed out that while the main
stress has hitherto been laid upon a 50 years’ struggle between France and
England, the struggle with Spain began practically from the settlement of
Jamestown, and the Americans were rivals of the Spanish in their move-
ment all the way across the continent to California.” Other professors took
a similar position, stressing the valuable historical perspectives students
could gain if the Caribbean Islands were studied.® Bolton had taken a
similar position in a University of Texas course a dozen years earlier.

N. Andrew N. Cleven, who was teaching at San Diego High School and
Junior College, was deeply committed to the promotion of Latin Ameri-
can history. In 1917, he was concerned that “the almost pathetic provin-
cialism of the average American is very generally reflected in the boys
and girls of our secondary schools.” Cleven proposed that teachers enrich
and enlarge the scope of their history courses because the “colossal trag-
edy of World War I” had focused thought on the very fundamentals of
human society. The post-World War I era was a period of reconstructing
the secondary school curriculum. For Cleven this meant that there should
be four divisions dealing with the histories of British America, the Pacific
nations, the United States, and Latin America. The essentials of ancient,
modern, English, and Oriental history should also be taught in order to
provide the necessary background for a comprehensive view of the con-
temporary Americas and Pacific Rim nations. If this system was not pos-
sible, Cleven proposed that there be a separate study of Latin America.
An internationalist in outlook, Cleven concluded, “There should result a
larger conception of international-mindedness, a type of mind which the
exigencies of the times make imperative.”®!

Other articles promoting the study of Latin American history followed
Cleven’s. In October 1917, Professor Westergaard highlighted American
interest in the West Indies, and in November, Laura F. Ullrick, a history
teacher at New Trier Township High School in Kenilworth, Illinois, pointed
out that the school had been offering a course in Latin American history
for several years.®

Other historians, like Carl Wittke of Ohio State University, noted that
while interest in Latin America had led to the development of courses in
the area, courses in Canadian history did not appear in college and uni-
versity bulletins. He emphasized the French role in colonial history and
provided evidence of why Canadian history should be studied in the
United States—yet another historian who challenged the concept of
“ American history” or the history of the United States. A. H. Buffington
of Williams College focused his comments in an article titled “British and
French Imperialism in North America.”* Bolton was developing his con-
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cepts in an academic environment where the best approach to history was
considered a broad, international one.

On another front, Isaac J. Cox, of the University of Cincinnati and later

of Northwestern University, was an early believer in the Americas ap-
proach to history. In a 1919 special section of the Hispanic American His-
torical Review titled, “The Teaching of the History of Hispanic America,”
Professor Cox presented his views, concluding that although between 1914
and 1919 there had been a flurry of activity in the teaching of Hispanic
American history, it was still too soon to bring it to the high school class-
room. He took a more conservative approach that focused on using a
broader Americas concept when bringing these ideas to the general pub-
lic:
For the present, the utmost we may hope to do in our higher institutions is to train
teachers and men of affairs who will interpret our history from a wider point of
view — one that includes Hispanic factors among those of European origin affect-
ing our development—and who will treat our inter-American relationships with
more definite and sympathetic knowledge of fundamental economic and racial
questions. Under such expert guidance, we may hope to shift the emphasis in our
ordinary textbooks, introducing new topics and changing the interpretation of
others, and thus present the history of the Americas in truer perspective, recog-
nizing that it has an Iberian as well as a British background, and that the former
can no longer be ignored after a cursory review of early Spanish exploration.®

In his History 20: “The History of Hispanic America,” Cox introduced
materials which presented a comparative colonial approach. He discussed
the Spaniards in North America; under a section titled “Early Interna-
tional Conflicts in America,” he brought in colonial rivalry along with the
French, English, and Dutch; and finally he took an Americas approach
with “International Relations in the Americas” in the late eighteenth cen-
tury.®

rI}Zlven in Bolton's vicinity, a broader approach to traditional history had
entered the secondary schools. By 1915 the Berkeley public school system
was taking this approach with “History of the Pacific,” a course offered to
high school freshmen that dealt with the role of Spain in California and
the Northwest, the meeting of the Hispanic and Anglo-Saxon civilizations,
and commercial and cultural relations with Latin America stimulated by
the 1914 opening of the Panama Canal.®

While Bolton was developing his ideas on the West Coast, similar ideas
were being discussed on the East Coast. At a special session at Columbia
University following the Second Pan-American Scientific Conference in
early 1916, a number of participants expressed views similar to Bolton’s.
Dr. Ernesto Quesada, member of the faculty at the University of Buenos
Aires and the University of La Plata, and president of the Argentine del-
egation, stressed the idea that Pan-Americanism was based on history
and geography, which were intimately interwoven. He further noted that
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the oceanic separation was an important factor in determining the differ-
ence between the Americas and the rest of the world. Seth Low, president
of the New York State Chamber of Commerce, pointed out that the Euro-
pean tradition was brought to the Americas, and after independence a
new civilization emerged that was bound neither by old traditions nor by
the spirit of empire. The vice president of the Chilean delegation and pro-
tessor of public finance at the University of Chile, Dr. Julio Philippi, stressed
the idea that at the basis of Pan-Americanism was an understanding of
people, their languages, literatures, and histories, and the search for com-
mon solutions to similar problems among Anglo-Saxon and Latin minds.
Finally, Dr. Luis Anderson, president of the National Society of Interna-
tional Law in Costa Rica, observed, “we must look to the university cen-
ters, to the intellectuals, the patriots, and the statesmen of the three Ameri-
cas, to maintain on its pedestal the superb and majestic tower of Pan-
Americanism.”® Others pointed out that Americans should be educated
in order to understand the peoples and cultures of the Western Hemi-
sphere.

The combination of past and present influences impacted Bolton as he
was developing, discussing, and testing his various ideas, forming a con-
tinuum for his comprehensive approach to the history of the Americas.
He was also influenced by the “school of history” that had blossomed at
Berkeley between 1911 and 1921.%°

Bolton received encouragement from William R. Shepherd of Colum-
bia University, who had published an article that focused on the role of
the non-English nations in the colonization of North America. In a letter
to Bolton, Shepherd stated that he was taking a broader approach in his
courses because he felt that the role of the French and Spanish in United
States history had been sadly neglected in the past. In addition, conserva-
tive, traditional United States historians dealt with the Americas approach
with a great deal of hostility. Shepherd summed up this tradition:

We must struggle constantly against the traditional notion that all that is worth-
while in the history of the United States —incidentally, also a monopoly of virtue
and of the essential forces which have put this country into the foreground of the
progressive nations of the world —has been and still is concentrated in the area
east of the Connecticut River, and certainly between the Piscataqua and the Al-
legheny.”®

The emergence of Bolton's concept of the Americas is as important as
the concept itself. As we have seen, Bolton brought Turner’s concept of
the frontier and his expansion of this concept outside of the United States
to the University of Texas. While he was in Texas, his research trips to
Mexico, where he encountered a wealth of documentation that drastically
changed his historical outlook, influenced his beginning interest in Span-
ish colonial history. When his department head, Garrison, would not al-
Iow him to focus on Spanish Texas and the Southwest, Bolton used the
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internationalization of the Caribbean Basin during the colonial era as a
class theme. Then Bolton broadened his view to include the international
rivalries in the Caribbean basin, Spanish colonial history in the South-
west, and eventually the Borderlands or the southern region of the United
States from Florida to California. This was the situation as of 1911 when
Bolton moved to Berkeley and continued his comprehensive approach to
the history of the Western Hemisphere.

Prior to 1911, there is no evidence that Bolton publicly discussed or
published his ideas on the role of Spain in the United States. That year
Bolton chaired a session devoted to the study of the Southwest at the an-
nual meeting of the American Historical Association. He also presented
his ideas about the importance of the Southwest in national and interna-
tional history. Before his colleagues he noted the benefits of such a focus:

[It offered] the richest opportunities afforded by our country for the study of ar-
chaeology and ethnology; that as the theater for two centuries of a contest be-
tween Spain and barbarian America, it was the place where the Spanish colonial
institutions were subjected to their severest test and where they can be most prof-
itably studied; that the continuous international struggle of which it was for the
same period a constant scene, struggle of which it was for the study of the colo-
nial and diplomatic history of America; that it played a leading part in the slavery
question, the westward movement, and the development of imperialism; and that
its recent growth offers ethnic, economic, architectural, social, and intellectual
forces and features peculiar to itself.”

He also stressed that extended work needed to be done on narrative
history of the region along with the publication of the documents that had
recently been uncovered. Only after this preliminary work could an accu-
rate history of the Southwest be written. Once this history was developed,
it could be integrated into the larger national history of the United States.

Bolton's interest in the development and publication of documentary
resources continued to be enthusiastically promoted. On December 18,
1911, shortly after his arrival at Berkeley, Bolton sent a detailed report to
Benjamin Ide Wheeler, president of the University of California, outlining
the need for the publication of a comprehensive body of documents relat-
ing to the Spanish in the United States. Bolton opened with the assertion
that “One of the greatest needs in the field of American History is the
publication of a comprehensive body of historical materials relating to
Spanish activities within the present limits of the United States.” Further,
he wrote, “ A more fundamental explanation of the neglect of the Spanish
period and of the West generally in American history is the fact that down
to recent times the history of the United States has been written almost
solely from the standpoint of the East and of the English colonies.” Bolton
also noted that Frederick Jackson Turner had recently highlighted the West,
but “he and his school have contributed very little to the history of the
Southwest and the Far West.” He concluded that the History Department
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at Berkeley was taking the lead to remedy this situation in American his-
toriography.”™

At a 1913 meeting of the Pacific Coast Branch of the American Histori-
cal Association, which had convened jointly with the Southern California
Social Science Association, Bolton promoted the importance of using origi-
nal documents in the study of history. He stressed the importance of ac-
quainting American youth with historical materials and urged that the
nature of these materials must be understood. Historical evidence, Bolton
believed, was an important element in the discipline of history. However,
he concluded with an expression of traditional sentiments:

The interest in the good of one’s own community or nation is one of the best
results of teaching of history. The patriotism and enthusiasm of the South in mat-
ters affecting the State probably come from courses in local history.”

Bolton held this concern for a solid foundation upon which to build
historical studies as a keystone concept throughout his life. In 1946, he
summed up how he and his students should approach the study of his-
tory:

While the ultimate objective of historical investigation may be regarded as a search
for the synthetic and the general, a person who has never put the fabric of history
under a microscope and watched the genesis of society in process will not arrive
at sound generalizations with regard to its origin and significance. Facts must go
before theories. No generalization can reveal more than the merest suggestion of
the full richness of the pattern and substance of the fabric which become apparent
when examined in detail.”*

Bolton followed the guideline of a good historian by first developing a
program to gather historical documents and then proceeding to the gen-
eral synthesis. (Figure 2.1)

Figure 2.1
Ideological Model Used by Historians
History — - - - Synthesis
T
Facts
T
Past - - - - Documents-evidence

While establishing the importance of Spain in North America, Bolton
began to broaden his ideas to include a comparative colonial history of
the United States. In a June 1912 letter to his brother, Frederick, he ex-
plained that in his general course in Western history, “I have established a
point of view which will cause a rewriting of text books, much as Turner’s
work did.” The Spanish Borderlands, as yet unnamed, were coming into
being. He continued in the letter, “I approach American history from a
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continental and European standpoint, instead of from the standpoint of
England alone.””®

The European role in the development of the world, specifically of the
Pacific Rim, further enhanced Bolton’s ideas. The Panama-Pacific Interna-
tional Exposition was held in San Francisco a year after the 1914 opening
of the Panama Canal. As part of the celebration, the American Historical
Association authorized the Panama-Pacific Historical Congress to con-
vene. A group of international scholars presented papers focusing on the
history of the Pacific Rim as a unit, uniting Europe, Asia, and America
and a part of world history.” Bolton, who gave a paper at one of the ses-
sions, was possibly influenced by these historians and their broader ap-
proach to history, which strengthened Bolton’s convictions.

This unorthodox, wider approach would soon lead to Bolton’s work
written with his former student Thomas M. Marshall, The Colonization of
North America. Bolton saw this work as the story of European expansion
in North America:

To grasp the unity of early North American history, one must conceive of several
foci, from which streams of influence went forth, and must follow those streams
and their interminglings. The Spanish stream started in the West Indies, spread to
Central America, Mexico, the northern provinces, the Philippines; the French stream
started from two foci (Canada and the West Indies); two streams went out and
met in the West (Louisiana, the Illinois, the Saskatchewan). The Russian stream
proceeded southward; the English stream was a unit until 1783; then it split into
the American westward movement and the expansion of British Canada. The fron-
tiers of the different nations clashed. The Franco-Spanish and the Anglo-French
border conflicts ended in 1765 (not counting the Anglo-French contest in the West
Indies in the later 18th century), but the Anglo-Spanish contest, beginning in the
16th century, continued till the 20th (in the Caribbean); the two English streams
met and clashed all along the Canadian border from 1783 to 1846, especially in the
Oregon-British Columbia country. Thus have the nations hammered out their
boundaries.”

This concept, a comparative colonial United States history, was the final
step in Bolton’s development of the history of the Americas.

Bolton’s move into comparative colonial history ran into some criti-
cism because it presented traditional history in a broader context. When
Bolton and Marshall completed The Colonization of North America in 1916,
the editor at Macmillan sent it to a reviewer for reaction. The fact that the
work included so much of the little-known, non-English story of colonial
North America shocked one unidentified reviewer. He noted that “one
third of the whole is devoted to the period before 1606, that is to say,
before there were any permanent English settlements in America.” The
reviewer was rather disturbed that “nearly twice as much space is given
to this early period of exploration as to the whole of the revolutionary
movement from 1763 to 1783.” He concluded that this focus was “imprac-
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tical” for a college textbook “or as the first part of a history of the United
States.”” The manager of the College Department of Macmillan, R. R. Smith,
further expounded this criticism and noted that this review “represent][s]
pretty accurately the attitude regarding a college text on American history of
men in the states east of the Rocky Mts., with the possible exception of a few
of those in the south-western states.”*

After a long, convoluted history, Macmillan published Colonization in
1920. Frederic Paxson quickly critiqued the new comparative approach.
He felt that Bolton had created a new subject rather than built on tradi-
tional colonial history and agreed that the unorthodox distribution of space
shocked some traditional historians. Finally, he was sorry to see colonial
history changed, but the book would be instrumental in creating a new
comparative approach.®

If Bolton had moved toward comparative United States colonial his-
tory, by 1916, through this publication, he was a short step away from the
implementation of his history of the Americas concept. However, once
again it is important to review the external developments that paralleled
and complemented Bolton’s thought processes.

In late 1917, the Semi-Centennial Committee of the Founding of the
University of California appointed a March celebration of the Committee
on International Relations. As a member of this committee, Bolton was
responsible for developing a program dealing with historical questions
relating to contemporary issues in the Pacific Basin. He persuaded Stanford
professor Payson Jackson Treat to be the main speaker at the celebration.®
Bolton was simultaneously developing other global concepts. In February
1917, Carl R. Fish sent Bolton a paper on the frontier that sparked Bolton's
“The Frontier, a Word Problem.” Bolton expressed this idea and hoped to
pursue the topic, but he never did.® Prior to Bolton’s development, the
concept of the history of the Americas seemed to exist in fragments that
certainly had a great impact on his thinking.

With the United States” entry into World War I, Bolton believed that a
phase in hemispheric history had come to a close. The future would lie
with the nations of the Americas, and he would have to present his con-
cept.

Other developments also may have influenced or strengthened Bolton’s
larger outlook. The University of California Publications in American Ar-
chaeology and Ethnography first appeared in 1903-1904, but it was not
until 1916 and afterward that its papers began to take an Americas ap-
proach —looking at Mexico and Peru, for instance. In 1918 Bolton was
involved with the Center for Hispanic-American Culture. The Spanish
government charged the Center with organizing a congress to be held in
Seville during the Hispanic-American Exposition that would take place at
the end of the war. The primary purpose of this congress was to study the
principles whereby the governments of Hispanic America and Spain would
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unify their laws dealing with culture, science, trade, and commerce. It was
hoped that these laws would become a common base for Spain and the
American republics. All Spanish-speaking hemispheric nations, institutions,
societies, and groups were encouraged to take an active role in this con-
gress.®

Not only was Bolton interested in Hispanic concerns, but early in 1918,
he and other faculty members were on the Committee on International
Relations.®* They met at the Faculty Club in March to discuss a proposed
international conference. In Hawaii or Japan, representatives from Pacific
Rim nations would meet in 1919 to consider international cooperation in
the fields of commerce and trade, diplomacy, education, labor, and sci-
ence.®

On the eve of the Versailles Peace Conference, Bolton, William M. Sloane,
and John J. Van Nostrand issued a statement stressing the importance of
history for understanding the causes of the war and how they might be
avoided in the future.?

Besides this interest in world affairs, Bolton was further developing
and refining his concept, but now in the field of cartography. In corre-
spondence dating from 1917 with L. P. Denoyer of the Chicago map firm
Denoyer-Gepper, Bolton promoted a series of maps that took an Americas
approach.®®

By the end of the second decade of the twentieth century, Bolton’s his-
toriographical thought process had reached the apex of its development.
It had its genesis with local colonial Texas and its full-grown development
as the Americas approach. Bolton summed up his approach in late 1920:
“So you see my thesis is not local history, but American history in the
largest sense. The Spanish Borderlands are only a bit of the whole.” He
further revealed, “Of course the entire thesis is too vast for one person to
master except in outline, but I believe I have had a vision which is des-
tined to reconstruct our teaching. We shall have general courses in Ameri-
can history, and special courses in national history (United States, Canada,
Mexico, etc.).”®

Over the years, Bolton continued to refine his idea of the history of the
Americas. In 1950 he recollected, “Through research in borderland areas
it dawned upon me that what we in this country, used to call American
history was really United States history — the story of only one of the twenty
American nations.” As he moved toward the Americas concept, Bolton
realized that he was breaking with tradition and “my great and admired
teachers,” who included Frederick Jackson Turner, John McMaster, and
others.” The die had been cast. In the coming decades, a new era in Ameri-
can historiography would unfold.
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The Americas Concept
Emerges, 1919-1929

One of the curious aspects of the historiography of the history of the Ameri-
cas is the fact that the Americas concept became more closely associated
with teaching than with research. Bolton directed his efforts toward teach-
ing the concept in his famous History 8 class. Given the fact that between
1919 and 1928 he published ten of his most important works, which fo-
cused primarily on the Spanish Borderlands, there was little time to com-
plete a projected textbook or an interpretative work on the Americas. Much
like his mentor Frederick Jackson Turner, who did not publish much more
than his historic “Significance” speech of 1893, Bolton published little on
the Americas concept. All that is left is his correspondence, a number of
articles, the “Epic” speech, and History 8. It was Bolton’s classroom teach-
ing that actually brought the concept to thousands of students, and thus it
is important to understand the History 8 course as a vehicle for expound-
ing the history of the Americas.

April 16, 1919, proved to be a fateful day for Bolton and the history of
the Americas. Phoebe Apperson Hearst, philanthropist and friend of the
University of California, had died a few days before, and many of the
university faculty attended her funeral. As the well-loved chairman of the
History Department, Henry Morse Stephens, was returning from the fu-
neral, he fell dead of a heart attack. The man who had brought the Bancroft
Library to Berkeley, along with Native Sons’ Fellowships, Herbert E. Bolton,
and a Hispanic-oriented faculty, was gone. For Bolton it was “an incalcu-
lable and irreparable loss” with as yet unknown ramifications.!

Bolton’s career changed quickly. First, Berkeley’s president appointed
Bolton acting chair and then chair of the History Department. In this posi-
tion he would have to lead the department without Stephens, teach his
classes for the rest of the semester, and develop new classes for the antici-
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pated increase in veterans’ enrollment following the end of World War L
Bolton covered Stephens’s popular Western Civilization course, which
attracted as many as seven hundred students; however, in the months
that followed, the history faculty reorganized the lower-division program.

As department chair, Bolton was now in a position to take positive
action on his dream of creating and teaching a course on the history of the
Americas. Since 1911 he had been “advocating a course in the history of
the Western Hemisphere, which in a way should parallel the general course
in the history of western Europe.” As Professor Lawrence Kinnaird (Ph.D.
1928) noted in 1942, “Professor Bolton dared to suggest that a knowledge
of the New World might be of more practical value to Americans.” In
order to achieve this, a history of the peoples who came to the Americas
should be presented rather than the history of individual political units.?

At this time the curricula of most colleges and universities required
students to take a general survey of European history. Traditionalists then
and now stress the importance of a thorough knowledge of European his-
tory. American history, which followed in importance, was organized along
nationalistic lines.?

There is evidence of a conflict between Bolton and Stephens over the
teaching of an Americas-type course. Bolton alluded to this problem when
he wrote that the course was one “which I never expected to give, but
which fell to me through the death of Professor Stephens and the great
increase in our freshman enrollment.”* In 1966 J. Fred Rippy (Ph.D. 1920)
described Stephens as “an incurable optimist in respect to the ultimate
destiny of the world under Anglo-Saxon leadership.”” Had Stephens
blocked the introduction of this course because it dealt with Latin and
Anglo history as equals, or was there another reason? Was it perhaps the
voice of a traditionalist seeking to maintain the status quo over Bolton's
new perspective? These questions may never be answered.

Exactly two weeks after the death of Stephens, Bolton wrote, “New
possibilities have opened here for the development of my personal work
and I have to decide soon which path I wish to follow.”® On May 26,
within forty days of Stephens’s death, Bolton had organized the course,
titled it “History of the Americas,” and placed it among the fall semester
offerings.

Over the years, Bolton provided numerous insights into the value of
the history of the Americas. His first analysis of the educational value of
the history of the Americas is found in his response to the Committee on
History and Education for Citizenship in the Schools, based in Washing-
ton, DC, in which Bolton outlined the importance of the history of the
Americas for schoolchildren.” He wanted the Committee to use the term
“ American history,” so that the nations of Latin America and Canada could
be included. He reasoned that in order for students to become “fully
equipped American citizen[s] of the post-war period,” they must “have
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some definite knowledge of world affairs as well of strictly national af-
fairs.” He continued, “For no field is this knowledge so eminently desir-
able and at the same time so painfully lacking as for that of the Hispanic
American countries to the south of us. In only a lesser degree is this true
of our neighbor on the north.”

Bolton believed that American participation in World War I completed
a cycle of American history. In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries,
the Europeans “transmitted a culture, a congeries of institutional tradi-
tions, and a potent civilization.” Then for three centuries, the Americans
further developed that civilization, so that when World War I was in pro-
cess, they could “enter the conflict and give the incisive victory to the
cause of humanity.” Furthermore, Bolton believed that knowledge of the
Western Hemisphere was necessary for economic and political reasons,
such as “promoting better relations with Hispanic America, to the unity
of interests of the nations of this hemisphere, and to our own growing
need of foreign markets where we may compete to advantage against the
great mercantile powers in the world.”

Bolton’s enthusiastic statements placed him in a dilemma. On one hand
he outlined how this new history could be taught, but in the next state-
ment he noted that there was no room for it in elementary and secondary
curricula. However, he pushed forward with the concept and wrote that
certain “unities and parallels” allowed it to be taught by “an ever-grow-
ing body of men.” He ended with the admonition that historians from the
Far West, because of international contacts and foresight, knew what was
best for national education and “believe in battering down those tradi-
tions of American history which have...unduly restricted its scope.” His
statements are those of an enthusiast for the concept and do not take into
consideration the reality of introducing such a radical concept into educa-
tional systems throughout the nation. Bolton’s enthusiasm for the concept
later caused him to promote the idea because it was the right thing to do,
but he never really developed a philosophical approach to explaining it.

Having created the concept for the course, Bolton “brashly announced
a lower division lecture course in the history of all the Americas in one
synthesis” in the fall of 1919.® This new endeavor, which Bolton called
“Universal American History, that is the History of the Americas from
North Pole to the South Pole from Columbus to Now,” was filled with
new challenges.® Known as History 8, it was conceived as a two-semester
course. History 8A covered the colonial era, and the following semester
History 8B dealt with the national era.’® The history faculty was convinced
of the importance of this comparative approach. Over the years, the re-
quired status of the course within the department varied; in 1933 it was
an elective although other departments did recommend the course.”

Response to the course was overwhelming. Much to Bolton’s surprise
and dismay, 722 students were awaiting his lecture in Wheeler Audito-
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rium on the first day of fall classes in 1919. At the start of the second
semester in January 1920, there were 1,258 students in the class — standing
room only. When Bolton urged students to drop the class because of a lack
of seats, they said that they were content to stand and remained in the
course. This was the highest enrollment ever allowed. Subsequent restric-
tions kept the numbers to around one thousand.”? For the next twenty-
five years, Bolton lectured to between six hundred and eight hundred
students twice a week, assisted by half a dozen teaching assistants who
“helped me to organize that Seven Ring Circus.” Students and faculty
considered the course to be the largest purely elective course at Berke-
ley.?®

Bolton later reflected that he had made “very little preparation for the
course” prior to its presentation, “and gave it in a rather hand-to-mouth
fashion.” As a result, he “spent day and night reading, made a day-by-day
syllabus of one mimeographed page, drew maps on manila paper, and
later published the syllabus and maps in a three-hundred-page book.”**
Two of his students, Arthur S. Aiton (Ph.D. 1923) and Ralph Kuykendall
(M.A. 1918), assisted Bolton and developed the first crude bibliographies.
Aiton noted, “You were always a lap ahead of the wolf that year and we
were two laps behind.”" It was common for Bolton to spend a week pre-
paring a lecture, and at times he stayed up beyond midnight fine-tuning
these lectures. Furthermore, he created three new sets of maps and hired
nine graduate assistants.!®

One of Bolton’s former teaching assistants, J. Manuel Espinosa (Ph.D.
1934), described the mechanics of Bolton's teaching of History 8. The classes
were large lecture sections held in Wheeler Auditorium, where Bolton
began lecturing promptly at 11 A.M. two days a week. Notes were kept on
the podium while he walked across the stage with the pointer. He covered
the published syllabus in-depth in the lectures and used original examples
to get the students to focus on the concepts. Behind him was a 12-by-30
foot map that he pointed to with a six-foot pointer. At times he would lean
on the pointer in a resting mode.

The graduate assistants were required to attend the lectures and take
attendance. Each discussion section had twenty-five students. In the dis-
cussions the assistants expanded on points of interpretation and reading
materials from the syllabus. Through this experience most of Bolton's
graduate assistants, like Espinosa, were trained to be the instructors who
would keep the course going into the late 1960s.”

The course themes followed aspects of Frederick Jackson Turner’s con-
cept that the frontier experience modified the newly arrived European
culture in the Americas, creating a true American character. Bolton began
the course with “a general sketch of the European background of America,”
and once he got the Americas occupied, he moved into “the transmission
of European civilization (Spanish, Portuguese, Swedish, Dutch, French,
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English and Russian).” The first half of the course featured colonial ex-
pansion, then international rivalries, and ended with the fateful year 1776.
The second half of the course began with the completion of the indepen-
dence movements and then turned to the creation and development of
the American republics and the evolution of Brazil and Canada. Once the
nations were established, Bolton shifted his emphasis to the relations and
interrelations between the nations of the Americas and the rest of the world,
and ended with a look at the contemporary states of the Americas and
their role in the world.™

The comparative approach unraveled in the latter half of the course
because Bolton relied on individual national histories rather than taking a
broad thematic approach to the national period. This approach was simi-
lar to the traditional Latin America history that continues to be taught and
presented in textbooks as a series of separate national experiences. Later,
Bolton confided to Woodrow Borah that the national period was harder to
fit into his concept of unity. However, Bolton was confident that in the
future a historian would work a way out of this dilemma."

The average student in the course experienced a certain excitement cre-
ated by Bolton’s “infectious enthusiasm,” the backdrop of large maps,
and the new approach of comparative history. In the 1990s, a number of
former students left their impressions of the experience of History 8.2°
Engel Sluiter (Ph.D. 1937), a former graduate assistant (1932-1935), ob-
served the course’s effect on students:

The course was an eye-opener for students: it gave them new and exciting per-
spectives; it put the national history they knew as “ American” history in a larger
hemispheric framework; it introduced them to different peoples, cultures, and
institutions; and it gave them a chance to become more tolerant of races and cul-
tures different from their own.”!

Ursula Lamb (M.A. 1937) entered the University of California as a Ger-
man immigrant in the 1930s. She recalled Bolton’s approach:

Bolton would make a strong and at times a combative case for what he called,
“Las Americas.” He pointed out that civilization approached the United States
from the Southwest northward and he constantly stressed this point. He could
not be happier than when he stressed this point. He would say, “Mexico City had
a great cathedral when Boston was a fishing village.” As a European, | thought he
was overemphasizing the idea [of the history of the Americas] because it was so
obvious. His stressing of the unity idea was overdone until I realized that my
fellow American students had no idea of this European-type unity in hemispheric
history.?

Donald E. Worcester (Ph.D. 1940) commented on Bolton’s hemispheric
focus:

His purpose was simply to show freshman that there was much more to what
went on in the hemisphere than the coming and spread of the English. He re-
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sented the insularity and anti-Spanish biases of U.S. historians, and his aim was
to counteract it [sic]. He took the approach he enjoyed and which suited his pur-
pose—narrating events.®

Besides Bolton's comparative approach to the history of the hemisphere,
there were other reasons for the success of History 8. In 1963, John W.
Caughey (Ph.D. 1928) wrote about Bolton’s teaching style:

The paradox was that he did not seem to be a good lecturer. He was neither dra-
matic nor spectacular. He did not try to entertain, nor was he truly eloquent. In-
stead, he offered a down-to-earth exposition, a straightforward narrative, together
with his observations on the meaning. Clearly he was talking out of solid knowl-
edge. More important, he showed his keenness for the grand development that
was his subject and his zest for the study. He achieved a contagion of interest in
the pursuit and recapture of a fleeting past.?

Professor Thomas Bailey noted that Bolton was “a highly effective lec-
turer” —his voice carried well in Wheeler Auditorium. The other part of
his appeal was the published syllabus that students could purchase, thus
giving them time and the opportunity to “scribble down more meaning-
ful notes.” Bolton’s “infectious enthusiasm” and use of memorable, well-
placed anecdotes to emphasize a point also contributed to his success as a
lecturer.” Bolton brought the same narrative style he used in his publica-
tions to the classroom, a practice that made history come alive and was
popular with students.

Throughout his life Bolton saw the value of private institutions and
organizations, rather than federal government programs, promoting cul-
tural relations programs. Thus, for Bolton, the university was the best
environment for this comparative history of the Americas. Here national-
istic provincialism could be challenged, hopefully contained, and his new
approach could take hold.®

Bolton sought to destroy the provincialism of the Americas not only
through his courses and writings but also through fostering visiting pro-
fessorships.” He oversaw the arrival of Professor Rail Ramirez, the first
exchange professor from Chile (University of Santiago), at the University
of California. He arrived in May 1920 and stayed for the year, teaching
courses in the traditional and intellectual history of South America. Such
visits forwarded Bolton’s vision because through this personal contact,
students could “develop an intelligent and sympathetic knowledge of our
Hispanic-American neighbors.”?

It is interesting to speculate about what Bolton learned from his en-
counter with Ramirez, who had been educated in a system that stressed
Diego Barros Arana’s history of the Americas. The two professors prob-
ably exchanged views of the history of the Americas.

Bolton promoted the concept of the history of the Americas in lectures
and talks whenever the opportunity arose. In April 1920, he was in com-
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munication with the director of the University of California Extension
Service, L. J. Richardson. At the invitation of Professor Klingsberg, Bolton
proposed going to Los Angeles to deliver two lectures: “New Viewpoints
in American History” and “Opportunities for Historical Research.”?

At the same time, Bolton received an invitation from President Abbott
L. Lowell of Harvard University to present a series of lectures on United
States-Latin American relations at the Lowell Institute. Bolton declined to
speak on the proposed topic, but on December 13, 1920, he presented the
first of eight lectures under the title “The Expansion of the Spanish Em-
pire in America.” In New England, the bastion of traditional colonial his-
tory, Bolton was presenting a non-traditional view of hemispheric his-
tory.®

The annual meetings of the American Historical Association provided
both a private and a public forum where Bolton could present his ideas. In
December 1922, he boarded a train in Oakland and began his eastward
journey to attend the annual meeting of the American Historical Associa-
tion at New Haven. In a journal he kept of the trip, he recorded his meet-
ing with historians and his analysis of their reactions to his ideas.* On
December 27, at a session at the Taft Hotel attended by thirty-four people,
Bolton was the principal speaker; his topic was “Two Types of Courses in
American History.” In his speech he acknowledged that courses in the
history of the Western Hemisphere were needed, but there was also a
need for courses in national history or histories. To facilitate his ideas,
Bolton submitted a brief outline of his course. In his diary Bolton noted,
“My position seemed to be approved quite generally.” His colleagues Vic-
tor Andrés Belatinde, John M. Merriman, and Charles H. Haskins dis-
cussed Bolton’s concept, but no one took issue with him. However, Bolton
noted that in a “peppery” fashion, Merriman said that what Bolton was
saying could be found in Edward Bourne’s work, published earlier in the
century >

The following day Bolton attended a luncheon conference whose topic
was “The General College Course in American History”; N. W. Stephenson
of Yale presided, and other participants included Ralph Gabriel of Yale,
Dixon R. Fox of Columbia, Arthur Schlesinger, Sr. of the University of
Iowa, and Beverly Bond of the University of Cincinnati. Although Bolton
sat between Claude Van Tyne and Frederick J. Turner, the men only ex-
changed pleasantries and did not seem to discuss the presentations. Later,
Bolton left a critical assessment of his impressions of the men and their
ideas:

The discussion rather amused me. The notion of a “general course” in American
history as expressed by the speakers struck me as almost pitiful, when there is so
large and rich a field for a broad course (most of which still lies beyond the ken of
the profession). They merely urge a little more detail here, or a little more drill
without changing the scope of the course one whit.*
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Bolton had a discussion with Schlesinger concerning his broad approach
to United States colonial history. Schlesinger volunteered the opinion that
the East generally regarded The Colonization of North America “as the most
significant contribution of recent times.” His only complaint about the
book was that the Preface was not more pretentious! Bolton replied, “I
studied restraint in writing the Preface, in order not to seem too far from
the old [traditional conservative] idea.” In a new edition, Bolton said, he
would revise the Preface to “safely tell what the book is about.”*

Ever the advocate of the history of the Americas, at New Haven, Bolton
stayed up past midnight explaining the course to Professor Ralph H.
Gabriel, who was teaching a freshman course at Yale based on the
“Chronicles of America” series. Gabriel remarked “that it seemed strange,
though evident, that the most ‘remote’ institution is giving the interpreta-
tion of American history.”*

University of Michigan professor Arthur Aiton (Ph.D. 1923) asked Bolton
to present a lecture or series of Jectures dealing with the Americas topic at
his university. A staunch believer in the Americas approach, Aiton noted
that it “will be excellent missionary work to deliver them [the lectures]
here.”?

Although lectures and conference presentations helped to spread the
new Americas approach, a monograph, whether a textbook or an inter-
pretative work, would have been more beneficial and have wider-ranging
effects. From the beginning, Bolton contemplated writing a text for his
course. Because no text existed, he had to rely on an extensive syllabus
filled with readings that were placed on reserve. Although this could be
used in his specific circumstances —he could have the university purchase
sixty copies of a book to be placed on reserve—it was not possible for
teachers at less generous institutions who were planning to teach the course.

Bolton’s first publication on the subject was a modest endeavor. In the
first few years after word spread of the success of History 8, Bolton re-
ceived “so many inquiries...that it has not been possible to answer all
individual inquirers”; as a result, in 1924 he published a brief outline of
the course in Historical Outlook, thereby bringing the concept to teachers
throughout the United States.”” If individuals found this new compara-
tive approach difficult to teach because of a lack of knowledge of Latin
American or Canadian history, Bolton advocated that they start with what
they knew and gradually ease into the rest while they developed their
knowledge base.

During the 1920s, Bolton’s writing schedule was full.*® However, de-
spite his busy schedule, in 1919 he contemplated writing a two-volume
textbook on the history of the Americas. Such a work would illustrate the
importance of his ideas and allow them to enter mainstream American
history.* At the December 1919 meeting of the American Historical Asso-
ciation (AHA) in Cleveland, Bolton, still reeling from the success of the
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first semester of History 8, met with William W. Appleton of D. Appleton
& Company. Bolton discussed two possible titles for his study: “The Ex-
pansion of Spanish Dominion in North America” or “The Development of
the Americas in the Western Hemisphere.” His enthusiasm and the poten-
tial of profitable sales interested Appleton, and there ensued correspon-
dence between the two on the matter for a year. At the 1922 AHA meeting,
Bolton showed Appleton his unfinished manuscript, “Outline of the His-
tory of the Western Hemisphere.” Discussions and meetings continued
for several years, and Appleton urged Bolton to complete his manuscript
as soon as possible.®

However, for some unexplained reason Bolton opened discussions with
representatives from Macmillan. Once again there were visits to Berkeley,
contracts were presented to Bolton, and pleas were made for a comple-
tion date. By the closing years of the decade, Bolton continued to promise
a finished manuscript, now titled “History of the Western Hemisphere,”
but Macmillan would be disappointed despite the fact that Bolton restarted
discussions on the book in 1930.*' Apparently dissatisfied with his discus-
sions with Macmillan, in December 1926 Bolton opened correspondence
with yet another publisher, Harper & Brothers, which also did not lead to
publication.*?

Despite all of these discussions and negotiations with frustrated pub-
lishers, the idea of a full-blown text became lost in Bolton’s busy publica-
tion schedule. However, negotiations with Ginn & Company agents would
finally bear fruit. In late 1924, Bolton proposed both a text and a syllabus.
Since Ginn & Company saw the idea of a text as vague and illusive, it
realistically agreed to publish the syllabus for the growing college market.
The syllabus was on firmer ground because it already existed, having first
appeared in mimeograph form in 1919-1920. For years following, the Uni-
versity of California Press had printed it but had not published it. On
November 17, Bolton signed a contract with Ginn & Company in which
he would receive 15 percent royalties from its sales.® It took Bolton sev-
eral years to make the necessary corrections and revisions. Finally, on Oc-
tober 15, 1928 Ginn & Company published the syllabus, History of the
Americas: A Syllabus with Maps. Except for the “Epic of Greater America”
address presented in 1932, this would be the closest that Bolton would
ever get to the development of a monographic study on the history of the
Americas. Although the syllabus provides some insights, it is not an inter-
pretative work that could set the stage for a full study and analysis of the
concept.

Bolton saw the syllabus as a pioneer work and noted, “Pioneer trails
generally are neither smooth nor straight, but those who come after me
will remedy these defects. The Syllabus makes no pretence of finality.” In
letters to colleagues, he reiterated the fact that the syllabus was far from
complete, being only a survey of Western Hemisphere history in the form
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of sixty lectures. The main concepts were presented in introductory para-
graphs and detailed outlines, and an extensive bibliography served as a
guide for further study. The work contained some ninety detailed maps,
which Bolton believed were in great demand and which many praised for
their detail *

Publication of the syllabus quelled the desire of both Bolton and his
publisher to realize a two-volume masterpiece on the Americas. Early in
February 1929, Bolton discussed his ideas for a two-volume work on the
history of the Western Hemisphere in a letter to Frederick Jackson Turner,
an idea that had been “rattling around in my brain for some time.” He
was looking not at a textbook but at a broader interpretative work that
would be of interest to the general public. The parameters of his work
were beginning to come into focus.*

In July 1929, Bolton received a letter from an English Catholic, Edward
Eyre, who was concerned with the anti-Catholic history taught to Catho-
lic children in English schools. He proposed that Bolton write a work of
60,000 to 100,000 words that took a comparative approach to New World
history for the Westminster Catholic Federation.* Eyre’s suggestion in-
trigued Bolton. He responded that he was writing a two-volume work
tentatively titled “The Historical Development of the Western Hemi-
sphere”; it was being developed both for the general reader and as a text-
book with a more cultural focus than that found in the syllabus. He con-
cluded with an ambitious plan to take his two-volume work and revise it
into a one-volume work for Eyre’s purposes, but his plan was never real-
ized.¥

Although this was the nationalist 1920s, there were other historians
who, like Bolton, were concerned with promoting inter-American friend-
ship and understanding within academic circles. Harvard professor
Clarence H. Haring fostered the idea of gaining a better understanding of
the peoples of the Americas.®® In Chicago, the Norman Wait Harris Me-
morial Foundation at the University of Chicago sought to promote better
understanding between Americans and their neighbors, and in 1924 held
what became an annual institute.

Although a monograph on the history of the Americas that could be
analyzed and discussed did not exist, historians were becoming familiar
with Bolton’s approach. Writing soon after he heard about History 8, a
long-time advocate of Bolton’s approach, William R. Shepherd of Colum-
bia University, responded positively to the concept and hoped that the
course would be introduced into all of the major United States universi-
ties. His only caveat was that it might be difficult to find a professor “whose
profound scholarship, gift of presentation and broad historicity of out-
look would compare in some measure with your own [Bolton’s].”* This
warning manifested itself during the decline of the course in the 1960s.

In 1921, Professor O. G. Libby noted the importance of Bolton’s broad
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approach to the colonial history of the United States. The approach was
“distinctly a product of our twentieth-century experience and international
alliances.” For Libby it was “the very antithesis of that American insular-
ity” which European critics projected onto American manners and mor-
als. It was Libby’s hope that a broader study of the Western Hemisphere
could be created which would help to supplement the works in European
history. He concluded that the United States growth as a world power
made it imperative “that we abandon the self-centered type of history
writing and attempt something on a somewhat more generous and catho-
lic basis.” Finally, he hoped that in the future a large number of influential
scholars and general readers would see “that its methods are fully justi-
tied by results and that a new field of scholarship has definitely been opened
for future work.”*

Bolton’s broader approach impressed the colonial historian Charles M.
Andrews. In the Bolton and Marshall book, The Colonization of North
America, Andrews was able to read about Spanish administration and
quickly see the contrast between it and English administration. He con-
cluded that Bolton’s work set a standard, and now English colonial histo-
rians would have to catch up in their field.”

The publication of the syllabus pleased Isaac J. Cox, one of the early
promoters of the Americas concept. Cox thought the syllabus would have
“a marked effect on the teaching in the field.” He saw it as “a piece of
missionary work and as one of immediate value to those of us who are
already giving courses in the field.”*

As early as 1917, Bolton’s mentor and friend, Frederick Jackson Turner,
had words of both encouragement and caution for Bolton. He was im-
pressed with Bolton’s work in the Spanish Borderlands and its bearings
on a broader approach to American history. He saw Bolton’s Borderlands
orientation as a new field of study that “admirably fits in with my own
studies of the American advance, and makes it possible to understand the
meaning of that advance.”*

Best known for his frontier thesis, Turner had looked favorably upon
the comparative historical method as far back as 1904. He felt that the use
of comparative methodology would be an important contribution to the
study of the history of the United States. He further observed that “we
should undoubtedly find most fruitful results” in comparative frontier
studies of the United States, Russia, Germany, and English colonization in
Canada, Australia, and South Africa.* Thus, in terms of the history of the
Americas, the fact that this approach would “have a real and important
influence upon the study of American history” satisfied Turner.>

Realizing the nature of American historians and historiography, Turner
cautioned Bolton about his new approach to American history because of
the conservative nature of United States historians.* He encouraged Bolton
to develop a book on the subject so that traditional “eastern and northern
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scholars” would appreciate the “rich field you are working and what its
bearings are on general American history, in the larger sense.” However,
Turner concluded with an additional cautionary note:

Some of us are converted already, even if we are not adepts, but you must water
your rum, and offer it in a small glass to the man who is brought up on the Parkman
light wines — Or words to that effect! — You get the idea.”

Taking a more realistic position, Frederic L. Paxson had his doubts about
how this broader approach would be accepted by United States histori-
ans. Bolton and Marshall’s, The Colonization of North America, which con-
tained “marked excellences that will gain a wide adoption” impressed
him; however, he thought that if given a choice between a broad colonial
approach and the narrower English story, most historians would opt for
the latter. Paxson also believed that the history of the Americas should be
widely studied but, given the traditional nature of United States histori-
ans, “I expect the heavy traffic will be in the history of the United States.”
Paxson saw Bolton as the master of a new field and wanted to continue
their discussions of the broader approach. The syllabus caught Paxson’s
interest and attention, but he continued to be “less than certain” about the
Americas approach although he had to admit “You make a most persua-
sive presentation of it in this little volume.”*®

Bolton’s students spread his historical ideas from the University of
California to colleges and universities throughout the nation. He attracted
hundreds of students in the field of American history in its broader sense,
and his graduate seminars became famous throughout America. By the
time of his retirement in the early 1940s, Bolton had trained some five
hundred students who received master’s degrees and were teaching in
high schools and junior colleges throughout the United States. Further-
more, under his guidance, approximately one hundred students secured
doctorates in history. Many of these went on to obtain influential teaching
positions at major colleges and universities throughout the nation. They
took with them the fundamental Bolton concept of teaching the history of
the Americas.”

In the Midwest, the idea of a broader approach to United States history
had taken hold even before Bolton developed his course. William L. Schurz,
who began teaching at the University of Michigan in 1915, was soon offer-
ing a course on Spain in North America and the Pacific area. When Arthur
S. Aiton, a recent Bolton student, joined the University of Michigan fac-
ulty in 1922, he strengthened this tradition. Between the 1920s and 1950,
Professor Aiton presented the non-English approach to United States his-
tory to hundreds of students.®

Within a decade after Bolton introduced the idea, the history of the
Americas had spread across the United States and Canada; thirty-four
colleges, universities, and junior colleges were teaching the course and
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using the syllabus.® Some professors were uncomfortable teaching the
new approach and used the syllabus in their United States survey courses
or for their United States-Canada courses. In 1921 at Hamilton College in
Clinton, New York, Professor Milledge L. Bonham inaugurated a two-
semester course on the colonization of North America that devoted 20
percent of its time to Canada. At the University of Montana, Professor
Paul C. Phillips presented a similar course to some forty students annu-
ally. Sold on the idea of a broader approach to United States history, in
1923 Professor Ralph Gabriel began to teach a single semester course on
the history of North America at Yale that spent 50 percent of its time on
Canada.

Professor Isaac Cox began to offer a course similar to Bolton’s in 1921.
Lewis Hanke, who would later become an ardent promoter of the “Bolton
theory,” studied under Cox, becoming familiar with this new approach
and one of its ardent disciples. Within a year the University of Nevada
and the University of Southern California had introduced Bolton’s ap-
proach to hemispheric history.®

Early in 1929, a representative of Ginn & Company proudly announced
that the syllabus headed the firm’s list of books sold in the Pacific Coast
territory.®® The largest number of institutions teaching the course were
located in the West, with some nineteen (55.8%) reporting. Given Bolton’s
influence on California graduates, 52.6 percent of the reporting institu-
tions were concentrated in California. In the East, eight (23.5%) schools
were teaching the course, three (8.8%) in the Midwest, and only one (2.9%)
in the South. In Canada, three (8.8%) institutions taught the course.* De-
spite the fact that this was a revolutionary approach to history in the United
States and Canada, historians and students liked the comparative approach.

Some institutions had made the history of the Americas their introduc-
tory course and a prerequisite for advanced work in United States history.
At Berkeley it was an elective for history majors, and students in other
majors were encouraged to take it. The only problem some historians saw
was the fact that the broad nature of the course and the limited time of
two semesters made certain topics like the history of Canada or Cana-
dian-American relations difficult to deal with in two or three weeks. In
general, the primary contribution to students was the presentation of a
point of view that Edith E. Ware referred to as “the contribution of the
remarkable experiment.”

Junior colleges, especially those in the American West, borrowed the
title and imitated the content of “History 8A-8B —History of the Ameri-
cas.” Edith Ware commented on the importance of teaching the course in
the junior colleges as a mechanism to help reach a wider audience, thereby
having a greater impact. She concluded that it “is a wholesome departure
from the narrow nationalism which has too often limited the historical
horizon of immature students to the region south of the Lake of the Woods
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and north of the Rio Grande.”®

As an example of the popularity of the course, the president of Sacra-
mento Junior College, J. B. Lillard, wrote to Bolton early in 1931, seeking
graduates who could teach the Americas course. The course was popular,
the demand was great, and his institution needed teachers to meet the
demand. This problem was growing throughout the nation and Canada.”

At other institutions the content remained the same, but the title
changed. At Elmira College it was titled “The History of the Western Hemi-
sphere”; at Bucknell University, “Our Neighbors, Canada and Mexico”; at
the University of Pennsylvania, “Latin-American and Canadian History”;
and at Occidental College, “The Pacific Ocean History.” Out of sixteen
titles that were submitted to Edith Ware's The Study of International Rela-
tions in the United States, these were the four best. In some cases these
courses were directly stimulated by Bolton’s work, whereas other courses
were created in order to keep Latin American history from becoming iso-
lated from continental relationships.®®

By 1930, nineteen professors teaching at colleges and universities
throughout the United States and Canada lent their support to this pio-
neering work.® Edward E. Curtis at Wellesley College noted that the
“course has attained a nation-wide fame and is the envy of all teachers in
the same field.” Others stressed that it was an excellent concept that some-
day would “become the standard for all our preparatory history work.”
Others shared this idea, feeling that in the past, history was studied “in
isolated and detached fragments and not as a unified subject.” Finally,
many suggested that the course “will destroy much of the unfounded preju-
dice and provincialism so characteristic of our teaching and will lay a
foundation for a more just appraisement of the contribution made by the
different European countries to our history.”

Even in Canada, the Americas concept was taking hold against strong
traditions. Early in the twentieth century, traditionalists dominated Cana-
dian historiography, stressing either Canada’s imperial relations or con-
stitutional questions.” Furthermore, the public and most Canadian schol-
ars were so engrossed with their own affairs and the influence of the United
States that interest in Latin America or any concept of Canadian involve-
ment in Latin American affairs was virtually ignored.” Interest in lands
south of the United States was so limited that prior to the 1960s, Canada
was not a full participant in the Pan-American Union.”

By the 1920s a growing interest in the United States role in the develop-
ment of North America initiated a change in the direction of Canadian
historical thinking. Canadian constitutional historians were infused with
a commitment to internationalism that found the model for a suprana-
tional state in French-English cooperation and the Canadian imperial re-
lationship. Younger historians who were exponents of North American
history also shared the idea that Canadian history was an international
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history. How could you teach the French colonial story without including
the colonial history of the mid-continent United States and the trade and
commerce in the Caribbean?”

Canadian-born and United States-educated Reginald G. Trotter (1888-
1951) was one of the leaders of the movement to promote cooperation
between Canada and the United States, and more generally among the
nations of the world.” After receiving his doctorate from Harvard in 1921,
Trotter obtained a position at Stanford University, which he held until his
1924 appointment as Douglas Professor of Canadian and Colonial His-
tory at Queen’s University in Kingston, Ontario. His Canadian upbring-
ing, American education, and years at Stanford that coincided with Bolton’s
Americas approach at Berkeley all had an effect on Trotter.”

Interestingly, in 1922, two years prior to Trotter’s arrival at Queen’s
University, “History 3: Colonial History” took a comparative approach,
looking at the Spanish, French, and English experiences in the New World.”
Thus, with his background and the comparative approach already taken
in colonial history at Queen'’s, Trotter found a place for a broader approach
to Canadian history that coincided with Bolton’s concept of the study of
the Americas.

In terms of Canadian historiography, it was Trotter who promoted the
internationalist view of the link between Canada, the United States, and
Britain. This is evidenced in his Canadian Federation (1924), in which, Carl
Berger observed, “Trotter elevated the achievements of responsible gov-
ernment and Confederation to a higher plane when he noted that Canada
had been the principal exponent of national autonomy preserved within
an internationalist commonwealth.” From this position, Berger continued,
“It was a short step to seeing Canadian relations with the United States as
pointing toward a more co-operative and peaceful international order and
away from the truculent and suspicious nationalism.””

Trotter’s expansive view of Canadian history allowed him to make some
use of Bolton’s concept of the Americas. In a letter to Bolton in 1938, Trot-
ter explained his own approach in dealing with a broader view. Since he
was unable to focus on Spanish American history due to history depart-
ment requirements, he used the vehicle of Canadian history. Up to the
American Revolution, Trotter presented a broad Americas-style approach
in dealing with North American history —or, as he put it, “The general
colour of the early part of the course is greatly affected by the influence of
your [Bolton’s] own emphasis on the importance of seeing the history of
any American country against the wider American background.””

Furthermore, a review of his teaching materials and syllabi show
Trotter's familiarity with and acceptance of the Bolton approach. In his
class notes for the history of Canada, Trotter included Bolton’s lecture
outline pertaining to Canadian topics along with Bolton and Marshall’s
The Colonization of North America.” In his Canadian History: A Syllabus and
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Guide to Reading, Trotter noted, “The task of placing Canadian history in
its continental setting is helped by such works as....” He proceeded to list
Bolton and others as useful sources.® In his large Canadian history course
of the 1930s, Trotter drew from both Bolton’s History of the Americas and
Bolton and Marshall’s The Colonization of North America or John Brebner’s
The Explorers of North America®

Early in 1927, when Trotter was preparing his article on the study of
Canadian history in United States universities, he sent questionnaires to
colleagues throughout the nation. He specifically asked Bolton for infor-
mation on the history of the Americas course.®? Bolton responded by list-
ing the Canada-related courses at the University of California, and al-
though he did not discuss the Americas course, he added that his “His-
tory of the West” (History 181) was in reality “a history of colonial North
America...down to the middle of the nineteenth century,” in which he
devoted “a very considerable space to Canada,” presenting lectures on
French Canada, Anglo-French rivalry, the British conquest of Canada, es-
tablishment of British rule, the British fur trade in the Northwest, and the
contest for the Pacific Northwest and the North Pacific in the later eigh-
teenth and early nineteenth centuries. Characteristically, Bolton highlighted
the fact that he subordinated “national history to the larger aspects of the
historical development of the continent.”*

In 1927 Trotter made some grand statements about the role of Bolton’s
concept. The Americas course allowed students to “gain about as much
familiarity with the outline of Canadian history as with the history of the
United States or Latin America.” The subordination of “national history
to the larger aspects of the historical development of the continent” also
impressed him.* Trotter concluded by noting that the publication of Bolton
and Marshall’s The Colonization of North America “facilitated elsewhere the
broadening of scope in courses on early American history, and stimulated
the growth of a similar attitude toward the latter period as well.”*

George W. Brown was also a strong proponent of the Americas idea. In
1924, he was the first North American-trained Ph.D. (University of Chi-
cago) to be appointed to the faculty of the University of Toronto. Brown
took a positive position toward Herbert Priestley’s 1929 book, The Coming
of the White Man, and stressed the importance of the Bolton concept when
he wrote: “The many comparisons between the various European colo-
nies are a valuable feature of the book, especially as historians have been
far too much disposed to study the colonies of some one nation rather
than colonial America as a whole.”®

John B. Brebner was another Canadian historian who promoted a
broader view of the history of the Americas. Born in Toronto, he was edu-
cated at the University of Toronto and then at St. John's College, Oxford.
He taught at Toronto between 1921 and 1925, and then joined the faculty
at Columbia University. In his first work, New England’s Outpost: Acadia
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before the Conquest of Canada, Brebner studied a border region where the
French and English collided. This study laid the groundwork for a follow-
up history of Nova Scotia, The Neutral Yankees of Nova Scotia: A Marginal
Colony During the Revolutionary Years. His The Explorers of North America
covers the entire region and its participants, and his seminal North Atlan-
tic Triangle presents the interplay of the United States, Canada, and Great
Britain.¥” Later Brebner would respond to Bolton’s “Epic” speech before
the American Historical Association, calling it a “remarkable synthesis”
and pointing out that he had been promoting the Americas concept for a
number of years as well.®

Prior to World War I, students at the University of British Columbia
studied United States colonial history in connection with Canadian his-
tory, which presented a broader than usual approach. Subsequently, Walter
N. Sage and F. H. Soward continued teaching this larger historical ap-
proach and stressed United States history as well.

In 1928 Professor Sage took a comparative frontier approach in his pre-
sentation of the history of Canada and the United States. In a July 13 letter
to Bolton, he explained: “I'm putting on a new course on Western Cana-
dian History, modeled to a large extent on your History 8, but on a more
restricted field.” Sage noted that some seventy-five students were enrolled
in the course, which was the first of its kind offered in British Columbia or
anywhere else in Canada.* He pointed out that until that time, Canadian
historians had paid little attention to the Canadian westward movement
and to its parallel with the movement in the United States. In his article on
the subject, Sage presents a tight comparative history.®

A long-time friend of Bolton, Professor Sage maintained correspondence
with him and offered suggestions for improving the Americas course. Early
in 1929 Sage shared a syllabus of his British Columbia history course with
Bolton that he hoped Bolton would find useful, particularly the bibliogra-
phy. A few months later he sent Bolton more information on Canada and
the Americas course and a copy of his article on the Canadian frontier.”

McGill University in Montreal instituted the study of European coloni-
zation and expansion in 1918. Four years later the faculty inaugurated a
course on the history of Canada and the United States.” Professor Ed-
ward R. Adair joined the history faculty in 1925.” He quickly incorpo-
rated his interest in the Americas into a new course, and as a result, dur-
ing the 1926-1927 academic year, “British and European History” was of-
fered for the last time. Adair, who at that time was teaching “History of
Canada and the United States” introduced “General History of North and
South America” in the fall of 1927.* Although Trotter would point out
that this was the most Bolton-like course offered at the time in Canadian
colleges and universities, he expressed cautious optimism: although Ca-
nadians had begun to focus on hemispheric history, they were still at-
tached to European history because of their membership in the British



70 Herbert E. Bolton and the Historiography of the Americas

Commonwealth.”

In Latin America the hemispheric approach to history had been in vogue
since the mid-nineteenth century in Chile. Schoolchildren had been using
Diego Barros Arana’s Compendio elemental de historia de América, the first
Americas textbook revised for popular use by students, since its first pub-
lication in Santiago, Chile, in 1865. Until 1932, editions were published in
Santiago and Buenos Aires for use in the local schools.*

Since the 1850s, Frei Camilo de Monserrate, the director of the National
Library, had been discussing the idea of actually teaching a history of the
Americas in Brazil.” Unfortunately, Brazilian educators took little heed
of the Benedictine priest’s suggestions for a broader approach to hemi-
spheric history. By 1886 non-American events were taught at length, but
only United States independence and the Mexican Revolution were dis-
cussed in detail. At this time, the director of the National Library, Ben-
jamin Franklin de Ramiz Galvéao, tried to promote his predecessor’s Ameri-
cas approach to history, but again to little avail. However, the idea began
to make some progress among Brazilian historians like Manuel de Oliveira
Lima (1867-1928), who presented a lecture in the United States titled “His-
torical Evolution of Latin America Compared with That of English
America” at Stanford University in 1914. Soon after, the concepts were
published under the title The Evolution of Brazil Compared with That of Spanish
and Anglo-Saxon America® It would be over a decade before the history of
the Americas entered the Brazilian curriculum in the 1930s.

Besides the academic setting, conferences and other organizations pro-
moted the idea of the history of the Americas. In September 1922, the
International Congress of the History of America was held in Rio de Janeiro
to commemorate the centennial of Brazilian independence. A former
Boltonian, William L. Schurz, represented the University of California.
During a special session entitled “The Americas,” Percy A. Martin, Mary
W. Williams, N. Andrew N. Cleven, and Charles L. Chandler presented
papers that took a comparative approach.”

The Pan-American Union further promoted an inter-American concep-
tion of history and geography. At the Sixth International Conference of
American States, which met at Havana in 1928, the delegates adopted a
resolution that created the Pan-American Institute of Geography and His-
tory. It was headquartered in Mexico City, and the Mexican government
provided a permanent building for its use. The Institute’s purpose was
the collection and dissemination of information on geographical and his-
torical questions of interest to the American republics.

The work of the Institute would eventually move toward the study and
development of an Americas approach. At its 1935 meeting, United States
Secretary of State Cordell Hull welcomed the delegates and added that
the study of hemisphere geography and history are “well calculated to
stir and unite the interest of our twenty-one nations.” Taking the Boltonian
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approach, he continued, “From colonies we have become free and inde-
pendent nations, established in lands unhampered by the bonds of the
past. Can anything conceivably draw us closer together intellectually and
culturally, than dispassionate and earnest study of our various environ-
ments and of our histories as independent states but neighboring
peoples...?”1%

The Americas approach and the interest in Latin American history were
evidently having a positive impact in the United States. If the Spanish
people and their history had been presented in a negative light in the nine-
teenth century, textbook writers of the early twentieth century gradually
changed their position. Some, like Reuben Post Halleck, began to make
concessions. In History of Our Country, Halleck commented on Spanish
contributions to history:

The Spanish lacked “moral and ethical character,” but they had made certain con-
tributions to the New World; they had, after all, discovered it, and they had brought
it Christianity, mission architecture, and domestic animals.™

Did Bolton and his students bring about this changing attitude? Bolton
was part of the changing position toward the Spaniards and, by the 1930s,
had helped to define a more balanced approach that gradually displaced
hispanophobia.

Although historians still dealt hesitantly with a full Americas approach,
a broader approach to American history was gradually making inroads
into mainstream United States historiography. Yale University Press’s
publication of the “Chronicles of America” series had as its goal present-
ing a balanced history of the United States and its neighbors. As a result,
the series grew, and the press included Bolton's The Spanish Borderlands
along with volumes on New France and William R. Shepherd’s The His-
panic Nations of the New World (1919). Once the series was complete, Ralph
H. Gabriel and Arthur B. Darling produced The Yale Course of Home Study
Based on the Chronicles of America, which they published in 1924. In the
Preface the authors stated, “This outline has been prepared for the use of
the person who wishes to become familiar with the story of his country;”
however, the outline did allow students to obtain an in-depth view of
American history very much in line with Bolton’s broad Americas con-
cept.’

Bolton, who was working at full capacity and was unable to complete
his Americas text manuscript, now contemplated a major book series with
an Americas theme. He had a conversation with a representative of Ginn
& Company, in which he discussed a series of short volumes similar to
those in the “Chronicles of America” series. They could be written in a
similar style for the general reader and for use as supplementary readings
for high school and college students. With these, Bolton was trying to
solve the dilemma of inadequate supplemental reading facing instructors
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of the history of the Americas. In a letter to G. H. Moore of Ginn & Com-
pany he wrote, “As a matter of fact, I think the time is close at hand when
large textbooks will be replaced by very brief textbooks, supplemented by
‘interesting’ little books dealing with special topics.” However, Bolton saw
that his concept differed from that of the “Chronicles” in two respects.
First, the volumes of the “Chronicles” were too broad in their scope, and
thus much like textbooks. “Each episode,” he wrote, “should be rather
special and written with interesting detail.” Second, he wanted his pro-
posed series to cover the entire Western Hemisphere with topical volumes
taken as they come rather than developed around a general scheme. He
even included a list of contributors for the series, a number of whom had
demonstrated their ability when they had been his students.!® Unfortu-
nately, Bolton never developed the series, and there is little further men-
tion of it.

If Bolton was unable to produce a work on the history of the Americas,
others would have to meet the demand for a broader interpretation. A
colleague on the Berkeley faculty, Herbert 1. Priestley, filled the void. In
1929, as a part of the thirteen-volume “History of American Life” series
edited by Arthur M. Schlesinger and Dixon R. Fox, Priestley completed a
social history, poorly titled The Coming of the White Man, 1492-1848. The
approach was Boltonian in nature, dealing with the history of the Spanish,
French, Swedish, and Dutch societies in North America. “Such pictures
have a special interest,” commented Priestley, “as by similarity or con-
trast they bring out the colors of that fuller view of the Anglo-American
settlements grouping into the community of the United States....”'™

Book reviews reveal how historians reacted to this Bolton-styled, broader
approach to American history. In his review of the book, O. M. Dickerson
wrote that it should have been titled The Non-English Colonization of America.
Although Dickerson did stress the importance of this comparative ap-
proach, which was approved by “every student of American history,” he
complained that possibly the entire story of Latin American colonization
should have been included.'®

Isaac J. Cox, a pro-Bolton man, used a book review to express his views
on this broader approach to American history. The comparison that ap-
peared in Priestley’s book pleased Cox because it created a certain unity,
and allowed a better understanding of land-holding, trade policy, church
organization, social expression and other colonial institutions.® He un-
derstood that limited space prevented the inclusion of Central America
and the West Indies, and he concluded his review by noting that the adjec-
tive “American” had been stretched far beyond the limits of the United
States —"a concession that was not possible a decade ago.”'”

In a book review for the Hispanic American Historical Review, Professor
Arthur P. Whitaker wrote that he was impressed with the book’s “pioneer
character” and “the use of the comparative method.” He also expressed
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the role of this new form of history: “Here was a subject that not only
lacked obvious unity but also required the writer to prove to many a doubt-
ing Thomas that such a study has a place in the history of life in the United
States.”'%

While Bolton and his colleagues throughout the Americas were devel-
oping, implementing, and promoting the Americas concept behind the
“ivy-covered walls” of academe, United States foreign policy toward Latin
America was taking on a broader, pro-Latin America approach. President
Woodrow Wilson’s idealism “evolved into a kind of moral meddling, re-
sulting in a series of interventions in the internal affairs of several Carib-
bean powers.”'® The Mexican Revolution caused friction between the two
republics. Then in 1921, with the coming of President Warren Harding
and his pro-Latin American Secretary of State, Charles Evans Hughes,
change was in the air. President Harding appointed Herbert Hoover Sec-
retary of Commerce, and although Hoover could not change government
foreign policy with Latin America, he could influence trade and commer-
cial policy. During the Coolidge administration the government reverted
to an interventionist position.

The election of President Hoover in November 1928 brought a new
cooperative approach to United States-Latin American affairs. He regarded
the improvement of United States-Latin American relations as of vital in-
terest to the hemisphere.”’ Thus it was not surprising that one of his first
acts as President-elect was to go to Latin America on a six-week visit in
November-December 1928."

Typical of the speeches that Hoover made on this trip is a portion of
one that sounds similar to concepts Bolton used in his history of the Ameri-
cas:

There is abundant reason why friendship and understanding between us should
be so deeply rooted in the hearts of the people of both of our nations. We have on
both sides a history of common labor, of building in the New World a new form
of government founded upon a new conception of human rights; the supreme
experience of rebellion from the political and social systems of the Old World; the
subjugation of the wilderness; of development of economic life through the appli-
cation of the great discoveries of science; the effort to lift the moral and cultural
levels of our countries.'?

Journalists who accompanied Hoover concluded that the trip “was one
of the most important contributions ever made by an American statesman
to good-will on the American continents, and to the smooth functioning
of diplomatic and economic relations.”""® Frank H. Simonds took on a
Boltonian tone when he promoted the Americas concept: “What Mr.
Hoover did clearly accomplish was to put South America on the map for
our part of North America.” He elaborated that during the trip, Latin
America, “which has never enjoyed a tithe of the prominence bestowed
upon it in the past weeks,” filled the media and the conversations of United
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States citizens.!* As a result, President-elect Hoover taught the American
public, who had been “disastrously ignorant” of Latin America, the im-
portance of understanding Latin America, its people, and its culture. How-
ever, Simonds was realistic and stressed that it would be a long and ongo-
ing process.

In the area of foreign policy, President Hoover brought about a reversal
in United States policy vis-a-vis Latin America. The words of his inaugu-
ral address on March 4, 1929, in which he devoted a paragraph specifi-
cally to inter-American relations set the tone for this change in United
States foreign policy. No longer would the United States dominate Latin
American affairs; rather, it would work with them as a “good neighbor.”***

In order to facilitate travel and mail service to Latin America, President
Hoover promoted the establishment of Pan-American Airways, which
began service in 1930. Furthermore, in order to achieve immediate re-
sults, he stressed better organization of intellectual exchanges between
students and professors. At the first Pan-American Day exercises, on April
14, 1931, President Hoover promoted the concept of educational coopera-
tion in understanding Latin America:

It is of the greatest importance that the people of the United States become better
acquainted with the history, the traditions, the culture and the ideals of the other
republics of America. To an increasing extent, courses in the languages, literature
and history of the nations of Latin America are being offered in the educational
institutions of the United States. A similar realization of the importance of becom-
ing better acquainted with the history and development of the United States exists
in the countries of Latin America. Increasing numbers of students from the coun-
tries to the south are being enrolled in the colleges and universities of the United
States. I cannot emphasize too strongly this important aspect of inter-American
relations. These cultural currents not only contribute to better international un-
derstanding, but also emphasize the essential unity of interest of the American
republics.

Thus by the 1930s, there was a unique blending of a historiographical
development with American foreign and commercial policy. Interest in
Latin America and inter-American ties were being fostered by President
Hoover. Public and private individuals promoted the idea while Bolton
and his colleagues promoted similar ideas in academe.’” Despite the fact
that Bolton was challenging the traditional nationalistic approach to his-
tory, many historians saw the value of the Americas concept in historiog-
raphy and praised this new comparative approach to history. In a curious
twist-of-fate, this idea was promoted primarily by word-of-mouth, as
Bolton never wrote an analytical study on the subject.
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Bolton (R) and his roommate, Will Naylor at the University of Wisconsin (ca. 1893). At this time he was studying under Frederick Jackson
Turner. Source: Bancroft Library, #7.



Herbert E. Bolton in May 1920 at the time he inaugurated History 8A-B, History of the
Americas at the University of California. Source: Bancroft Library, #15.
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Bolton seated in front of one of his famous maps used in his Americas classes (1930s). Source:
Bancroft Library, #50.



i

Bolton at the Los Angeles Colosseum. In later years he continued to promote Hemispheric
unity in public forums, especially during World War I1. Source: Bancroft Library, #43,



Cartoon of Bolton made by “Lario” at the Hotel Ritz while on tour in June 1942. Source:
Bancroft Library, #61.
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The Epic of Greater
America, 1930-1953

The last phase of the unfolding of the Bolton concept lasted nearly a quar-
ter of a century, from 1930 through Bolton’s death in 1953. These were the
golden years of the history of the Americas, when, through a number of
important developments, historians’ interest in the concept reached its
pinnacle. It opened with Bolton’s “Epic of Greater America” address at
the annual meeting of the American Historical Association (AHA) in
Toronto. The presentation acted as a catalyst for historians throughout the
Americas to analyze and critique the man and his concept. Bolton sought
this reaction immediately after the “Epic” address; it was the “echo” he
had hoped for. This presentation and resulting analysis represented an
important step in the process of getting the Americas concept incorpo-
rated into American historiography.

The expansion of college courses treating the Americas continued, and
the concept reached the elementary and secondary school systems as well.
To meet the demand for a textbook, which Bolton had not yet produced, a
number of historians, both Boltonians and others, began writing textbooks
on the Americas, thereby realizing Bolton’s dream.

Beyond the halls of academe, the United States Department of State
promoted the Good Neighbor policy as the official policy toward Latin
America. Many Boltonians helped implement this policy as members of
the State Department staff. As World War Il approached, the Good Neigh-
bor policy evolved into one of hemispheric solidarity. Action among inter-
American organizations flourished as Bolton’s academic interests merged
with external forces. The Pan-American Union, through agencies like the
Pan-American Institute of Geography and History and others, promoted
an inter-American approach not only to history and geography, but to
archaeology, anthropology, and cultural exchanges as well. This was an
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exciting period for hemispheric history and related studies. As Bolton
reached his sixth decade, the Americas approach was maturing and Bolton
was at the pinnacle of his career.

In late December 1932, Bolton traveled to Toronto to attend the annual
meeting of the American Historical Association, where he would be ap-
pointed its president. In Toronto, a number of honors were bestowed upon
him for his work on the Americas concept. In a ceremony conferring an
honorary degree on Bolton at the University of Toronto, Chester Martin
read a lengthy citation extolling Bolton’s accomplishments. After noting
Bolton’s work on the Spanish in America, Martin emphasized that Bolton
was “carrying his studies into a still higher realm. He is seeking to make a
synthesis of these various influences which have contributed to the mak-
ing of this continent.”! A formal presentation of the first of two festschrifts,
New Spain and the Anglo-American West, edited by some of Bolton’s former
students, followed this convocation. In the Preface the editors noted
Bolton’s role as the creator of the Americas concept:

It is true that his interest in the History of the West has continued; but new ideas,
facts, and interpretations appear in his studies of New Spain and in his broader
view of the history of both North and South America. He was one of the first to
discard the narrowly national method of historical presentation and to recognize
the fundamental unity of New World development. American history with him is
not merely the story of the thirteen English colonies and the United States but a
more correctly proportioned narrative of the Western Hemisphere in all its inter-
national aspects. He is the creator of the History of the Americas as it is now taught
in scores of colleges and universities.?

The editors concluded with the statement that these studies “may help to
form a basis for the ultimate synthesis of these important branches of
American history.”? This tribute from his students deeply moved Bolton,
and his biographer, John Francis Bannon, felt that it “meant more to him
than the Toronto degree, the AHA presidency, and most other things which
had happened to him.”*

When a new president of the AHA takes office, it is customary for him
to present an address that characterizes his work. During the summer of
1932, Bolton was selecting an appropriate topic for his presidential ad-
dress. At first he planned on “The Other Jesuits in North America.” His
idea was to talk about the Jesuits of Mexico, whom Francis Parkman had
completely ignored in his mistitled work The Jesuits of North America. Dur-
ing this time, Bolton sketched out the first part of the planned address. As
late as October 7, when he applied for funding from the University of
California, he listed as his topic “The Jesuits of New Spain.”

At some point Bolton changed the topic of his address. In the introduc-
tion to his speech, he noted that the expanded membership and outlook
of the AHA, along with the fact that the Association was meeting in Toronto,
made it appropriate for him to present “some of the larger aspects of West-
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ern Hemisphere history.”® Bolton used “the past for purposes of the
present,”® and his presentation, “The Epic of Greater America,” was a
condensation of his work for the past thirteen years, now divided into
eight distinct sections.” First, Bolton pointed out “a need of a broader
treatment of American history, to supplement the purely nationalistic pre-
sentation to which we are accustomed.” For him, “much of what has been
written of each national history is but a thread out of a larger strand.” He
went on to point out:

It is time for a change. The increasing importance of inter-American relations
makes imperative a better understanding by each of the history and culture of all.
A synthetic view is important not alone for its present day political and commer-
cial implications; it is quite as desirable from the standpoint of correct historiogra-
phy*

Next Bolton moved into the historical development of his presentation,
focusing on discovery, exploration, and colonization. Here he took a
Turnerian approach, stating that “Europeans settled on the land, adjusted
themselves to the American environment, devised systems for utilizing
natural resources, and transplanted European culture.” Within the colo-
nial systems that were transported to the New World, Bolton highlighted
the fact that “Likenesses in the colonial systems were more striking than
differences.” These common points included mercantilism,
“government...adapted to the American frontier...,” the vestige of feu-
dalism, African slavery in the tropical areas, and European policies to-
ward Native Americans. On the latter point he noted that although “In-
dian tribes were everywhere used as buffers against European rivals,”
there was a point of contrast: “In one respect the Indian policies of the
Latin countries differed essentially from those of the Saxons. The Latins
considered the Indian worth civilizing and his soul worth saving.”®

The third section of Bolton’s address returned to the Turnerian theme:
“Everywhere contact with frontier environment and native peoples tended
to modify the Europeans and their institutions. This was quite as true in
the Latin as in the Saxon colonies.” Finally, he stressed that “Colonial ex-
pansion involved international rivalry.” A lengthy discussion of interna-
tional rivalry throughout the Americas followed this introductory state-
ment, which was probably more than his listeners desired at the time.'

Having set the foundation for the colonial era, Bolton moved into the
revolutionary era in the Americas. He noted that the American Revolu-
tion “was by no means a local matter.” In the United States, the “shadow
of Europe” that “lay deep over the West” menaced independence and the
growth of the new republic. For Bolton, Canada’s development to nation-
hood was the product of the French colony and the coming of the Loyal-
ists from the United States, which led to “the great Dominion of Canada.”
He also noted that Brazilians gained their independence without blood-
shed. However, he had the most to say about the Hispanic American
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struggles, which “were an imposing military drama.” He noted the simi-
larities and differences of United States and Hispanic struggles. External
influences, causes, and the use of outside aid were common to both; how-
ever, the greater landmass, distances, natural obstacles, and the existence
of numerous separate movements made the Hispanic story different. Bolton
ended the section by promoting the commonality of the post-revolution-
ary era, for which he has been criticized by historians. Typical of a United
States historian of the time, he discussed the role of the Monroe Doctrine
in an uncritical tone."

Section V was reserved for a detailed discussion of the westward move-
ment in United States and Canadian history, once again with Turnerian
overtones:

This division of the western seaboard of North America was highly significant. It
cut off from Spanish America the remaining borderland areas which had been
only partly Hispanized and placed the boundary near the frontier of effective
Spanish colonization. It gave both Canada and the United States frontage on the
Pacific. It enabled them both to assimilate added miilions of Europeans. Built on
the national domain, in both countries the West became a powerful nationalizing
force. The process of growth kept both nations young with continued frontier
experience; it prolonged opportunity for social experimentation, and perpetuated
early American and Canadian characteristics.'?

The next two sections were reserved for a discussion that “the territo-
rial bases for the national system had been laid.” Bolton continued, “In
this whole process of national growth and unification in the nineteenth
century the outstanding factors were boundless natural resources, foreign
immigration, foreign capital, and expanding markets” that were hemi-
spheric in extent. Here he stressed material progress throughout the Ameri-
cas.”® While passing over the United States’ development of “solidarity
and power,” Bolton discussed Canada, Argentina, Brazil, and Chile in some
detail. However, he also noted that for Latin America “prosperity was
one-sided,” and this had led to the Mexican Revolution. He ended by
stressing that “Progress towards nationality in the Western Hemisphere
has been attended by international adjustments.”™

Bolton closed his address by stating that the presentation was an “im-
perfect way...to indicate some of the larger historical unities and interre-
lations of the Americas.” The fact that work in the field had progressed
well in recent years and more light was being shed on formerly little-
known aspects of this history was encouraging to him. For Bolton the
“new synthesis” was merely a beginning for other historians to conduct
research on new Americas-related topics.”

Analysis of the address shows that Bolton presented a lengthy narra-
tive’® that many viewed as an encapsulation of History 8. The presenta-
tion was a chronological narrative, as he said of his course, “from pole to
pole and from Columbus to the present.” Bolton readily admitted, as did
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those who were in contact with him, that he was not an intellectual histo-
rian, and thus he did not provide an in-depth analysis of the concept in
terms of its role in and value to comparative history.”” However, Belgian
and French historians, Henri Pirenne and Marc Bloch, were in the early
stages of developing this type of history. It is possible that if the Americas
concept had been presented in Bloch's analytical approach, the results
might have been different. But this was not to be the case. Bolton had laid
aside plans for a monograph on the subject that could have provided him
with the opportunity to more completely develop the analytical frame-
work for the Americas concept. He had provided the framework for fu-
ture historians to further develop a “new synthesis.”

Bolton minimally treated or ignored many facets of the Americas story.
His comments concerning culture, literature, and philosophy in the Ameri-
cas were not well developed. For instance, he did not deal with the spiri-
tuality of the Saxon and Latin peoples and the impact of religion on their
ideas, values, and aspirations. He also glossed over difficult problems
such as the impact of the Mexican-American War, and he brought into
question the role of hemispheric solidarity during World War 1. Bolton
stated, “I have endeavored to indicate some of the larger historical unities
and interrelations of the Americas.” However, he did not discuss the dif-
ferences and the reasons for them.

Bolton was committed to the concept and had been teaching it for over
a dozen years, so he was puzzled by the lack of reaction from his col-
leagues. He lamented, “I have heard very few echoes from my speech and
the silence is ominous.””® He must have forgotten that since 1919, many
prominent and influential historians had been aware of the history of the
Americas and had responded to his new concept through correspondence,
personal discussions at conferences, and book reviews.

As was frue of all presidential addresses, the American Historical Re-
view reprinted the talk, now titled “The Epic of Greater America,” in April
1933. The American Historical Review summarized the talk as an appropri-
ate theme for a meeting in Canada, a “masterly synthesis of the develop-
ment of the Western Hemisphere,” and it hoped that the talk would broaden
“our perspectives in considering the history of the Americas, South as
well as North.” Thus Bolton’s ideas were not only heard by most of the
423 AHA members who had attended the December meeting, but also
were available to many more scholars. In reality “echoes” from historians
began in 1933 and continued for some eight years.

A Bolton friend and Europeanist, William E. Lingelbach of the Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania, was an immediate convert to Bolton's concept: “All
in all, your address was one of the most stimulating I have listened to and
I am glad you adhered strictly to your own field [Americas].” He went on
to note, “the classical frontier — or shall I say the Turner frontier —came in
for a decided beating. Our New England friends certainly were none too
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happy and I am surprised that they did not come to the defense of the
older position after Paxson’s paper on Thursday morning.”

Walter Sage of the University of British Columbia and Reginald Trotter
in conservative Toronto sent Bolton notes of appreciation and recognition.
In a March 1933 letter, Sage concluded:

From what I have heard your address was much appreciated and it was a real
pleasure to know that you had been able to preach your gospel of the history of
the Americas in the rather conservative attitude of Old Toronto. We here in British
Columbia regard the Toronto view of Canadian history just as you do the New
England tradition in the history of the United States. So to me, at any rate, it is a
real pleasure to know that you spoke as you did in Toronto.?

Professor Trotter, of the University of Toronto, sent Bolton a congratula-
tory note right after the “Epic” speech was given. He wrote, “It was cer-
tainly a sweeping presentation of a great interpretation or rather reinter-
pretation which it has been one of your achievements to make.” He con-
cluded that Bolton’s presence in Canada would be “a just and unprec-
edented stimulus to the cause of history in this country.”*

John B. Brebner of Columbia University addressed similar congratula-
tions to Bolton within a few weeks. He was glad that Bolton could “bring
the impact of your remarkable synthesis to bear directly on those who
attended and also on the many readers of the Review. Further, he noted
that in recent years he had been promoting the idea among his English
friends and had “presented a slight counterpoint of your recent paper to
the Canadian Historical Association.”*

An American colonial historian, Curtis P. Nettels of the University of
Wisconsin, read a reprint of Bolton’'s presentation with “the greatest inter-
est, and appreciated its importance for American history.” Nettels, who
was “brought up on the thirteen colonies interpretation of American his-
tory,” appreciated the Spanish influence in the New World and the role of
the Caribbean as a center for the development of many British policies.
For Nettels, Bolton's reprint “greatly broadens the horizon of American
history.”#

In 1934 J. Manuel Espinosa, who had studied under Bolton, wrote to
Bolton praising his speech. Bolton’s address inspired Espinosa to write a
short article on Bolton and the concept.* He believed that the speech had
a great influence in stimulating an interest in the study of Hispanic America
in Catholic schools.”

Mexican historians also reacted to Bolton’s address. Bolton sent a copy
of the article to Vito Alessio Robles, who was delighted with it, and said,
“It is a serious and sensible work...” that pulled together Bolton’s ideas of
the history of the Americas. Robles was so enthusiastic about the work
that he strongly urged Bolton to have it translated into Spanish and made
available to everyone “in all the nations of the Western Continent.”? In a
brief review of the translated version of “The Epic,” another Mexican his-
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torian, Silvio Zavala, wrote that Bolton’s experience as “[an] intelligent
cultivator of American history gives his conclusions obvious authority
and results in agreeable reading.”?

Professor Alessio Robles’s eldest daughter, Carmen, presented the idea
of promoting the history of the Americas to the Second Mexican Histori-
cal Congress at Mérida, Yucatan, in November 1937. In her presentation
she noted that in the past Mexicans had given preference to European
affairs and concerns, and as a result they knew little or nothing of the
republics of Central and South America. Furthermore, even though Mexi-
can history had been bound to that of the United States, most historians
had fragmentary knowledge of their neighbor to the north. Since Ameri-
can life was becoming increasingly independent from Europe, and because
great powers had arisen in North and South America, Carmen Alessio
Robles thought it was time to develop mutual knowledge and understand-
ing in an attempt to realize Bolivar’'s dream “for effecting the union of all
the peoples in the continent.” To realize this, Alessio Robles suggested
that the Congress send an invitation to the Mexican Department of Edu-
cation, Mexican colleges and universities, and state governments to de-
velop a preliminary Americas course in the national curriculum to be
taken prior to a Mexican history course.®

Unfortunately, a group of “pseudo-Communists” broke up the meeting
before action could be taken on this proposal. Fortunately, the faculty of
the National Autonomous University of Mexico introduced two courses
on the history of the Americas in 1936, and Professor Alessio Robles was
placed in charge of them

Alessio Robles pursued the idea of having the “Epic” speech translated
and published. Discussions with the director of the Pan-American Insti-
tute of Geography and History, Pedro C. Sdnchez, led to the publication of
the translated edition as part of the Institute’s ongoing series titled “Pub-
lication.”*

Critiques of the Bolton concept of the history of the Americas ema-
nated from a number of sources in the late 1930s. Arthur P. Whitaker, in a
review of the recent reprint of the “Epic” speech in Wider Horizons of Ameri-
can History, took the opportunity to react to the concept.*» He questioned
Bolton’s assertion of the “essential unity of the Western Hemisphere” and
“fundamental Western Hemisphere solidarity” since independence.
Whitaker felt that it might be a fine future ideal but certainly did not re-
flect the past. He was also critical of the fact that Bolton’s emphasis in the
field of Latin American history was Mexico and the Spanish Borderlands
rather than Spanish South America or Brazil. He noted that “it is also
illustrated by his statement that ‘till the end of the eighteenth
century...Mexico City was the metropolis of the entire Western Hemi-
sphere’ —a statement that would not be accepted at Bahia or Rio de Janeiro
or Lima any more than at Boston or Philadelphia or Quebec.” However,
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Whitaker concluded with high praise for Bolton:

His frequently demonstrated talent for grasping the larger significance of local
history has set a high standard for scholars engaged in that kind of work. The
courage with which he has forsaken the ivory tower of monographic writing for
the battlefield of synthesis is an example which many will admire and a few may
even emulate.®

From the pen of Edmundo O’Gorman, a member of the staff of the
Archivo General de la Nacién, came critical comments. The University of
Havana approached him to write a response to Bolton for the 1939 issue
of Universidad de la Habana.® In his article, titled “Hegel y el moderno
panamericanismo,” O’Gorman took the position that in reality there was
little that was unifying in the Americas tradition. For him, many of the
unities and interrelations Bolton discussed could be found in any society.
He feared that the study of local themes might become too narrow in scope
and thus detrimental to a hemispheric approach. Further, he took Bolton
to task for not including the human element and for ignoring culture, reli-
gion, and intellectual life. O’Gorman also attacked Bolton for his empha-
sis on the idea of progress or, as he put it, “material prosperity.”

A few months after this publication, O’Gorman, who did not know
Bolton, sent him a copy. In the cover letter O’Gorman noted Bolton’s “im-
portant discourse” and wanted to let Bolton know of his work; he also
asked Bolton to respond to his article.* There is no indication that Bolton
responded directly to O'Gorman at that time; however, he indirectly re-
acted to O’'Gorman’s position in a letter to William C. Binkley in 1941:

I have read Mr. O’Gorman’s dissertation with great interest. There is no doubt of
the truth of much of what he says of the differences between Latin America and
Anglo America. In some circumstances “ parallel phases” and “interrelations” may
be better expressions than “common history.” I am glad to note that he believes
“that the time has come to go beyond the nationalistic view of history in America,”
and that he recognizes “the pedagogical necessity of conceiving the facts of the
Western Hemisphere within a total structure.” That has been the basic thought in
all my endeavors in developing my History of the Americas. Moreover, [ think
that you will do well to keep the emphasis of the discussion [during a session of
the AHA] on that aspect of the matter rather than on a quibble over terms. Con-
trasts between Anglo and Hispanic America should find a place in a Western
Hemisphere view, but overemphasis of them should not result in losing sight of
the whole picture. I quite agree with Mr. O’Gorman that there is danger that “his-
tory which generalizes is history which falsifies.” That is why I have spent most
of my life in minute research. I have wished to know intimately the substance of
history. Nevertheless, I approve his attempts to presenta generalized history, which
constitutes the essence of his paper. If you put your emphasis on the broader
aspects of the Western Hemisphere, somewhat as I outlined them in the opening
paragraphs of my Toronto address and insist on keeping the discussion there, it
will not degenerate into a quibble over terms and phrases.®
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When the State Department asked Bolton to prepare a speech for one of
its sponsored meetings, he was probably mulling over O’Gorman’s com-
ments. In November 1939 Bolton presented a talk titled “Cultural
Cooperation with Latin America” to an inter-American conference of edu-
cators and professionals in Washington, DC. He stressed the cultural unity
of the Americas and answered some of O’Gorman'’s criticisms. This piece
was subsequently published in a number of journals and became a corol-
lary to the “Epic” speech.®

In response to this work, Peter M. Dunne, S.J. (Ph.D. 1934), of the Uni-
versity of San Francisco wrote to Bolton: “The former [“Cultural
Cooperation with Latin America”] is surely a classic synthesis and no-
body else could have written it. No wonder that it carries the day and that
it is being spread all over the Americas. The good it will do is going to be
very great.”¥

A historical controversy developed around Bolton’s Americas concept,
and Lewis Hanke, the director of the Hispanic Foundation at the Library
of Congress, was interested in bringing the concept to a scholarly forum.*
Hanke proposed to Professor Nettels of the University of Wisconsin, pro-
gram chair of the 1941 American Historical Association meeting, a special
symposium to discuss the question “Do the Americas have a common
history?” In January 1941, Nettels invited Bolton to participate in a round
table discussion on the subject because “It is our belief that the growing
interest in the field of Latin American history and its relation to the his-
tory of the United States and Canada warrants a general session on this
question.”* It is important to remember that while these plans were be-
ing formulated, Europe was seeing some of the darkest days of World
War IJ; it was being overrun by the Nazis, and the last hope of stopping
this aggression seemed to be in the hands of Europe’s offspring, the Ameri-
cas.

Plans went forward for the session, and invitations were extended to
George W. Brown, professor at the University of Toronto and editor of the
Canadian Historical Review, Edmundo O'Gorman of the Mexican archives,
and Dr. William E. Binkley, who consented to serve as chair of the sympo-
sium. The session was tentatively scheduled for December 29, 1941, and
because of its importance, there were no conflicting sessions on the pro-
gram.*

Although Bolton eventually withdrew from the session for personal
reasons, his correspondence provides insights into aspects of the subject.*!
At this time Bolton finally responded to O’Gorman’s criticisms. Concern-
ing the question of commonality, Bolton believed that the question being
posed —Do the Americas have a common history? —“might be regarded
as a call for argument rather than for enlightenment, and offer a tempta-
tion to excel in debate rather than in historical scholarship.” He thought
that a title such as “Common Factors and Interrelations in the History of
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the Americas” would be more constructive and would avoid any unnec-
essary debate.”?

On December 15, William C. Binkley expressed his regret that Bolton
had found it necessary to withdraw from the program. He went on to say,
“I feel that no one could be as effective as you in presenting the compre-
hensive point of view.”

At the afternoon session on December 29, generically titled “History of
the Americas,” the round table discussion “Do the Americas Have a Com-
mon History?” opened.® Neither Bolton nor Hanke participated. Clarence
H. Haring chaired, and the rest of the program remained as planned, ex-
cept that German Arciniegas replaced Hanke. William Binkley of Vanderbilt
University presented the United States position.** He stated that if histo-
rians and educators were going to deny the possibility of a synthetic his-
tory of the Americas, they must demonstrate that the American nations
lack common experiences susceptible to synthetic treatment and contem-
porary bonds of interest. He concluded that these factors were not present.
The Canadian position, represented by Brown, showed the two opposing
tendencies in Canadian development: (1) the tendency toward complete
Canadian autonomy and (2) cooperation with Britain. Given the fact that
World War II was raging, Brown “pointed out that in relation to the prob-
lem of world order the Americas have had a common history —a history
which challenges them to a common responsibility.” Arciniegas, who pre-
sented the Colombian position, asserted that the forces of the New World
made Americans of Europeans as they struggled to dominate the environ-
ment. American history could be discussed as a result of this struggle.

The lone dissenter was O’ Gorman. For him, American colonization was
similar to all of the colonies. The difference was “the fact that colonial
Latin America was a projection of medieval Spain and Portugal, while the
colonization of British America represents the antagonistic spirit of mod-
ern Britain.” He denied that the struggles for autonomy in the two Ameri-
cas were similar, and concluded by advocating the recognition of the in-
herited distinctiveness of the two regions as the key to an understanding
of Pan-American history.*

Over twenty-five years later, Silvio Zavala, the latter-day dean of the
history of the Americas, addressed the question of unity and diversity. He
wrote in an introductory statement to his monumental work, El mundo
americano en la época colonial:

Before continuing this train of thought and adding our own profession of faith to
preceding ones, it should be noted that the main arguments in this debate have
been extensively set forth by excellent minds on both sides. The hypothesis herein
proposed is that we should speak with greater propriety if, instead of accepting a
flat verdict in favor of the unity or the diversity existing among the histories of the
American countries, we should be willing to recognize that the history of the
New World embraces both unities and diversities. Further, such unities and di-
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versities are varied in origin, follow different directions, and change over periods
of time.

Zavala’s introduction then proceeds to expand his point.*
Charles C. Griffin wrote in his introduction to The National Period in the
History of the New World, concerning the question of unity and diversity:

The task of ordering the disparate material presented in the various preliminary
regional outlines proved difficult.... In addition to differences in the course of
United States history from that of Latin America, there were important differ-
ences within the latter area. There were many similarities and parallels in the
different countries and regions, but no single overall pattern, even for Spanish
America alone. This makes it clear that American history combines unities and
diversities and that any plan for a general history must take both into account.¥

Thus, the circular debate over whether unity or diversity directed the his-
tory of the Americas was laid to rest. The authors of these landmark stud-
ies proceeded with a broader interpretation and explanation of the con-
cept that would incorporate similarities and differences of the various
regions and nation-states within an increasingly synthetic Americas con-
cept.

The Good Neighbor policy of the United States and the development of
hemispheric solidarity during World War II encouraged further discus-
sion and redefinition of the Americas concept. In Argentina on August 7,
1940, Victoria Ocampo, editor of Sur, a literary journal, organized a round
table discussion titled “Is America a Continent?,” which Sur published
soon afterward. This open-ended discussion brought forth a variety of
concepts and opinions, and showed how the discussion of the concept of
Americas’ unity had spread among intellectuals.*® In the following years
the Pan-American Union published a series of discussions in the series
“Points of View,” discussing various aspect of life in the Americas, and
illustrating the interest and concern that intellectuals had for this posi-
tion.

In separate developments, there were others who added to the debate.
Enrique de Gandfa, Secretary of the National Academy of History in Buenos
Aires, presented his views on the controversy. He disagreed with
O’'Gorman and took the position that the interchange of ideas in the Ameri-
cas had been more of a unifying factor than most people realized. Further-
more, Western Europe had influenced the Americas, and each nation had
developed its own national culture. He could not agree with Bolton’s idea
“that American cultural development had always followed material pros-
perity” and concluded, “our American history [was] born of different
peoples and nourished by different cultures but...was guided, at times, in
a parallel way by the same ideal, by an identical aim: that of indepen-
dence, liberty, and democracy.”#

The pro-indigenist Aprista movement influenced the Peruvian intellec-
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tual Luis-Alberto Sanchez, and he took a different position on the com-
mon bond in the Americas. In 1941 he stated that the use of tradition ex-
isted throughout the Americas, but its presentation differed between North
and South America. Thus, it was important to try to understand the un-
derlying foundation of the many parts of Latin American society in order
to properly understand its people and traditions.® In a further develop-
ment of this traditionalist position, Sanchez wrote of the Aprista concept
of an “Indo-America” rather than merely a “Hispanic-America,” in an
attempt to more clearly define exactly what developments comprised Latin
America.”

In 1943, the Mexican diplomat Luis Quintanilla used the totalitarian
threat of World War II as backdrop in his book A Latin American Speaks. He
opened by asserting that “The America of today must be viewed as a unit”
and then critically discussed the role of unity in the Americas. In the pro-
cess he took issue with O’Gorman’s Hegalian view that America has no
history.*

Of the many scholars who commented on the Americas approach, Philip
C. Brooks (Ph.D. 1933) made one of the best analyses in a 1949 presenta-
tion. He noted that Bolton’s written statements on the concept can be found
in the Syllabus for his history of the Americas course and in his presiden-
tial address, “The Epic of Greater America,” presented in 1932. Both of
these key works were “essentially narratives, rather than expositions of
broad factors of history.” Brooks believed that “this elementary narrative
characteristic” was “an important reason why professional historians have
not come to know and appreciate better the fundamental principle behind
the History of the Americas.”

The most convincing part of the narrative, the part in which hemispheric com-
mon factors are best brought out, is that covering the colonial period. This is a
natural result of Dr. Bolton’s own training, career, and interests....”

Brooks regarded two of Bolton’s works as significant to the development
of his historiography: The Colonization of North America and The Spanish
Borderlands. Unfortunately, both of these works focused on the interweav-
ing of European expansion rather than stressing the thesis of the Americas
concept. As a result, in 1937 Michael Krause, in his History of American
History, mistakenly emphasized Bolton’s role as a frontier and sectional
historian. Brooks felt that Bolton “would not eschew the label ‘frontier
historian,” that is too restricted, and the word ‘sectional’ is the antithesis
of his broad view.” Finally, Bolton’s concern with colorful narrative of the
heroes in history “has tended away from the philosophy of American his-
tory and emphasis on the common factors behind developments in vari-
ous areas.”

In his critique of Bolton’s approach, Brooks came to the conclusion that
there were three ways to approach the history of the Americas. The first
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was to view it as a series of national histories, and the second was to view
national histories as they impinged on the history of the United States.”
The third approach was to imagine oneself on a platform in space and
look at the Western Hemisphere as a whole,” which “is the ideal of the
Bolton school.” Of these approaches, Brooks thought that the first was
used for expediency when teaching college students, especially in regard
to the nineteenth century. The second approach was widely utilized by
diplomatic historians and others. With mature scholars as an audience,
Brooks recommended that the Bolton thesis be developed in terms of broad
historical factors, rather than a mere narrative outline

For Brooks this was the way to look at the hemispheric concept. The
factors must be unique to the Americas and distinguishable from the rest
of the world. First there was the geographical location of the Americas.
Vast oceans separate the continent from the rest of the world, yet physi-
cally they are linked together as neighbors. The distance dictated the types
of people who came, and the linkage was apparent in commerce and war.
The role of the native peoples was another common bond for the hemi-
sphere. The encounter with and the legacy of the native peoples had a
profound influence on Americans. The role of African-Americans in terms
of slavery, racial policy, manumission, and continuing interaction was an-
other important feature. The encounter of the three peoples—black, red,
and white —created a common and unique experience in the hemisphere.
The common European heritage that dominated the continent was an-
other all-inclusive feature of the story. The economic resources of the
Americas was another common aspect of the continent from the colonial
era to the present day. A comparative analysis of the development of mer-
cantilism and free trade would be an important feature of the Americas
history. Bolton also did not stress industrialization in his presentation.
The wars of independence proved that “the Americas had grown up, in
thought as well as in government.” Brooks thought that Bolton had pre-
sented this idea satisfactorily, but his concept of ideological development
was the weakest element. There was also literary development, the arts,
the common interest in democracy, and the promotion of the rights of the
individual. And finally there was the strong bond of Christianity through-
out the Americas.

If Bolton initially believed there was little interest in the history of the
Americas idea, the responses from historians and the demands for publi-
cation of the address and possibly a monograph on the subject were sig-
nificant enough to allay this belief. By the mid-1930s William Lingelbach
was the general editor of the “Historical Essay Series” for Appleton-Cen-
tury. In late 1935 Bolton wrote to Lingelbach to see if he would be inter-
ested in including some of Bolton’s presentations in a volume. Lingelbach
expressed immediate interest in the idea of a volume on “Greater America”
and concluded, “I know of nothing more opportune than a volume that
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would draw attention to another aspect of the same general movement”
of historical ideas or concepts.”® As usual, Bolton was slow in sending a
final copy of the essays to Lingelbach.* After much prodding, in Septem-
ber 1938 Lingelbach received the essays and wrote to Bolton, “[I] have
always felt they should be republished in a form available for larger circu-
lation which we can now give them.” At the time the proposed title,
“Greater America” was retained, but by its publication in 1939, it was
titled Wider Horizons of American History.”

This work brought together a number of Bolton’s concepts from di-
verse publications. The topics included the Americas concept, the defen-
sive nature of the Spanish Borderlands, the role of the mission as a fron-
tier institution in Spanish America, and the role of the Jesuits in New Spain.
If Bolton did not write a monograph on his ideas that scholars could ana-
lyze, at least this work allowed historians to “bring into clearer relief
Bolton’s broadening of the horizons of American history.”*

The success of the “Epic” speech caused Bolton and others to re-evalu-
ate the original plans to write and publish a textbook on the Americas. In
1929, E. S. Crofts had been against the manuscript, but four years later he
wrote, “I know it will be an outstanding book.”* In the middle of discus-
sions over the essays, Lingelbach revived the idea of a full-blown history
of the Americas. Bolton had first developed his detailed syllabus in 1928
and revised it in 1935. Over the years he had developed an elaborate set of
notes that could easily be turned into a text. Lingelbach was very inter-
ested in Bolton’s ideas, and with his contacts at Appleton-Century he was
in a position to promote such a publication, which he did with enthusi-
asm through 1938.%° Characteristically, Bolton was busy with other major
projects, and those who sought a textbook from him could only hope and
wait.

In the summer of 1938, there was a faint hope that Bolton would com-
plete the long-awaited monograph. During a visit with John W. Caughey
(Ph.D. 1928), he tentatively suggested that the two of them collaborate on
a proposed textbook, The Western Hemisphere. Caughey was delighted with
the prospect of working with his mentor on such an important project,
and thought that this was Bolton’s “major duty and opportunity” because
he had completed the research for such a work and had an outline for it as
well. Caughey further noted that such a work would help to promote the
course because there were many teachers interested in presenting it. But
unless they apprenticed under Bolton, they were unsure of what tech-
nique and approach to use, and most lacked adequate library resources.*
Characteristically, nothing came of this proposal.

After World War II, Lingelbach tried to restart textbook negotiations
with Bolton. He wrote in 1946: “We want your wisdom and scholarship in
a book which I am confident will have more influence in moulding correct
public opinion on the history and relations of the Americas than millions
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spent by good-will agencies. You just must do it!”*? This would be
Lingelbach’s last unsuccessful attempt to get Bolton, who was seventy-six
years of age and deeply involved in the Coronado biography, to write his
tome.

Publishers were eager for a textbook on the history of the Americas
during the 1930s and 1940s because at that time the course was taught to
thousands of students throughout the United States and Canada. In 1935
the cultural division of the Pan-American Union (now the Organization of
American States) commissioned a survey of United States institutions
teaching a course on the history of the Americas. Because we do not know
how many institutions were contacted, the study is flawed; however,
twenty-nine institutions returned questionnaires yielding the following
results. The majority (55.17%) of colleges and universities were located in
the trans-Mississippi West, with California accounting for 37.5 percent of
the total. East Coast schools followed with 20.68 percent and then the
Midwest with 17.24 percent. South of the Ohio River, the University of
Kentucky and the University of Puerto Rico taught the history of the
Americas. The enrollment varied from as high as five hundred to one thou-
sand in Bolton’s Berkeley classes, to as low as ten, with the average being
seventy-seven students. The types of colleges and universities teaching
the Americas were fairly evenly divided among Catholic-sponsored col-
leges (20.68%), state teachers’ colleges (27.58%), state universities (27.58%),
and private colleges (24.13%).9

A dozen years later, the Pan-American Union brought forth a new re-
port.* At this juncture, 899 institutions reported their Latin American of-
ferings; eighty-two (9%) were teaching the history of the Americas, and a
smaller number offered specialized Americas-oriented courses in art, ar-
chitecture, geography, native peoples, and the Spanish Borderlands. These,
however, were insignificant compared with the Americas offerings. By
the 1948-1949 academic year, 42.68 percent of the institutions reporting
were located west of the Mississippi River, with California still dominat-
ing this figure (71.42%, or 30.48% of the national total). The Midwest fol-
lowed with 30.48 percent, the East Coast came in with 19.51 percent, and
the South again trailed with 7.31 percent.

The Americas approach was not limited to colleges and universities.
Junior and community colleges, especially in the West, created History 8
courses following Bolton’s tradition. Since a text was non-existent at that
time, Bolton’s syllabus was the required book for the course; students
referred to it as “the little green book.” Many students liked the course
because it provided them with a “broad overview which was extremely
helpful.” Others felt that although this course did not advance scholar-
ship, it provided immature students with a wider horizon of hemispheric
history and departed from the traditional narrow nationalism.*

In 1936 J. Manuel Espinosa noted that the ““Americas’” approach...has
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influenced the teaching of ‘American’ history even in the high schools in
some parts of the country.” Catholic schools especially favored this ap-
proach, because the study of the history and influence of Catholicism in
the colonial period could easily be combined with this new concept. These
schools used Father S. K. Wilson’s American history textbook, which greatly
assisted the course. This approach was presented in the parochial schools
of the archdiocese of San Francisco as late as the mid-1950s.%

Throughout the United States, interest in the Americas approach caused
archives, libraries, museums, and associations to be established with His-
panic studies components. In addition, numerous institutions developed
publication programs producing journals and monographs.”

Until 1932 only Bolton’s syllabus was available to teachers. In the above-
mentioned survey some 68 percent of the teachers used History of the Ameri-
cas: A Syllabus, and another 9 percent used it in conjunction with addi-
tional texts. Another 27 percent used a variety of Latin American texts as
supplemental reading.

In the 1930s other textbooks began to appear on the market. In 1932
Wallace Thompson published Greater America: An Interpretation of Latin
America in Relation to Anglo-Saxon America, which filled the demand for a
supplemental textbook.® Stephen Duggan, the author of the next text with
an Americas approach, was the Director of the Institute of International
Education, and a lecturer in political science at the College of the City of
New York and on international relations at Columbia University. In 1934,
prior to publication of the monograph, The Two Americas: An Interpreta-
tion,” Duggan asked two Boltonians — Charles W. Hackett (Ph.D. 1917) of
the University of Texas and Charles E. Chapman (Ph.D. 1915) of the Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley —to review the manuscript. He wrote the
book primarily to dispel the misconceptions, based on ignorance and preju-
diced sources, that Latins and Anglo-Saxons have of each other. Duggan
contrasted the regions according to their geography and history, then ex-
amined the resulting political and social institutions. Next he proceeded
to look at international relations, problems, and solutions that have af-
fected the United States and Latin America, and then he closed with “a
consideration of the methods of improving those relations.””

Five years later, Robert S. Cotterill attempted to reduce the mass of the
history of the Americas into a textbook titled A Short History of the Ameri-
cas (revised in 1945). Cotterill developed the monograph because he be-
lieved that teachers wanted to broaden their traditional United States his-
tory course to include the Americas, and because “there is certainly as
much unity in the history of America as in the history of Europe.” He
emphasized that “in recent years the interrelations of the American na-
tions have become so important that it is now hardly possible to view one
of them in isolation.””

Besides these better-known monographs, by the end of the decade other
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studies had been published for the United States market, one of them
written specifically for elementary schools.” Leland D. Baldwin wrote a
readable account of this history, The Story of the Americas, which was pub-
lished early in the 1940s.

Throughout Latin America, both individual and multiple-volume his-
tories were written. Between 1932 and 1947 four works were published in
Mexico.” Argentina’s Ricardo Levene published his fifteen-volume ed-
ited set, Historia de América, along with Luis Germén Burmester’s set of
volumes. Other volumes on the history of the Americas were published in
Santiago and Lima, and on the eve of the Spanish Civil War, Antonio
Ballesteros y Beretta published his first volume in Spain.”®

At this time, Vera Brown Holmes at Smith College, one of the propo-
nents of the concept on the East Coast, introduced a course on the history
of the Americas. Her actions were typical of many professors throughout
the nation, but her importance lies in the fact that in 1950 she pioneered
her own text on the subject. She was born in Fredericton, New Brunswick,
in 1890 and received the A.B. (1912) and M.A. (1913) from McGiil Univer-
sity. She received her Ph.D. from Bryn Mawr College in 1922 and two
years later gained an appointment at Smith College, where she remained
until her retirement in 1958.7

Holmes provides a review of how she became interested in the history
of the Americas. Originally she did her research in eighteenth-century
Anglo-Spanish relations, but she also did some work in Canadian and
British history at McGill University. Later, at Bryn Mawr College, she took
a minor in United States history and researched Latin American history
under Clarence H. Haring. With this varied background she naturally de-
veloped her interest in the history of the Americas. This process typified
what non-Boltonians had to do to prepare to work in this new field.”

Between the fall of 1924 and 1935, Holmes” taught one or more courses
in Latin American history. Then she began to develop her Americas ap-
proach —an approach she felt had been neglected by historians. On Febru-
ary 22, 1935, Dr. Holmes presided over a departmental meeting and dis-
cussed her proposed course, “History 13: History of the Americas.” In the
discussion, a number of influential American historians made statements
about the course’s value. Merle Curti “thot [sic] that the history of the U.S.
included all the movements to be found in the older civilizations and some
more besides, but that the history of the Americas was broader and, in
that way, better.” Professor Scramuzza explained:

As an American who had given up a rich heritage and gladly adopted the United
States as his country, he thot [sic] that the History of the Americas was the best
way to show the true greatness of the United States, for it would show how the
South American republics and even Canada got their independence only thru the
influence of the United States, and that it was only by studying the history of the
Western Hemisphere that we could understand our leadership, extend our trade,
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and increase our domination in Central America.™

Others felt that the course would strengthen the field of American history
at Smith College. The course passed with a unanimous vote, and would
be taught beginning in the fall semester. It was a two-part course, The first
covered the colonial era to the international rivalry of the eighteenth cen-
tury; the second covered independence through the 1930s. The three cred-
its were divided between two hours of lectures and one hour of discus-
sion. Holmes taught it “with the cooperation of Mr. Curti, Mr. Faulkner
and others.”® She continued to teach the course until her retirement.

The question of Canadian involvement with the Americas concept re-
mained unanswered until the 1940s. Professor Reginald Trotter’s broader
historical and national outlook now focused on Canadian-Latin American
affairs and Canada’s potential role in the Pan-American Union. His files
are filled with newspaper clippings on the subjects, advertisements for
study trips to South America, and information on conferences held in
Canada dealing with Canada and the Americas. Besides gathering these
materials, he presented papers and published articles. In 1941 he presented
a paper titled “Role of Canada in Western Hemispheric Solidarity,” and
six years later he read one titled “Canada and the Americas: Their Rela-
tions to the Rest of the World” at the Sixth Annual Drake University Insti-
tute of Pan-American Relations.”

Throughout Trotter’s papers and correspondence, there is little direct
mention of the study of the history of the Americas in Canada; however,
he did discuss the matter in 1933. He noted that McGill University in
Montreal had the best-developed course on the Bolton concept, but the
course had made some headway in other Canadian institutions as well.
Trotter concluded that Canada’s membership in the British Commonwealth
and in the League of Nations gave Canadian history close ties with the
history of the Old World.*

Between October 1939 and January 1940, two Canadian scholars, Percy
E. Corbett and Trotter, raised the question of Canadian participation in
the Pan-American Union, stressing the Anglo ties represented in the Brit-
ish Commonwealth of Nations rather than an Americas identity.* Although
the question of the Americas was raised, the conclusion of both men was
that Canada would not be a member of the Union in the immediate fu-
ture. However, it is important to note that at last Canadians recognized
and established their place within the hemisphere.® Trotter concluded:
“Canada is indubitably an American community, but one cannot by talk-
ing of ‘Canada’s essential Americanism’ thereby dismiss other facts in the
Canadian situation.”*

At the same time the Canadians were questioning their role in the hemi-
sphere and their participation in the Pan-American Union, others, includ-
ing the United States, realized the lack of information available about
Canada. In 1940 John MacCormac noted the irony of this fact:
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They [citizens of the United States] know little about Canada because they have
taken her for granted as a country half British, half American, and yet one-third
French, lighted by the aurora borealis and the midnight sun and populated chiefly
by the Indians, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, and the Dionne quintuplets.?

Two responses came from Mexico. The history faculty of the National
Autonomous University of Mexico perceived the value of the history of
the Americas, and in 1936 courses were inaugurated. Within the depart-
ment of the Secretary of Public Instruction, Luis Alvarez Barret and Anto-
nio Rangel’s Historia de América was prepared for use in the Mexican pri-
mary schools.®”

Also from Mexico were the historian Silvio Zavala and the philosopher
Leopoldo Zea, who in the coming years would study, analyze, and write
about the Americas in historical and philosophical contexts. Zavala, the
greatest Latin American promoter of the Americas concept, became in-
volved with the Pan-American Institute of Geography and History, and
the development of a journal and books on the concept of hemispheric
history #® At approximately the same time Zea began his theoretical stud-
ies of the Americas, focusing on their role in world affairs. In 1949 he
published “The Interpretation of the Ibero-American and North Ameri-
can Cultures;” later his ideas would reach publication through numerous
additional articles and monographs.*

In Brazil, movement toward an Americas approach began to re-develop
in the 1930s and 1940s. In 1931, after a long line of proposals to include the
history of the Americas in the Brazilian national curriculum, the Minister
of Education, Francisco Campos, promoted educational reform in the sec-
ondary schools, and Brazil finally allotted time to the history of the Ameri-
cas. Within a decade this reform spread to the university level with the
establishment of history of America chairs in schools responsible for the
training of “intellectuals to engage in the highest cultural activities of a
general or technical nature, of those who want to teach in secondary and
normal schools and to conduct research on the subjects they teach.”*

During the 1940s, Hélio Vianna, Brazilian historian and professor of
the history of America at the Catholic Pontifical University of Rio de Janeiro,
actively promoted the concept. He provided an important overview of
the history of the Americas from a Brazilian point of view and looked at
the sociological aspects of the creation of America.”? In 1943 members of
the Faculty of Philosophy, Sciences, and Letters at the University of Sao
Paulo inaugurated a series “Histéria da Civilizagdo Americana.”

Through conferences, international organizations were an important
means of bringing together historians and scholars from other disciplines
throughout the Americas. The International Congress of Americanists had
been around for nearly a century and took a comparative approach in its
quadrennial meetings. Because of his significant reputation, Bolton received
a special invitation from G. Marafién, President, and José Maria Torroja,
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Secretary, to attend the 1935 meeting in Seville. Four years later he re-
ceived a similar invitation to attend the 27th International Congress of
Americanists in Lima.*

The National Academy of History, headquartered in Buenos Aires, or-
ganized the Second International Congress of the History of America. Held
in Buenos Aires, July 5-14, 1937, it commemorated the 400th anniversary
of the founding of the city. The United States was well represented at the
conference.” The Pan-American Columbianist Society of Havana actively
held meetings in the 1930s.* In 1940 the Eighth American Scientific Con-
gress, held in Washington, organized the Inter-American Statistical Insti-
tute. Scholars became active, and in 1941 the first round table conference
was held with United States and Mexican scholars. Also in 1941 the Instituto
Indigena Interamericano/Inter-American Indigenist Institute was estab-
lished to coordinate indigenous affairs throughout the Americas. Its sub-
jects ranged in scope from anthropological and archaeological to histori-
cal.

The most famous of these inter-American organizations was most likely
the Pan-American Union with its active Pan-American Institute of Geog-
raphy and History. From its Mexico City headquarters, the Institute took
an active role in promoting hemispheric studies. In 1935, it began a publi-
cation program that has released several hundred titles covering a broad
range of topics from natural history and resources to folklore, history, ge-
ography and linguistics. In 1938 Professor Silvio Zavala of the College of
Mexico established the Revista de historia de América. He thought the tim-
ing was appropriate, given the research of scholars in the field and the
popular interest in the concept. The editors of the Revista believed that a
broader study of the Americas would lead to the development of more
accurate national histories, an appreciation of the parallels and differences
in the Americas, and a better understanding of the evolution of continen-
tal history. They also noted that the field had matured quickly and was
ready for this new publication. Published under the auspices of the Pan-
American Institute of Geography and History, the Revista would appear
in the official languages of the Institute: Spanish, Portuguese, English, and
French. Over the years the journal has lived up to the expectations of its
founder.”

Not satisfied with only a journal to promote the Americas approach,
the Institute initiated the Project for a General History of America in 1943.
This began an odyssey lasting several decades. The First Conference of
the Ministers and Directors of Education of the American Republics re-
solved that, given the fact of hemispheric unity, writers and historians
should edit a text dealing with a history of all of America; however, noth-
ing came of this resolution.*

The Commission on History of the Pan-American Institute was orga-
nized in October 1947. Its purpose was to stimulate, coordinate, and pub-
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lish studies of the history of the Americas through the cooperation of schol-
ars and institutions. In 1950 Silvio Zavala, chair of the Commission, stated
that the history of the Americas was still in a formative stage, and ex-
pressed his hope for its development:

The study of the parallel history of the American peoples should not, in my opin-
ion, be undertaken with the sole object of pointing out resemblances and differ-
ences. An equally important purpose should be to create the habit of observing
and meditating on the historical phenomena of the New World within a broader
and at the same time more precise framework, for the history of each of its nations
will be enriched by the light derived from the experiences of the others.”

Although all of these organizations had newsletters, bulletins, and jour-
nals, a number of them were outstanding in the breadth of their thematic
approach. The Inter-American Indigenous Institute inaugurated the jour-
nal Ameérica indigena in 1941; it continues as the only multi-language jour-
nal devoted to the indigenous peoples of the Americas. Anthropologists
founded the inter-American review Acta Americana, which the Inter-Ameri-
can Society of Anthropology and Geography sponsored. Yale University
held the first Inter-American Congress on Philosophy in May 1943. Schol-
ars of the Americas published in journals and served as visiting profes-
sors in the field of Latin American studies, which influenced the Americas
theme.*®

The Pan-American Institute of Geography and History not only pub-
lished Revista de historia de América out of Mexico City, but also the Boletin
bibliogrdfico de antropologia americana and, after 1941, the Revista geogrdfica.
Continuing with this inter-American approach, in December 1940 the Di-
vision of Intellectual Cooperation of the Pan-American Union inaugurated
its “Points of View” series, whose objective was to present varying “as-
pects of cultural development...and the status and role of the intellectual
worker in a changing world.”® Between December 1940 and September
1947, ten works were issued, dealing with a variety of inter-American
topics.’®

In Washington, DC, the federal government and private institutions
promoted a new sense of the role of the Americas. The government dedi-
cated the Hispanic Reading Room in the Library of Congress in 1939; the
director, Lewis Hanke, would play a prominent role in promoting the con-
cept of the history of the Americas. The reading room served as a center to
orient and assist researchers who wished to use the Luso-Hispanic mate-
rials located throughout the Library of Congress.

Across Washington, a group of Franciscan scholars inaugurated the
Academy of American Franciscan History on April 18, 1944. The Acad-
emy was concerned with the development of the field of inter-American
historical research. Three months later, it published the premier issue of
The Americas: A Quarterly Review of Inter-American Cultural History. The
editor stated, “With this issue The Americas is launched upon a career which
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it hopes will be of real service to the scholarship and cultural relations of
all the American Republics.”' Five years after its foundation, Bolton vis-
ited the Academy of Franciscan History to receive the Americas Award
and noted that “among the common bonds between all the Americas, from
Canada to Argentina and Chile, are the Catholic faith and Catholic cul-
ture. They form an obvious approach to inter-American history.”'* In its
early years the journal stressed irter-American news, history, and themes.

Despite all of this interest in the Americas concept both inside and out-
side the classroom in the 1930s and 1940s, an ominous sign appeared at
Berkeley. Bolton's course, History 8, had been the mainstay of the History
Department for many years. As an elective course, it continued to attract
hundreds of students per semester. However, during the late 1930s mem-
bers of the United States history faculty looked at History 8 “with a bit of
envy and resentment because of its and Dr. Bolton’s drawing power.”
Once, when the faculty tried to curtail the course by not allowing it to
count for United States history credit, Bolton threatened to drop the course
and they backed off. It continued to be one of the most popular courses in
the department, and possibly on campus.'®

In the late 1930s lectures that were sponsored to promote the Good
Neighbor Policy had the dual effect of promoting the Americas concept.
In 1937 the University of California formed the Committee on Interna-
tional Relations in Berkeley and Los Angeles. The result was a series of
lectures dealing with Latin America fostered by the increased interest
manifested in the United States for “the other America.” Three professors
each from Berkeley and Los Angeles presented the lectures, titled “The
Civilization of the Americas,” weekly between April 4 and May 9, 1938.
All of the lectures took an inter-American approach.'®

As part of the Good Neighbor policy, the State Department became
increasingly concerned with fostering and strengthening cooperative “re-
lations with the Latin American countries through long-term, two-way,
person-to-person communication.”'® As a result of this concern, in 1938
the State Department created the Division of Cultural Relations. Because
of Bolton’s experience and reputation, he was tapped on a number of oc-
casions to work with the Director of the Division of Cultural Relations.
When World War II began, the United States was in an excellent position
to promote hemispheric solidarity. For several years Boiton escorted Latin
American visitors to the San Francisco Bay area when they visited under
the auspices of the State Department.' In July 1939 he aided the State
Department with an important conference, “Inter-American Cultural Re-
lations,” held on the Berkeley campus.'” In November 1939, at the invita-
tion of Secretary of State Cordell Hull, Bolton was one of the keynote speak-
ers at a special national conference on inter-American relations held in
Washington. Hundreds of educators and leaders in the professional, intel-
lectual, and cultural life of the nation attended.'® Here Bolton presented
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an important paper that outlined the historical forces and common expe-
riences which united the Americas and stressed the cultural aspects. This
point was not included in his “Epic” address, an absence for which
Edmundo O’Gorman and others had criticized him.!*® Bolton was also
involved in the State Department’s professor exchange program and taught
some short courses in Mexico.!"

If academic and governmental circles were interested in Latin Ameri-
can and Americas affairs, it was only natural that between 1935 and 1940,
popular culture, art, and cinema would also focus in this direction. The
theme and architecture of the California Pacific International Exposition
held in San Diego in 1935-1936 had a decidedly Hispanic-American em-
phasis.’" In 1939-1940, Latin American nations promoted themselves at
the San Francisco Golden Gate International Exposition'? and the New
York World’s Fair.'”® During the San Francisco exposition, Mexican mural-
ist, Diego Rivera, was commissioned to create what was then his largest
fresco, titled, “Pan-American Unity.”'"* Rivera believed this fresco most
clearly represented his theory of Pan-Americanism.”® He said, “ American
art has to be the result of a conjunction between the creative mechanism of
the North and the creative power of the South coming from the tradi-
tional deep-rooted Southern Indian forms.”**¢ Rivera’s combination of art,
culture, and history united the indigenous cultures of ancient Mexico with
the industrial cultures of the United States.’”

Hollywood continued to bring the inter-American theme to American
audiences. In 1940, Brazilian actress Carmen Miranda appeared in her
first American movie, Down Argentine Way. In the following years she ap-
peared in other movies and, stereotyped or not, created a Latin American
presence in American movie theaters. The movie Springtime in the Rockies,
released in 1942, included Carmen Miranda and was set in the Canadian
Rockies.

Walt Disney, cut off from European markets by World War I, sought to
beef up his hemispheric market sales. South America had charmed Disney,
and under State Department auspices he toured South America with a
camera team, planning to develop a series of short cartoons for each na-
tion. This proved to be shortsighted, and Disney instead united four shorts
into a movie called Saludos Amigos, which was released in 1942 and was
popular in both the United States and Latin America. Another cartoon,
The Three Caballeros, dealing with hemispheric topics was not released until
1945. Less propagandistic than the first, it was warmly received.'®

Public lectures with the Americas approach continued in coming years.
In the summer of 1941, a series of lectures was given on an Americas theme.
This was important because World War II had begun and there was a
concern for solidarity in the Western Hemisphere. Scholars from through-
out the Americas delivered lectures that dealt with hemispheric common-
ality, defense, trade and commerce, culture, Pan-Americanism, raw mate-
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rials, and inter-American solidarity."®

As Bolton approached his seventieth year, retirement became manda-
tory, and the question for many was what would happen to the history of
the Americas. During the 1939-1940 academic year, Bolton cut back on his
teaching load and prepared for his retirement in 1940. Former students
were ready to take over. Bolton gave History 8 to Lawrence Kinnaird and
promoted Engel Sluiter’s name to assist with the course.'® It was divided
into two sections and taught during 1940-1941 and 1941-1942. However,
with the onset of World War II, the younger teachers were called into gov-
ernment service. Kinnaird went off to serve as Cultural Attaché in Santiago,
Chile, and Sluiter spent 1942-1943 as a Rockefeller Foundation Fellow in
Latin America.

With the removal of these two instructors from the faculty, the univer-
sity re-appointed Bolton as a lecturer on January 1, 1942. In an interview
with the Daily Californian on January 30, 1942, it was obvious that Bolton
was happy to be back and, except for the chairship of the department, he
was working at full capacity, holding the position of Director of Bancroft
Library and serving as the editor of the “California Centennial History”
series.

Bolton taught a full schedule of classes for five consecutive regular terms,
including the summer session of 1942. He continued to teach “History of
the Americas” (History 8A-B), assisted by John Rydjord; “History of the
Pacific Coast and the Southwest” (History 189A-B); and a seminar (His-
tory 281A-B); and he continued to oversee the work of his Ph.D. students.”
He retired again in March 1944.

With Bolton detached from History 8, his students would again con-
tinue to carry the torch. In 1944 Sluiter returned to the faculty, Vernon J.
Puryear joined him, and History 8 was taught by both men. Throughout
the war years and until the mid-1950s the course prospered. Sluiter re-
called that his section had several hundred students per semester with
three or four teaching assistants and felt that the other section was compa-
rable.'?

However, the field of Latin American history and its sub-area of the
Americas, which Bolton, Chapman, and Priestley had cultivated, would
go through some important changes. Retirement and death had removed
key players, and Bolton was no longer available to defend his course. In
August 1944 the department chair, Frederic L. Paxson, presented a ten-
year survey for the department. In his report he noted that in the past the
history of Europe, the United States, and the Americas had all attracted
large enrollments. Paxson also noted that in the past, California’s Spanish
heritage had influenced the university’s promotion of Hispanic American
history, but now the situation had changed. The position of United States
history had recently been altered. John D. Hicks, a new addition to the
department who specialized in United States history, held the newly cre-
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ated Morrison Chair. To complement this development, the university in-
augurated a new lower-division course, History 17A-B, a United States
survey course. According to Paxson, this was a long-needed development
that a growing demand for the subject had accelerated. He concluded that
Hispanic American history, a “field upon which much of the reputation of
the Department has been built, has suffered crushing losses in recent years
with the retirement of Professor Herbert E. Bolton (1940), the death of
Professor Charles E. Chapman (1941), and the illness and retirement of
Professor Herbert I. Priestley (1941).”'#

In early 1945 the history faculty voted to require all history majors to
take History 4 (“Western Civilization”); they could elect to take either
History 8 or History 17, “according to the intention of the student to con-
centrate in Hispanic or United States history.”'* This development shows
that the faculty perceived the history of the Americas as a Latin Ameri-
can-oriented course rather than the general hemispheric course that Bolton
had hoped for. At that time Kinnaird, Sluiter, and James F. King taught
History 8; John D. Hicks and Lawrence A. Harper taught History 17.1%

The causes of the decline of History 8 and the Latin American empha-
sis within the University of California history department at this time is
subject to debate. The decline set in for a number of reasons. First, there
were university and departmental requirements unfavorable to the con-
tinued success of the course. Students preparing to be history majors were
required to take History 4 (“History of Western Civilization”) as either
freshmen or sophomores. Many other departments required or strongly
recommended that their students take these courses. State and university
requirements that every student had to take a course in United States his-
tory and institutions —History 17 —or pass a written examination further
injured History 8 because it did not satisfy the “history and institution”
requirement. However, in the early 1950s the University did allow His-
tory 8B, and as a result, History 8 became an elective with declining en-
rollments.'*

Bolton’s narrative style, personality, knowledge, and especially his en-
thusiasm were important ingredients in the success of the course at Berke-
ley. Standing in front of specially drawn maps, Bolton paced the stage in
Wheeler Auditorium and made history come alive for people. With his
retirement and other factors influencing the course of events, enrollment
dropped in 1948-1949 to 150 people. By the time of Bolton’s death in 1953,
History 8 had gone into serious decline, but the concept of the history of
the Americas was alive and being promoted by organizations and peri-
odicals throughout the Americas.

Two years prior to his death, Bolton reflected on the development of
his interest in the Spanish in the New World and the “ultranational” United
States historians’ hostility to this type of history. In an introduction to his
collection of papers, he wrote:
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When I went to [the University of] Texas, [George P.] Garrison and [Eugene C.]
Barker were doing splendid work in the history of that area, beginning with the
Anglo American occupation, on which their interests were definitely centered.
The Spanish background of the Southwest and the Pacific Coast was new to me
except in the most general sense, and I did not know a dozen words of the Span-
ish language. All my professors and all my text-books had dismissed the history
of Spanish America in a few paragraphs dogmatically asserting that “Spain failed,”
but in what the failure consisted they never specified. This dictum seemed to
them as axiomatic as two plus two equals four, and was neither questioned nor
explained. A vast continent, two-thirds of which was colonized by Spain and Por-
tugal, and still is inhabited and ruled by Spanish and Portuguese, who have de-
veloped great American nations, had little meaning for ultranational historians,
and consequently it did not enlist their curiosity. The explanation of this myopic
view is that they limited American history to the United States, which in area is
less than one-fourth of America. The other three-fourths of the Continent, includ-
ing Canada and Latin America, did not count in their synthesis.’?
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The Concept After
Bolton, 1953-1970

The concept of the history of the Americas developed in the first half of
the twentieth century and matured in the later decades. Since Bolton’s
death in 1953 the history of the Americas has gone through a number of
significant developments. Although the concept entered American histo-
riography, it was surrounded by controversy. Due to zealots who tried to
create a commonality, with which Bolton disagreed, and the creation of
the label “the Bolton thesis,” many historians throughout the hemisphere
attacked the concept. As a result, it has struggled to retain a tenable posi-
tion among historians. One of the major problems with the Americas con-
cept was that neither Bolton nor his students were intellectual historians
who sought to define the concept according to a philosophical approach
based on comparative history. Due to this problem and the influence of
other factors, the Americas concept as a part of a college-university cur-
riculum has fallen into disfavor in the United States although it thrives in
Canada.

Those who come into contact with the concept still appreciate its mer-
its. In recent years, the comparative theme of the history of the Americas
has found its way into journal articles and monographs. As the Americas
are tied together through broad economic initiatives such as the North
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), there is a growing demand
for organizations to create links and programs that will join the Americas.
When the Bolton concept is presented to young teachers and historians,
they are fascinated that such a concept exists, but they have no idea who
Bolton is or what the origins of the concept are.

To understand its recent historiographic context, it is necessary to re-
view the critiques of historians familiar with the history of the Americas
concept. In 1950 Herman Ausubel wrote about the importance of Bolton's
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“Epic” speech:

Yet if Bolton simply repeated in “The Epic of Greater America” a point of view for
which he had long been pioneering, there can be no question that the situation in
the early thirties justified the repetition. For few historians had the courage to do
what Bolton had done: to depart from the way of treating United States history
that he had learned as a student of Turner and McMaster. Few historians had
learned what Bolton had discovered early in his career, that a study undertaken in
United States history would frequently defy present-day national boundaries.!

Two years later, H. Hale Bellot wrote:

The Southwestern and California school, of which the leader is Professor H. E.
Bolton, working in the area in which the social foundations are Spanish, finds
itself driven to make of American history more than the history of the United
States.?

In 1957, for Charles Gibson and Benjamin Keen, Bolton's concept was
“the only over-all interpretation of Hispanic American history ever de-
vised in this country.” Calling it the “celebrated unitary hemisphere thesis
of Herbert E. Bolton,” the authors continued:

and his “Epic of Greater America” presented the doctrine of hemispheric homo-
geneity. Argued principally in terms of the colonial materials of his specialization
and resembling to some degree the Turner thesis of frontier history..., the unitary
hemisphere thesis depended for its acceptance..., upon selected levels of generali-
zation, and upon a philosophical interpretation of unity and diversity in history...,
in which Bolton...was not profoundly interested.

Thus though the followers of Bolton accepted the doctrine of American unity,
they did not in their monographic writing..., explore the Hispanic portion of the
hemisphere.... Neither did the Bolton thesis receive that detailed critical reexami-
nation.... It is symptomatic of the condition of American history in the 1920’s and
1930’s that the major critiques of the Bolton thesis came from Latin America it-
self.?

In the 1960s Lewis Hanke’s name became linked with the Americas
concept. In 1964 he edited Do the Americas Have a Common History? A Cri-
tique of the Bolton Theory, the first study to look at the subject in-depth.*
Although there are some deficiencies in the work, it remains the standard.
Two years later Hanke gave the Charles Wilson Hackett Memorial Lec-
ture at the University of Texas and left some interesting insights. He called
for a course titled “History of Latin American Civilization” in which more
empbhasis would be placed on art, literature, and philosophy rather than
on the traditional political approach. Furthermore, Hanke suggested that
as a way to “challenge and interest our students,” a hemispheric com-
parative course should be experimented with. He further added that United
States history textbooks should not merely present Columbus and then
“discuss the Pilgrims and the first Thanksgiving,” but should include the
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intervening hemispheric story. Later in life, Hanke continued to point out
that “the influence of parochialism in the writing and study of history is
so widespread that it should not surprise us that some of our historians
have displayed what has been called a certain “condescension” toward
Latin America.’

John F. Bannon (Ph.D. 1939), one of the more active Boltonians, con-
ducted some important work. He is known for writing the Americas text-
book and a modern version of Bolton’s Spanish Borderlands. However,
Bannon ultimately proved to be an enigma.

At the time of Bolton’s death in 1953, Bannon sent a condolence letter
to Mrs. Bolton that promised, “I will do all I can to see that his greatest
contribution to American historiography, ‘the Americas approach,” will
be carried on to enjoy the understanding, appreciation, and acceptance
which it deserves.”® Bannon taught the history of the Americas for over
thirty years and produced a textbook, thereby keeping his promise to per-
petuate the concept.

By the early 1960s, several East Coast historians seemed to tie Bolton’s
place in American historiography to the “common history of the Ameri-
cas,” which they labeled “the Bolton thesis.” This frustrated Bannon, who
decided to give Bolton his proper place in American historiography.”

Unfortunately, over the years Bannon did not fully analyze and inter-
pret the Americas concept, and in the early 1960s he decided to focus on
one aspect of Bolton’s scholarship. In 1964 he edited and published Bolton
and the Spanish Borderlands. He introduced Bolton as “first and foremost
the scholar who opened up the Spanish Borderlands, integrating them
into the broader understanding of American history.”®

Given the nature of his study, Bannon proceeded to downplay Bolton’s
role as the historian of the Americas. For him “there never was a ‘Bolton
thesis’” because all Bolton did was “prepare a broader approach to Ameri-
can history.” Bannon finally labeled the history of the Americas “the con-
troversial field of historical synthesis.” He did a disservice to the Ameri-
cas approach by not balancing Bolton the Borderlands historian with the
larger image of Bolton the Americas historian.’

At the same time, Woodrow W. Borah (Ph.D. 1940) of the University of
California made some observations in a book review of Lewis Hanke’s Do
the Americas Have a Common History? Borah commented on Bolton’s “Epic”
address: “It is, on the whole, a modest essay of limited claims.” He went
on to note that Bolton “was too wise” to advance the “Bolton theory.”
Borah contended that Bolton never adequately defined the term “com-
mon history.” Borah asked, if Europe had a common history, then “Is the
theory to mean that the Americas have that kind of unity, or is it to mean
something else?” His final question was not whether the Americas had a
common history but “whether they have a history that distinguishes them
as more than a sub-area of European culture soon to be submerged in a
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global civilization.”?

John Higham was another historian who was critical of Bolton. He noted
in 1965 that “Bolton lacked the analytical ability to make his concept fruit-
ful; he gave a specious appearance of significance to a program of frag-
mentary research.”!

In 1980, Latin American historian Charles Gibson developed an insight-
ful overview of the Bolton position. He noted that although “Boltonism
successfully sloughed off many of the prejudices of the earlier interpreta-
tions...it never stimulated the scholarly response for which its author
hoped.” Gibson concluded that “In practice the Greater America idea was
confined to introductory college courses, courses that attracted students
but did little or nothing to develop the new field of scholarship envisaged
by Bolton.” He felt that the best works in the field to date “were compre-
hensive textbooks.” Gibson found the intensive work of the Pan-Ameri-
can Institute had produced meager results. Of the scholars involved in the
project, “None...was willing to argue that the similarities took precedence
over the differences.” Gibson also noted that in response to Hanke’s an-
thology, Do the Americas Have A Common History? the answer from most
readers was “No, they do not.”*?

Over the years Michael Krause has updated his work on American his-
tory and historians. In his 1985 revision, he recognized Bolton’s role in the
development of the Americas concept:

Going beyond his preceptors, McMaster and Turner, Bolton proclaimed the epic
of greater America in which the essential unity of American history, North and
South, has been stressed; his was literally a history of the Americas, not merely
the story of the expansion of thirteen colonies into a nation.

Unfortunately, Krause and his associate David D. Joyce continued to iden-
tify Bolton as a frontier and sectional historian of the United States.

In the 1990s the question of multiculturalism and the history of the
Americas can be treated. Robert F. Berkhofer, Jr., provides some inferen-
tial insights through his comments about Frederick Jackson Turner’s fron-
tier interpretation of American history. For him, “the viewpoint underly-
ing Turner’s history is painfully enthnocentric and chauvinistic.”** Since
Bolton based his Americas approach on Turner’s theories, the same can be
said of Bolton’s position. Trained in the late nineteenth century, Bolton
never dealt with gender, race, ethnicity, or class. A review of his syllabus
highlights the problem. For Bolton, “Settlers have transplanted European
cultures to America, but those have become greatly modified by Ameri-
can environment and by contact with native peoples.” Also, the native
peoples are marginal to his story of “Spain’s ablest men,” “bold adventur-
ers,” and “great captains.”’®> A passage from his syllabus dealing with the
conquest of Mexico is indicative of the problem:

The conquest was not wholly a work of destruction, but was one of construction
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as well. Wherever they went the Spaniards founded cities, built churches, devel-
oped industries, and set up Spanish political institutions. The Indians were ex-
ploited, but the missionaries worked nobly to Christianize and educate them.
Nahua culture was badly shattered but not wholly destroyed, and many of its
finest features are preserved today in the mixed race which has resulted from the
conquest.'®

He also noted that Canada “was a land of explorers, missionaries, fur-
traders, peasant farmers, feudal lords, and royal officials.”?” Later four of
his lectures dealt directly with the American West, in which he continu-
ously referred to it as a nationalizing force. Bolton was a historian of the
American mainstream who took the traditional Great Story into the West-
ern Hemisphere. The most positive aspect of the history of the Americas
in terms of multiculturalism is that educators can utilize the approach to
present gender, race, ethnicity, and class through the vehicle of the Ameri-
cas.

Historians observe that the major problem for acceptarcce of the history
of the Americas concept lay in the fact that Bolton never analyzed and
interpreted, nor did he fully develop, the concept; rather, he took the tra-
ditional approach to the various parts of the story. First there was the
problem with presenting a theoretical rationale for the need for, and the
efficacious nature of, such a concept. Bolton was essentially a narrative
historian rather than a theoretical historian. Although there are numerous
references in his unpublished and published writings, only a few will be
mentioned here. Writing in 1920, Bolton made some observations about
his new Americas concept: “So you see my thesis is not local history, but
American history in the largest sense. The Spanish Borderlands are only a
bit of the whole.” He further revealed:

Of course the entire thesis is too vast for one person to master except in outline,
but I believe I have had a vision which is destined to reconstruct our teaching. We
shall have general courses in American history, and special courses in national
history (United States, Canada, Mexico, etc.).’®

In his published works Bolton presents plausible reasons for studying the
history of the Americas. In his 1928 syllabus he stated, “The day of isola-
tion is past. The increasing importance of inter-American relations makes
imperative a better understanding by each of the history and culture of
all. This is so patent that it needs no demonstration....”" At this point the
discussion abruptly ends. In his 1932 “Epic” speech, Bolton expanded his
ideas. “There is a need,” he observed, “of a broader treatment of Ameri-
can history, to supplement the purely nationalistic presentation to which
we are accustomed.” Using part of his syllabus Preface, he augmented the
catchwords of the course syllabus:

Itis time for change. The increasing importance of inter-American relations makes
imperative a better understanding by each of the history and the culture of all. A
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synthetic view is important not alone for its present day political and commercial
implications; it is quite as desirable from the standpoint of correct historiography.

His first section concludes:

Our national historians, especially in the United States are prone to write of these
broad phases of American history as though they were applicable to one country
alone. It is my purpose, by a few bold strokes, to suggest that they are but phases
common to most portions of the entire Western Hemisphere; that each local story
will have clearer meaning when studied in the light of the others; and that much
of what has been written of each national history is but a thread out of a larger
strand.?

These statements sum up Bolton’s thinking on the concept. Although he
clearly defined what should be studied, he never revealed how or why it
should be studied.

A number of Bolton’s former students commented on his lack of theo-
retical ability. J. Fred Rippy (Ph.D. 1920) identified the origin of the prob-
lem facing an interpretative approach to the history of the Americas. Ac-
cording to Rippy, the problem was centered among the Latin American
history faculty —Herbert Priestley, Charles Chapman, and Bolton. Of the
three, Priestley was “more ready to generalize and philosophize,” but in
general the California history faculty “distrusted the philosophy of his-
tory so profoundly that they discouraged attempts at broad generaliza-
tion and interpretation.”? Writing about Bolton specifically, Rippy said
he had the highest regard for Bolton as a personal friend, mentor, and “a
very capable historian.” However, he continued, “He [Bolton] was not
much interested in theory and he had no decided flair for interpreta-
tion....”? John W. Caughey (Ph.D. 1928) observed, “Bolton never claimed
to be a great philosopher or a deep thinker. He did boast that he had hit
upon two or three majestic ideas. One was that history is best observed
and best understood by reaching beyond the confines of a single nation.”?
John Francis Bannon wrote in 1964: “ Actually, there never was a ‘Bolton
thesis.” Bolton did little more than propose a broader approach to Ameri-
can history, one which was not simply Anglo-oriented or limited to the
study of the thirteen colonies to which three dozen and one states were
added in time.”* Irving A. Leonard (Ph.D. 1928) said of Bolton, “He was
a wonderful teacher. I do not consider him to have been profound, but he
was enthusiastic and always encouraging.”?

Boltonians and those familiar with the early evolution of the course
were sold on the idea of its importance and value to students. The only
Boltonians who took an analytical approach to the concept were William
Binkley (Ph.D. 1920) in 1942 and Philip C. Brooks (Ph.D. 1933) in 1949-
1950. Brooks satisfactorily analyzed the strengths and weakness of the
position, but unfortunately his work did not reach a major historical jour-
nal in the United States, and thus mainstream historians never became
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acquainted with the results.* Numerous octogenarian Boltonians, who
were interviewed in 1992-1993, continued to give their unflagging sup-
port for the “Epic of Greater America” approach.? However, hundreds of
other historians did not appreciate this new concept and did not see why
they should re-train and introduce this new approach. How would the
history of the Americas fit into elementary and secondary curricula, and
why should a student training to teach traditional history go into this area
of study? Many people, from historians and college administrators to state
school board members, would have to be sold on the concept of compara-
tive history of the Americas in order for it to gain a position in college
courses.

Ultimately, what Bolton presented was comparative history in a hemi-
spheric setting. The French historian Marc Bloch, a contemporary of Bolton,
was an early pioneer of “comparative history.” Coincidentally, Bloch first
presented his ideas of comparative history in 1928. Unfortunately, over
the years historians have not been completely won over to comparative
history. In December 1973, there was a flicker of hope when the annual
meeting of the American Historical Association devoted a session to com-
parative history, but the question of the role of comparative history con-
tinued to be controversial.® The concept of the history of the Americas
was never properly interpreted, thus East Coast historians and others could
not accept it.

Further complicating the question and acceptance of the history of the
Americas was the debate over the commonality of this history. Lewis
Hanke, at a session of the 1941 American Historical Association confer-
ence, introduced the idea. Bolton was not enamored of the catchy title of
the session, “Do the Americas Have a Common History?,” and hoped
that another could be substituted because of the controversy it might gen-
erate. The fact that Bolton was unable to participate in the session did not
help the situation. Ultimately Bolton was accurate; the title did create con-
troversy. In 1964 Hanke edited a work titled Do the Americas Have a Com-
mon History? A Critique of the Bolton Theory. Although it is a fine study of
the controversy, the circular argument concerning the commonality or lack
of it in the history of the Americas remained unresolved. Hanke further
introduced the idea of a “Bolton theory” or “Bolton thesis,” neither of
which Bolton would ever acknowledge.

It would have been bad enough if there were only unanswered ques-
tions of definition, interpretation, and the commonality of the concept.
However, there was the question of the continuation of the course History
8, which was the driving engine of the concept. There were not enough
Bolton-trained teachers to staff such a course in colleges and universities.
Since there was no formal “History of the Americas” program at Berkeley,
the first instructors of the history of the Americas were primarily Bolton’s
teaching assistants, who had received on-the-job-training in History 8.



124 Herbert E. Bolton and the Historiography of the Americas

There is no indication that Bolton’s “round table” seminars actually delved
into comparative Americas history. These graduate students usually took
degrees in Latin American or American history, and when they were hired,
they taught a section or two of the history of the Americas because it was
in demand at their college or university.

Conceptually, the history of the Americas was never popular with ei-
ther United States or European historians. The idea behind it was unor-
thodox, and it made many traditional historians uncomfortable. John
Caughey and others pointed out that even among Bolton’s Berkeley col-
leagues, History 8 was never seen as a good substitute for straight United
States history. Usually the sheer force of numbers in Bolton’s classes ended
attempts to demote the course.

Other barriers, which returned to the problem of a lack of theoretical
interpretation of the concept, hindered the expansion of the hemispheric
course. Even if there had been a growing number of Americas-trained
teachers, many historians and administrators felt that they were noncon-
formists and would not hire them to teach the Americas approach.” A
general decline in the field of Latin American history throughout the United
States paralleled the decline in interest in and study of the history of the
Americas. By 1958 the number of universities offering Latin American
history courses remained constant, but the number of students had de-
clined, as had graduate work, because many no longer saw it as a serious
field of study. Between 1947 and 1951, 10 percent of dissertations in his-
tory at American universities were on Latin American history, whereas
between 1952 and 1956 the number had declined to only 5.6 percent of the
total.®

There were numerous reasons for this decline in the field. First, the
discipline no longer appeared to be useful in contributing to an under-
standing of contemporary Latin American society and its role in the mod-
ern world. Second, Latin American historians in the United States failed
to show that their field offered real intellectual challenges within the frame-
work of contemporary historical thought or in developing new currents
of historical thought. Due to a lack of guides and bewildering political
shifts, most of the studies prior to 1958 focused on the colonial through
independence eras; there were few studies in the nineteenth and twenti-
eth centuries. This was due to the fact that national Latin American histo-
rians had tended to overlook broader socio-economic forces of interna-
tional significance. Finally it was expensive to travel to Latin America,
and once the traveler was there, sources were poorly organized in archives
or libraries, or they were inaccessible in private hands.!

A stronger reason for the decline of the history of the Americas concept
is associated with the rise of Latin American history as a distinct field,
beginning in the 1960s. In response to the rise of Fidel Castro in Cuba and
his Communist revolution, the United States government poured research
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money into the field, creating major Latin American studies centers all
over the nation. Thus many historians focused narrowly on a portion of
Latin America, just as previous United States historians had remained
myopically focused on small pieces of United States history. Ironically,
this explosion of Latin American specialists further inhibited the spread
of Bolton’s view.

The history profession as a whole also bears responsibility because of
its archaic, Balkanized structure. Departments continue to fill microhistory
positions defined by very narrow geotemporal boundaries. This overspe-
cialization militates against any scholar who seeks to paint on a broader
canvas.

Despite these problems facing the Americas concept, courses on the
history of the Americas continued to be taught into the 1970s. At Berkeley,
History 8 was taught primarily by Boltonians until the mid-1960s. Be-
tween 1940 and 1947, with the exception of military service, Lawrence
Kinnaird (Ph.D. 1928) taught History 8 six times. When he returned to
Berkeley, Engel Sluiter (Ph.D. 1937) taught the course seventeen times,
almost on an annual basis until 1960-1961, “which saw the end of History
8A-Bassuch.”* Other instructors included James F. King (1945-1953, seven
times; Ph.D. 1939) and Robert C. Padden, who taught it in 1961-1962 and
1963-1964, “but not in recognizable form.” History 8 appeared in the Gen-
eral Catalogue, and in 1965-1966, Cornelis C. Goslinga taught it for the last
time.*? “History 18: Latin American History,” taught by King, replaced
it.®

Other colleges and universities throughout the United States replicated
this process. St. Louis University first offered the history of the Americas
in 1934, and John F. Bannon continued to offer it from 1939 until his retire-
ment in 19713 At Smith College, where Vera Brown Holmes taught the
Americas, it continued to be taught after her retirement (in 1958) until
1970.% On the West Coast, at San Diego State University, between 1929
and 1979 A. P. Nasatir (Ph.D. 1926) taught the history of the Americas to
literally thousands of students.* In 1930, when John Caughey began teach-
ing at the University of California, Los Angeles, he taught four sections of
History 8.% The records show a similar experience for Theodore Treutlein
(Ph.D. 1934) at San Francisco State University, Peter M. Dunne, S.J. (Ph.D.
1934), at the University of San Francisco, and Russell Ewing (Ph.D. 1934)
at the University of Arizona, to highlight a few examples.®

Unfortunately, Bolton never inaugurated a special Americas program
to train future instructors, and this practice continued with his students.
Bannon's experience at St. Louis University was a typical example. As
Bolton had done, Bannon taught the undergraduate Americas course to
large classes of students with two graduate assistants. He took special
pride in teaching undergraduates and tended to avoid graduate semi-
nars. If a student sought to develop an Americas emphasis, it had to be
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done around colonial American history, strengthened by fields in United
States and Latin American history. Since the demand for Americas teach-
ers was declining, this approach was probably the wisest way to obtain a
doctorate.”

If Boltonians did not train a new generation of faculty to teach, publish,
and promote the history of the Americas, most of them also were derelict
in developing comparative studies and analyzing the concept of the Ameri-
cas. One of the few to take a more positive approach was William Binkley,
who wrote to Bolton in 1945, “I suspect that you have no idea how far
your influence reaches in the activities of your former students in the his-
torical profession.”* Philip C. Brooks (Ph.D. 1933), another former stu-
dent, also dealt with an analysis of the concept. However, this was not the
direction for many.

The root of the problem went back to the 1945 festschrift Greater America,
purported to be a:

common contribution to the history of the Americas as broadly viewed by Profes-
sor Bolton himself. They are component parts of the complex epic of the opening
of the New World by peoples of the Old, and of the development of closely re-
lated new societies in the human and physical environment of the Americas.*!

In his review of the work, Lewis Hanke made some critical observations
on the “younger crop of Boltonites [who] ranged far beyond the rim of
Christendom” and wrote of Potosi, Patagonia, and African slavery in New
Granada, yet no one had written “on the history of that vast and varie-
gated world” of Brazil. Hanke pointed out that the introduction stated,
“A major purpose of this volume is to present in the bibliographical sec-
tion concrete evidence of Bolton’s influence in creating a school of West-
ern Hemisphere Historians.” Yet there is not one essay that expounds,
analyzes, or evaluates the concept of “Western Hemisphere History.”
Hanke hoped that the next generation of historians Bolton had influenced
during his “retirement” would tackle the problem, but that was not the
case.”?

Few Boltonians or their successors developed comparative studies of
the Americas either in theory or topically, even though in his “Epic” speech
Bolton had provided future Americanists with a list of topics for research
and publication.® They usually went into Latin American history, West-
ern American history, or the Spanish Borderlands. John Francis Bannon's
comparative study, Colonial North America — A Short History, was published
with limited distribution.* One of the first academic descendants of Bolton
was Stafford Poole, C.M., who received his doctorate under Bannon in
1961. In 1992 he contributed a section on the Spanish to a work entitled
Christianity Comes to the Americas, 1492-1776.%

The course in the history of the Americas had its heyday in United
States college curricula between 1950 and 1970. Although hundreds of
students took the course, an adequate textbook had not been published.
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Then three historians emerged — John Francis Bannon, Vera Brown Holmes,
and Harold E. Davis —who would produce books to meet the demand.

On February 16, 1948, John Francis Bannon, S.J. took the initiative and
laid before Bolton the idea of co-authoring a history of the Americas with
the master or getting “permission” to write his own history. Bannon felt
that without a textbook on the subject, all of Bolton's work in the field
would be lost to future generations.* Although the correspondence does
not exist, Bolton must have given Bannon, one of his “boys” from the
round table, his blessing to do what the mentor was unable to do. In the
1952 preface Bannon acknowledged Bolton as the “’granddaddy of the
Americas approach,” for the inspiration from which this effort springs.”*
After the 1952 publication of the History of the Americas, Bannon wrote to
Bolton:

I hope that you will find that it measures up in some small way to the great his-
torical concept which you fathered and through your students over the years had
ahand in propagating beyond the confines of Wheeler Aud[itorium] and the Cam-
pus at Berkeley. When you note its inadequacy, or better inadequacies, lay the
blame on a lesson poorly learned, not on a lesson poorly taught. However, as I
note in the Preface, I will be most happy if my little effort helps to perpetuate the
great Americas approach to the forgotten half of Western civilization history.®

Bannon’s two-volume History of the Americas was a successful narrative
history that filled the demand for a textbook.* His volume on the colonial
era followed the Bolton format and developed easily. Unfortunately for
the Americas concept, there was truth in Bannon's statement “I am more
of a synthesizer than a scholar.” Although he was an excellent synthesizer,
he did not analyze or conceptualize the concept of the Americas. Without
interpretative analysis, Bannon ran into trouble with the second volume,
which focused on the national era. He wrote that he “was never wholly
comfortable with” the volume and referred to the fact that the integration
of material did not take place even after a careful revision of the 1963
edition.® In the revised edition Bannon noted, as Bolton had done in the
past, that he was waiting “until the day when another, with the touch of
the genius-synthesizer, can make American history as well-integrated a
story as European history has become.”*!

Vera Brown Holmes, professor of history at Smith College, was the sec-
ond of the trio of Americas textbook historians. She began researching
and teaching the history of the Americas in 1935, and fifteen years later
she published her text, A History of the Americas: From Discovery to Nation-
hood. There was a fourteen-year hiatus before she published a second vol-
ume, A History of the Americas: From Nationhood to World Status. Her theme
was that colonial Americans “were engaged in the experiment of apply-
ing the precepts and practices of western European civilization to the con-
ditions of an Indian America.”*

Professor Holmes wrote the book for a number of audiences. It was



128 Herbert E. Bolton and the Historiography of the Americas

primarily designed for students in her college courses, and she hoped
that it would “also have correlative value in courses devoted to the United
States, Canada, and Latin America, providing some of the larger perspec-
tives within which these national histories have evolved.” It was “also
meant for the general reader who desires an introduction to hemispheric
problems.” Holmes sought to trace “the origins and early growth of the
political and social foundations that underlie everyday life and interna-
tional relationships in the Americas of the present time.”*

The third author of an Americas history textbook was Harold E. Davis,
professor of history and director of Inter-American Studies at the Ameri-
can University. In 1953 he published his one-volume work, The Americas
in History. In the Preface he noted that the American nations “shared many
common experiences in one of the greatest ventures of the human spirit—
the creation of a New World.” He felt that his textbook could be “used
with discrimination” to “teach the history of the United States in its broad
hemispheric setting.” However, although he thought positively of the con-
cept, he noted that historians had been slow to develop this synthetic his-
tory. In the Acknowledgments he noted:

It is therefore the author’s special duty to acknowledge his great obligation to
Professor Herbert E. Bolton, an inspiring teacher and friend whose scholarly spirit
did much to quicken the realization among historians that the history of this country
is part of a larger, hemispheric experience.™

In Canada during the post-war years, the “Spotlight on Canada” series
envisioned and developed three works: Canada and the Commonwealth,
Canada and the Americas, and Canada and the World. Ontario schools ap-
proved Canada and the Americas as a textbook. George W. Brown edited
the text, assisted by University of Toronto colleagues J. M. S. Careless and
Gerald M. Craig, and Eldon Ray, principal of the Kenner Collegiate Insti-
tute in Peterborough, Ontario. Brown wrote the reason for the text in the
Preface:

the two continents present a fascinating study in contrasts while at the same time
they are linked in a common American pattern. In spite of differences these twenty-
two countries all stem from the culture of Western Europe and are all stamped
indelibly by the environment of the New World.*

In this volume Brown and his colleagues stressed that the American envi-
ronment had influenced all of the nations of the Western Hemisphere,
“and all of them in greater or less degree have felt the influence of the
expanding New World frontier and the use of modern industrialism.”
Brown pointed out that Canada shared these similarities but differed in
others ways, such as her peaceful development to nationhood. He con-
cluded that “in this constant interplay of similarities and differences can
be found many illuminating suggestions which may encourage a greater
understanding between Canada and her American neighbours.”
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By mid-century, and even after the English-language Americas text-
books, historians of the Americas thought that an acceptable textbook did
not exist.* The perceived problem was that individual historians did not
have the necessary training and background to write on such a broad topic.
Furthermore, most historians were trained in national rather than conti-
nental history. Spanish historians primarily wrote works that, although
they had the Americas vision, were shaped by their European orientation.

As a result, the First Conference of American Ministers of Education,
meeting in Panama in October 1943, decided to open a competition for a
book on the history of the Americas. Among the considerations discussed
were a common American origin, the indigenous tradition, and the unify-
ing force of its discoverers, colonizers, and liberators that affirmed its com-
mon destiny. The ministers hoped that such a work would replace nation-
alistic rivalries and suspicions with more positive attitudes among the
people of the New World. Unfortunately, no one expressed interest in the
project.

In 1947 the Pan-American Institute of Geography and History estab-
lished the Commission on History, which first met as a consulting body in
Mexico in October. At that time the Committee of the History of America
Program began to function. The general scope and nature of the project
were set forth, and it was duly noted that this project would be the work
of individuals and would not have any “official character.” Finally, the
Committee hoped that the completed project would be written for the
general public and could be used by educational institutions.

At the second meeting, in Santiago, Chile, in 1950, the Commission
approved plans to carry forth the project, by dividing the history into
three periods: indigenous, colonial, and national. They reiterated their
concern for bringing this completed project to the teaching community.
The Committee hoped that in the process of developing this project, inter-
American scholars would have opportunities for intellectual exchanges
and “that it might effect a first crossing of the bibliographical frontiers of
the different areas.””

The project obtained a grant from the Rockefeller Foundation, and the
chair of the Commission on History, Silvio Zavala, organized work groups.
Initially, Juan Comas headed the Native Period; following his resignation,
he was replaced by Pedro Armillas. Zavala took the Colonial Period, and
Charles C. Griffin was placed in charge of the National Period. During
this first phase, the Commission concentrated on utilizing specialists in
various fields to develop and publish First Contributions.*®

Early in 1953, the Commission on History and the Committee for the
Centennial Commemoration of the Birth of José Marti organized a meet-
ing in Havana. The results of previous studies were published in the First
Contributions, funded by the Marti Committee, and discussions were con-
ducted. Also at this time the Commission made Comas, and then Armillas,
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Zavala, and Griffin, officially responsible for coordinating and preparing
Summary Reports on the various periods. There was a meeting of anthro-
pologists at Mexico City in late 1954, as well as a meeting of historians in
New York City. Later the three coordinators met in Poughkeepsie, New
York, to discuss the progress of the project. In March 1956 a third meeting
of the participants was held at the Library of Congress, Washington, DC,
to discuss results, problems, and future directions. In an interesting de-
velopment, in December 1957 the Pan-American Union, the Library of
Congress, and the Academy of American Franciscan History co-sponsored
a meeting at the Academy, in Washington, DC. The theme of the meeting
was the history of religion during the Colonial Period. Chapter X of the
Summary Report on the Colonial Period, which had been translated into
English and circulated, served as the discussion paper. Arthur P. Whitaker,
a national member for the United States on the Commission on History,
organized three sessions at the annual meeting of the American Historical
Association in 1952, 1954, and 1956, where the project was discussed by
two dozen historians with varying backgrounds.”

The result of the publications, meetings, conferences, and seminars was
three volumes in the Program of the History of America, which was con-
sidered the second phase of the Commission’s plan for a comparative his-
tory of the Americas. The first monograph was Pedro Armillas’ The Native
Period in the History of the New World. Based on archaeological and histori-
cal records, it is divided into fifty themes and organized into ten chapters.
Eight of the chapters focus on the pre-Columbian period and two on the
post-Columbian period. The Mexican concept that Indians had an influ-
ence on the post-Conquest world served as a basis for the development of
the latter topic. The bibliography contains a valuable, though dated, selec-
tion of English and Spanish sources.

Critics of the work pointed out that it fell short of the primary objec-
tives of the Program, had an uneven presentation, and could not be used
for undergraduate teaching purposes. It also did not provide any new
theoretical insights of significance for the study of New World history.
Finally, critics opined that the work was merely a descriptive inventory of
topics to be used in a more comprehensive study in the future.®

Silvio Zavala’s The Colonial Period in the History of the New World®' is the
result of an immense task that required developing a wealth of informa-
tion. The study had to deal with the European background and the vary-
ing colonial experiences throughout the hemisphere, as well as and the
role of Asia and Africa.

One of the shortcomings of the work was the fact that there is no infor-
mation about what was left out in the abridged translation. Critics also
did not like its encyclopedic approach. Stanley J. Stein noted, “Whatever
the reasons, this is only an annotated outline of a summary of syntheses,
lacking the insight and craftsmanship that Zavala displayed in his Estudios
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indianos.”** The last of the three volumes is Charles C. Griffin's The Na-
tional Period in the History of the New World.®® The work is divided into four
parts: (1) independence movements; (2) period of national consolidation
(1826-1870); (3) economic and political development (1870-1918); and (4)
changes down to the mid-twentieth century (1918-1950). This move into
periods contrasted with Zavala's work. Dexter Perkins believed that this
volume was particularly important because the United States public needed
to know the role of Latin America’s world position.*

All of the volumes were praised for their extensive, multi-language
bibliographies. However, after their publication, many historians felt that
the original agenda of the Program had not been met. As a result of the
May 1971 meeting at Lima, the Inter-American Council for Education,
Science, and Culture of the Organization of American States (OAS) rec-
ommended the development of a general history of the Americas. In Janu-
ary 1973 Javier Malagén Barcel6, director of the Department of Cultural
Affairs of the OAS, named Guillermo Morén, professor at Simén Bolivas
University in Caracas and Venezuelan historian, director of the project.
Simén Bolivar University and the National History Academy of Venezu-
ela funded the project, which was developed by a multi-national corps of
scholars. The first volume of this multi-volume series was issued in 1983.
Since 1983 over thirty volumes dealing with specific geographical areas
and themes have been published. The project is scheduled to end in 1999-
2000.%

There were other series of works that treated American history in a
broader manner. The “New American Nation” series, which began in 1954,
took its cue for a more inclusive view of United States history from the
earlier “American Nation” series.®® A number of volumes of text and read-
ings dealt with the French and Spanish experiences in the Americas.” In
the 1960s, Ray Allen Billington edited the “Histories of the American Fron-
tier” series for Holt, Rinehart, and Winston. Within this series were mono-
graphs on the Spanish Borderlands, Mexican, Canadian, Latin American,
and Pacific Basin frontiers.®® The series took a broad and ultimately com-
parative approach to the frontiers of the Americas.

The development of the history of the Americas ended in the 1970s.
The course History 8 was declining with the death and retirement of
Boltonians. If only this course was focused on, then the end was near.
However, there were other developments under way that would see the
concept revived in the last quarter of the twentieth century.
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The Concept Flourishes

The period since the 1970s has not been one of unbroken decline for
Boltonians or comparative historians. In fact, the opposite is true. The
idea of American “exceptionalism” —an exaggerated sense of uniqueness
“notjust as different, but as specially or providentially blessed” —has been
questioned. Since the 1960s, Europe and the United States have closed in
on the standard of living and degrees of freedom and democratic political
stability. Furthermore, the Vietnam conflict had many people questioning
American moral character. As a result, historians began to move away
from purely nationalistic history whose goals were to inculcate patriotism
and national identity.! Something of a comparative history renaissance
began in the 1980s. Terms such as “ultranational historians”; “global,
transnational, and world history”; and “American exceptionalism” are
commonly found in mainstream historical journals. There is a growing
interest in and awareness of the need for studying history both compara-
tively and on a hemispheric level. Throughout the Americas, this interest
has been realized and developed among scholars and educators, academic
institutions and organizations, and publishers and governmental agen-
cies.

A focus on comparative history goes back to the 1950s and 1960s when
historians rethought the role of this concept.? By 1958 there was enough
interest in the field for the establishment of the journal Comparative Studies
in Society and History. Throughout the 1960s comparative studies devel-
oped in the field of slavery in the Americas. Within the decade a number
of edited works blossomed. There was Lewis Hanke’s Do the Americas
Have A Common History?; Louis Hartz edited Founding New Societies; and
C. Vann Woodward followed with The Comparative Approach to American
History. In 1969 Robert F. Berkhofer, Jr., wrote A Behavioral Approach to
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Historical Analysis, which addressed some of the theoretical aspects of com-
parative historical analysis.

As the 1970s passed, the interest in comparative history continued. In
1974 Richard P. McCormick presented an insightful review of the com-
parative method as it is applied to American history.? This was an impor-
tant development in the fieldbecause at the time many of the educators
working the Americas field were passing from the scene.

The revival began in earnest in 1980. George M. Fredrickson led the
way with a study titled “Comparative History.” For him there “is a rela-
tively small but significant body of scholarship that has as its main objec-
tive the systematic comparison of some process or institution in two or
more societies that are not usually conjoined within one of the traditional
geographical areas of historical specialization.”* Much of what Fredrickson
postulated fits the Boltonian concept. The October 1980 issue of the Ameri-
can Historical Review was devoted to comparative history, a topic that had
been the focus of a program during the 1978 meeting of the American
Historical Association. In December 1982 Peter Kolchin joined the discus-
sion in an article titled “Comparing American History.” He closed his study
optimistically: “The comparative consciousness that now exists is in itself
a major sign of progress and explicit comparison has yielded positive re-
sults in a number of areas.”*

In December 1983, in his American Historical Association presidential
address, Philip D. Curtin attacked the narrow specialization that plagues
historians in the late twentieth century. He called for a broader synthesis
of history to enable students to better understand the world they live in.
Curtin concluded with a strong Boltonian position: “It can be argued that
the fullest understanding of New World history requires a comparative
study....” He was reaffirming the views presented in 1945 by a predeces-
sor, Carleton J. H. Hayes.®

For decades there had been a debate over the question of the role and
value of American exceptionalism, transnational history, and compara-
tive history.” This debate blossomed in the 1980s and 1990s. In 1985
Raymond Grew argued that American historiography was more parochial
than others. He was followed by A. A. Van Den Braembussche, who pro-
vided an excellent discussion of the varieties of comparative history.® In
October 1991 the prestigious American Historical Association took up the
“questions of comparative history and explore[d] the ways in which ideas
originating in one part of the world affect and give conceptual shape to
events (and perception of events) taking place elsewhere.” In the AHR
Forum, Australian scholar Ian Tyrrell and Indiana University professor
Michael McGerr dealt with American exceptionalism and transnational
history. This was followed in 1993 by Michael Kammen’s in-depth re-
consideration of the matter.® John Higham has looked at multiculturalism,
the role of transnational history, and future directions to be taken by Ameri-
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can historians.’® In 1995 Michael Geyer and Charles Bright discussed
“world history in a global age,” going far beyond national limitations."

If some historians are interested in a global outlook, others are con-
cerned with comparative hemispheric history. Latin American historian
Magnus Morner and two graduate students, Julia Fawaz de Vifiuela and
John D. French, provided an insightful look at comparative history in gen-
eral and how it relates to Latin America. The work is a useful synthesis
and provides ideas for further study.'? Several years later, Professor Tyrrell
acknowledged the legacy of Bolton. He wrote that Bolton had “treated, on
aslightly smaller scale, the transnational interaction of cultures in the Span-
ish borderlands and went on to propose a hemispheric approach to Ameri-
can studies.” Unfortunately, this “grand transnational historiography”
failed because it fell between United States and Latin American history,
and Bolton’'s colonial emphasis was avoided by historians focused on the
national historical tradition. Tyrrell concluded that further historical in-
vestigation could be directed toward “the impact of the United States on
Latin America, the comparative history of revolution and state making in
the New World, and the cultural interchange between Hispanic America
and the United States in the “borderlands’ region from Texas to Califor-
nia,” and the continental focus of Canadian-American studies.’®

Richard Maxwell Brown issued another clarion call for comparison in
his presidential address to the Western Historical Association in 1992. He
noted that the development of the American West could be studied com-
paratively in Canada, Mexico, Chile, or Argentina.’* Richard W. Slatta,
who took his direction from Bolton’s 1932 call for a comparative study of
the cattle frontier from “Patagonia to Labrador,” developed a monograph,
Cowboys of the Americas, thus proving Brown correct in his assessment.”
This work is typical of many developed during the 1990s that treat spe-
cific topics in a comparative approach.

Clearly, neo-Boltonians are still alive and well. Albert L. Hurtado and
David J. Weber, among others, continue to promote the incorporation of
the Hispanic story into United States history, which is an aspect of the
history of the Americas.’® In the spring of 1993 Weber, the dean of the
Spanish Borderlands historians, lamented that the Hispanic focus on United
States history remained “fuzzy.” Too few academic historians were work-
ing in the field of Spanish North American history, and new scholarship
had not yet been integrated into history texts. As Weber saw it, “ Although
the United States has always been a multi-cultural society, in American
popular culture and in most general histories, the American past has been
understood as the story of English America rather than as the stories of
the diverse cultures that make up our national heritage.”"”

The analysis of a comparative approach to national and hemispheric
history, especially in response to the emphasis on multiculturalism among
historians and educators, was not limited to neo-Boltonians. Colonial his-
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torian James Axtell, of the College of William and Mary noted that histo-
rians had failed to reconstruct early America as it actually looked and was
perceived by the colonists. “One way to do this is to serve not only as
American colonial historians but as historians of colonial America by en-
larging our perspective beyond anachronistic political boundaries.”” Fur-
ther, these colonies and later nations were extensions of Europe and its
culture and mores, and were “sustainers and mature models for compari-
son.” Historians should shift their focus to cultural forces, and frontiers
should be seen as anthropologists see them: “as fluid points of human
contact between culture-bearing ethnic groups.” Axtell stressed the im-
portance of using ethnohistory, which “provides an invaluable key to the
interlocking histories of American’s colonial frontiers.”

Joyce Appleby raised the question of internationalizing American his-
tory in her 1992 presidential address, “Recovering America’s Historic Di-
versity: Beyond Exceptionalism,” which was presented before the Orga-
nization of American Historians.”” This was followed by an extensive round
table discussion, “Toward the Internationalization of American History,”
which includes comments from a group of multinational historians.** Two
years later, in his article, “Why the WestIs Lost,” Professor James A. Hijiya
of the University of Massachusetts, Dartmouth called for a broader ap-
proach in the teaching of American history.” The forum that followed pro-
vided critical insights into Hijiya’s concerns and stimulated further de-
bate on the subject.?2

Taking a different position, William F. Sater, of California State Univer-
sity, Long Beach, called for the integration of Latin American history into
the teaching of world history. In order to best accomplish this, Dr. Sater
recommended that the comparative approach be used for certain themes,
such as slavery.? In writing about a new approach in teaching American
history as directed by the Bradley Commission, Thomas Bender, of New
York University, discussed the problem of a strictly national history and
called for relating and integrating the parts to the whole. Professor Bender
thought that such an approach would provide wider meaning and signifi-
cance to particular events, institutions, and objects in national history.*
And Natalie Zemon Davis, professor emeritus at Princeton, developed a
series of articles in the American Historical Association newsletter, Per-
spective in which she discussed “Who Owns History?” In the course of her
comments about the introduction of new concepts into the teaching of
history, she reflected Bolton’s comments on “ultranational historians” when
she wrote about how “Established national traditions resent interlop-
ers....””

If the Boltonian history of the Americas course is no longer popular,
many colleges and universities in the United States do offer comparative
approaches to topics in history, and a select number of institutions still
teach the history of the Americas or aspects of this concept.” Today, more
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colleges and universities are seeking historians to teach comparative his-
tory than in the past.?

Comparative history has become popular in other academic settings.
Since 1991 the University of South Florida in Tampa has offered a biennial
conference whose theme is “Culture, Technology and Change in the Ameri-
cas.” Harvard University’s Charles Warren Center for Studies in Ameri-
can History has been offering seminars since 1996. Young, multinational
historians engaged in creative research on aspects of Atlantic history are
invited to attend ten day seminars and present papers, discuss, and ex-
change ideas with peers and senior scholars. The Renaissance Studies Con-
ference at the City University of New York had as its 1997 theme “Early
Modern Trans-Atlantic Encounters: England, Spain, and the Americas.”
The Rockefeller Foundation, through its Humanities Fellowships for 1997-
1999, supported “scholars and writers engaged in research on transnational
social and cultural issues, non-Western cultures, and the diverse cultural
heritage of the United States.” Assisting in this direction are a number of
centers that take a comparative approach. At the University of Toronto,
the Centre for the Study of Religion promotes a comparative approach to
the subject. The Indigenous Research Center of the Americas at the Uni-
versity of California, Davis, has an “interdisciplinary and interdepart-
mental research program which is committed to the study of and by in-
digenous people and to the understanding of their politics within the grow-
ing process of globalization.” The Center believes that its “unique hemi-
spheric methodological approach focuses on the historical and spatial di-
mensions that provide a thorough comprehension of the cultural and so-
cial complexity of contemporary indigenous people.”? In 1944 the Insti-
tute of Early American History and Culture in Williamsburg, Virginia di-
versified its fifty year old agenda to embrace a larger range of colonial
subjects in it programs and publications. The University of Jowa has a
Center for International and Comparative Studies, Johns Hopkins has long
had a program in Atlantic History and Culture, and the John Carter Brown
Library, with the largest collection of printed material related to the colo-
nial Americas has developed a Center for New World Comparative Stud-
ies. The idea of comparative programs and symposia dealing with the
hemisphere has become a reality. For instance, in October 1996 the Library
of Congress sponsored a symposium titled “Imaging the City in the Ameri-
cas: Washington, DC, and Mexico City, 1910.” Scholars from a variety of
backgrounds looked at the urbanization of both capitals. In April 1998 the
Henry Huntington Library at San Marino, California offered its second
biennial meeting, “The Forum on European Expansion and Global Inter-
action.” In November 1999, the Tenth Meeting of the Conference of Mexi-
can, United States, and Canadian Historians will meet at Dallas-Forth
Worth, with the theme “Migration in North American History.”

Other organizations are striving to promote the study of the hemisphere.
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The Resource Center, which was established in the early 1980s and is based
in Minneapolis, has as its goal helping Americans grasp the intricate con-
nections between peoples of the Americas. This non-profit organization of
more than 1,300 members provides educational resources, links individu-
als and grass roots groups across national borders, and reveals relations
within and between the Americas.

The University of Miami established the North-South Center in 1984.
Congressman Dante Fascell, a University of Miami Law School graduate
who represented this district, sought to create a center modeled on the
East-West Center located in Honolulu, which receives federal funding. In
1991 the North-South Center greatly expanded its operations with fund-
ing from the U.S. Congress aimed at improving inter-American relations.
Unfortunately, since that time budget austerity has cut the funding. “The
mission of the North-South Center is to promote better relations and serve
as a catalyst for change among the United States, Canada, and the nations
of Latin America and the Caribbean by advancing knowledge and under-
standing of the major political, social, economic, and cultural issues af-
fecting the nations and peoples of the Western Hemisphere.” The Center
published the first issue of its journal, North-South: The Magazine of the
Americas, in 1990, and it has created the North-South Center Press. Its
thrust is a broad approach to affairs throughout the Americas in terms of
trade, international relations, and foreign policy.*

Cornell University’s American Indian Program has taken a broad ap-
proach and presents the indigenous people of the Americas. Since the spring
of 1984 its Akwe:kon Press has published Akwe:kon, A Journal of Indigenous
Issues. In the spring of 1995 the title of the journal to Native Americas to
accurately reflect that approach.

A careful survey uncovers many services and organizations that deal
with a broader approach to the hemisphere. The journal Locus, a Univer-
sity of North Texas Press publication, specializes in articles “that deal with
regional or local history of the Americas.” Organizations like Turning Tide
Productions of Wendell, Massachusetts, are creating videos dealing with
multi-cultural and social issues throughout the Americas.*

The federal government in the United States has stressed the idea of
hemispheric unity going back to the Monroe Doctrine. In December 1994,
President Bill Clinton hosted the Summit of the Americas in Miami, which
leaders from throughout the hemisphere attended. Prior to the Summit,
Vice President Al Gore hosted an encuentro of cultural leaders from through-
out the hemisphere, titled “A New Moment in the Americas.” It was held
in Washington, DC, and promoted the concept of closer relations with the
United States’ neighbors in the hemisphere.”

During 1930-1998 there was an outpouring of publications, both jour-
nals and monographs, dealing with the history of the Americas and com-
parative history in general.® They have included everything from general
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histories to topical and interpretative studies. The two largest categories
are general studies or textbooks and interpretative works. Three other
topics, averaging twenty-three items each were Africans/slavery, economy,
and Indians. During the 1990s a plethora of books and articles have been
published on the Americas theme. This was especially true at the time of
the commemoration of the Columbian Quincentennial in 1992. (See Table
6.1.)

Table 6.1
Americas-Related Publications
Years Numbers

1553-1795 9
1812-1898 25
1903-1907 3
1910-1919 15
1920-1929 8
1930-1939 30
1940-1949 49
1950-1959 40
1960-1969 58
1970-1979 70
1980-1989 55
1990-1998 125

Three works are models of the types of broadly based studies available
to American educational institutions that provide a comparative histori-
cal approach. The Encyclopedia of the North American Colonies gives the stu-
dent of United States colonial history a better appreciation of the multi-
faceted nature of this portion of national history.* In 1996, Lester D. Lan-
gley published The Americas in the Age of Revolution, 1750-1850, which fol-
lowed Bolton’s 1932 call for a comparative approach to hemispheric top-
ics. It is a model for a relatively untouched theme in hemispheric his-
tory — revolution and nation-building. In a attempt to bring a compara-
tive approach into United States history survey classes, Houghton Mifflin
published Carl J. Guarneri’s two-volume reader, America Compared: Ameri-
can History in International Perspective. Its goal is to present United States
history in a global context based on comparative readings on key issues.*

In Canada, policy toward the Americas has gone through changes since
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the late 1950s. Initially Canada was not a member of the Organization of
American States, and interest in Latin American affairs was minuscule.
As a result of immigration, Canada has a population with varied ethnic
and cultural background and experiences. This national diversity has led
historians away from the nation-building approach. It has been replaced
by a focus on the board Canadian experience that “has produced a conti-
nent-wide entity identifiable in its very pluralism, constraints, and com-
promises.”” Today Canadian historians are writing about the European
community, the United States, and the Third World and their relationship
to Canada.

Prior to the end of the Cold War in 1989, for business, security, and
other reasons, Canada remained disengaged from Latin America. The
public perception of the region was best summed up by the “four “Ds”:
debts, dictatorships, drugs, deforestation. Then a reversal in attitude oc-
curred; interests and policy began with Canada’s entry into the Organiza-
tion of American States in 1990, and within a year negotiations began among
Canada-Mexico-United States that led to the signing of the North Ameri-
can Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). The activation of NAFTA on Janu-
ary 1, 1994, consolidated Canada’s position vis-a-vis the nations south of
the United States, “a region of growth and potential rather than economic
and political crisis.” Subsequently the partnership linking Canada and
Mexico has been the object of newspaper articles and public interest.*

Interest in the history of the Americas has survived in Canadian colle-
giate classrooms. One of the original Canadian historians teaching the his-
tory of the Americas from the Bolton era was Professor Edward E. Adair,
at McGill University in Montreal. He taught “General History of North
and South America” until the early 1950s.* Professor Hereward Senior
continued to teach the course at McGill until 1964-1965. After that time, it
was split into two sections, and Dr. Senior taught the South American
section until 1977. In 1958-1959, Dr. Senior taught the course at Memorial
University in St. John's, Newfoundland.*

In 1972, Canadian representatives on the History Commission of the
Pan-American Institute of Geography and History promoted a seminar
with an inter-American theme. Held at Laval University in Quebec City
in March, the seminar dealt with “Colonial Institutions in the Americas of
the 18th Century.”*

The noted historian Professor W. J. Eccles stated that Adair’s course
influenced him to go into the history of New France. His many influential
articles and monographs left a mark on the French colonial story. Because
many of these were written in English, they were available to scholars
south of the Canadian border. Prior to his retirement from the University
of Toronto, Eccles and a colleague, W. H. Nelson, promoted a compara-
tive historical approach. Graduate students who chose English or French
colonial history as a topic for their thesis prepared to be examined in both
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fields at their comprehensive examinations. Both professors hoped that
eventually New Spain and Brazil would be included in the sequence, but
this was never realized.*

A 1993 survey of higher education institutions throughout Canada
showed that interest in comparative history was alive and well. Of the
thirty-four institutions surveyed,” eighteen (52.9%) taught some type of
comparative history course dealing directly with the Americas and 23.5
percent taught a topical hemispheric course. This interest in the Americas
approach is surprising, given Canada’s previous limited focus in the hemi-
sphere.

Canada has taken steps to bridge the gap between herself and the coun-
tries of Latin America and the Caribbean. An agreement between the Uni-
versity of Ottawa and the National University of Rosario in Argentina led
to the publication Les discours du Nouveau Monde au XIX* siécle au Canada
francais et en Amérique Latine in 1995. This publication presents compara-
tive history dealing with topics in Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Chile, and
Mexico.*

The Canadian Foundation of the Americas (FOCAL), an independent,
non-profit organization based in Ottawa, was founded in 1990. Through
its regional offices in Fredericton, New Brunswick; Ste. Foy, Quebec; and
Calgary, Alberta, it has formed outreach programs that host conferences
and disseminate information in order to maintain dialogue at the eco-
nomic and political levels. In cooperation with Carleton University Press,
through its “Changing Americas Series,”* FOCAL is publishing mono-
graphs dealing with Canadian-oriented inter-American topics; the orga-
nization also publishes FOCAL Papers and FOCAL Update. More special-
ized organizations include the Inter-American Organization for Higher
Education and the Inter-American Institute for Cooperation on Agricul-
ture. For a nation that was reluctant to get involved in the affairs of the
Americas, Canada has made a rapid turnaround in its outlook.

The study of the history of the Americas in Latin America has paral-
leled North American developments. In the 1950s during the hemispheric
heyday of the history of the Americas, Bolton’s syllabus remained an in-
dispensable source. In 1950, Francisco Morales Padrén sought permission
to translate the syllabus into Spanish so that it could be used throughout
Latin America. The project seemed to have died when Morales wanted
Ginn & Company to publish the Spanish edition without the company
having the necessary marketing ability.*

In Mexico, a course in the history of the Americas has been all but non-
existent since it was taught in the 1930s-1940s at the National Autono-
mous University of Mexico. Usually the issue is divided between Latin
American and Anglo American history. However, the appropriately named
University of the Americas in Puebla does have such a course focused on
the colonial era.”
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If teaching of hemispheric history has declined, interest in it is still strong
among Mexican scholars. The historian Silvio Zavala and the philosopher
Leopoldo Zea remain leading authorities in the field. Professor Zavala
has played a pivotal role through his work with the Pan-American Insti-
tute of Geography and History and as the founder of Revista de historia de
Ameérica, whose goal it was to develop a broad interpretation of hemi-
spheric history.”® Professor Zea, Mexico’s most distinguished philosopher,
has looked at the intellectual aspects of the Americas. In 1957 he pub-
lished his seminal work, América en la historia, which explores the signifi-
cance of the Americas in relation to universal history. It was translated
into English thirty-five years later.*

The National Autonomous University of Mexico has been the site of
colloquia that presented comparative themes. In 1994 the 17th Interna-
tional Colloquium on Art History’s theme was “Art History and Identity
in America: Comparative Visions,” which was subsequently published.®

Elsewhere in Latin America, the presentation of this broad approach to
the history of the hemisphere depends on the nation. In the 1990s
Venezuela's elementary and secondary schools do not teach the history of
the Americas as a separate topic. When it does appear, it is presented in a
chapter on nineteenth- and twentieth-century developments in the “uni-
versal history” program. Two undergraduate history programs exist, one
at the Central University of Venezuela in Caracas and the other at the
University of the Andes in Mérida; both include an option in the “History
of the Americas.

The other two options are “universal” and “Venezuelan” history. Two
master’s degree programs include an option in the “History of the Ameri-
cas.” One is available at the Institute of Hispanic-American Studies at the
Central University of Venezuela and the other at the Catholic University
Andrés Bello. Some years ago, the Institute for Historical Investigation
was established at the latter, and it has developed a master’s program
concentrating on the history of the Americas.® In Chile, where there is a
long historic connection with hemispheric history, the history of the Ameri-
cas is taught only in teacher education schools.”® The Catholic Pontifical
University and the University of San Marcos in Peru teach courses on the
history of America as well.*® Argentina has seen a rise and decline in the
history of the Americas as a requirement in secondary and college experi-
ences. Since the 1860s, the history of America and Argentina has been a
popular course. However, this course has primarily stressed national his-
tory; the American portion has been limited to the themes of discovery
and independence in Latin America and the United States. Variations on
this theme continue into the present, and comparative history is stressed
in the department of United States Studies at the University of Palermo in
Buenos Aires.>

In the 1960s the Bolton concept received little attention among Brazil-
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ian historians although they were sympathetic to the concept even if they
did not know it by name. Hélio Vianna of the University of Brazil pub-
lished a statement in 1932 titled “Bases sociolégicas da formagao
americana.” In it he insisted that despite certain political and social simi-
larities in historical evolution, the English-, Portuguese-, and Spanish-
speaking peoples of America are fundamentally different from one an-
other.®

Brazil is interested in comparative history not only in the hemisphere
but topically throughout the world. The Center for North American Stud-
ies at Candido Mendes University in Rio de Janeiro promotes such an
effort. In 1994 the Center had workshops, conferences, and research pro-
grams directed toward issues related to Brazilian-North American rela-
tions. Professors at the Federal Fluminense University in Niter6i, Brazil
are undertaking studies of a comparative nature, such as indigenous up-
risings in the United States and Brazil. The Catholic Pontifical University,
Rio de Janeiro, is undertaking a comparative study of slavery, and profes-
sors are following a similar course in comparative history.*

A few titles illustrate the fact that specialized themes within the Ameri-
cas concept are being published in Latin America and Spain. In 1985 Hebe
Clementi wrote a classic four-volume study, La Frontera en América, which
focuses on the role of the frontier throughout the Americas.”” The idea of
a monumental, traditional, four-volume Historia de las Américas was real-
ized in 1991 by the Spanish through the generosity of the University of
Seville, the Alhambra Longman publishing house, and the State Society
for the Quincentenary.”® This work, running over 3,000 pages, covers the
history of the Americas “from Columbus to the present and from pole to
pole,” to quote Bolton. Arturo Chavolla looked at the idea of America in
European thought from Oviedo to Hegel in his work La idea de América,
published in 1993.%

Besides the nations of the Western Hemisphere, a number of other na-
tions have been focusing on the Americas concept. In Spain, the study of
the Americas is centered in Seville, the colonial gateway to the New World
and the home of the Archives of the Indies. Although such studies pre-
ceded the Columbian Quadcentennial in 1892, this event acted as a cata-
lyst for the development of American studies. During the twentieth cen-
tury, numerous Hispanic America centers and institutes have been estab-
lished in the city.% Scholars have produced a wealth of journal articles and
monographs, and other centenary events have been commemorated with
symposia, congresses, and round tables. Seville remains at the forefront of
Americas studies in Spain.®

In Italy, the Italian Society of the History of the Americas was founded
in 1978 at the University of Turin. This national organization, with some
thirty member institutions where the history of either North or Latin
America is taught, coordinates teaching, colloquia and publications on
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the Americas. The Society also publishes Rivista di storia delle Americhe
(Review of the History of the Americas). The University of Genoa is home
to the non-profit Euro-Atlantic Center. The Center’s multidisciplinary in-
terests are organized around broad topics: federalism, citizenship, ethnicity,
collective identity and multiculturalism in Canada, the United States, and
Europe. Its doctoral program in the history of the Americas is the only one
offered in Italy. In Chengdu, China, the Southwest Jiaotong University is
home to the Center for American Cultural/Cross-Cultural Studies, which
stresses comparative or cross-cultural communications.®

In the 1990s, scholars from the Americas and the world at large have
written about the concept of the Americas and its differences. S. N.
Eisenstadt, professor of sociology at Hebrew University in Jerusalem,
looked at the great divergence of economic patterns throughout the Ameri-
cas and based the difference on religious factors. Anibal Quijano, from the
University of San Marcos, Peru, and Immanuel Wallerstein, from SUNY
Binghamton, developed a thoughtful analysis of the Americas and their
role in the future. Finally, writing in the Australasian Journal of American
Studies, Jim Levy and Peter Ross made a comparative analysis of the
economy of the Americas, the politics of industrialization, the military,
and the Indian “problem.” Interest in the concept of the Americas is alive
among scholars around the world, although few of them know of Bolton,
his earlier work, or his promotion of the Americas concept.®®

Bolton's idea of exchanges of students and professors among academic
institutions throughout the Americas continued to be pursued. Between
1992 and 1996, three meetings were held with educators from the United
States, Canada, and Mexico. The United States called the first meeting
and pushed for trilateral programs in which faculty and students would
be exchanged by academic institutions. Unfortunately, economic problems
in Mexico and Canada, a downsizing of government spending by the U.S.
Congress, and a lack of interest by American educators, brought the pro-
posal to a halt. When the educators met in April 1996, out of 1000, only
125 were from the United States. The idea was to seek funding from pri-
vate sources and push ahead with the concept.®

On the eve of the twenty-first century, Bolton’s course on the history of
the Americas has all but vanished from most colleges, except in Canada.
Even his name as the father of the Americas concept is recognized by few
younger historians. However, all of the evidence shows that the compara-
tive approach to the history of the Western Hemisphere is alive and thriv-
ing in a variety of historical venues. With renewed vigor, historians around
the world are seriously discussing the question of comparative hemispheric
history. The concept has gained a flourishing new life through publica-
tions, symposia, institutional programs, and other formats. As educators
prepare new teachers to deal with multiculturalism, transnational, and
global history, this hemispheric approach should find an expanded life in



The Concept Flourishes 149

the twenty-first century, reaching far beyond the dreams of Bolton. In the
words of C. Vann Woodward, this is “one of the most exciting periods of
American historical scholarship for a century.”%
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