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Awaiting the Blood of a
Truly Emancipating Revolution

Che Guevara in 29508 Peru

Ernesto Guevara de la Serna traveled through Peru twice i.n the
19508, first between 24 March and 22 June 1952, correspo.nd-mg o
the trip with Alberto Granado recounted in the Momrgcle Diaries and
in Granado's own diaries, published as Traveling with Che Guevar.a,
and later for much of August and September 1953, as recounted in
Back on the Road.' During the first trip, Guevara and Granado entered
Peru from Chile and spent most of April traveling in the south.ern
highlands, famously visiting Machu Picchu. In late Apr.xl they arrived
in the central sierra, and from there they moved on to Lima on 1 Ma?z,
where they stayed three weeks and met Hugo Pesce, one of Perus’.
most eminent physicians who in the late 1920s had helped José
Carlos Maridtegui found the Peruvian Socialist Party. Pesce took the
travelers under his wing, feeding them and even giving them clothes
{a white suit for Granado and a white jacket for Guevara). They r.lhen
retraced their steps back through the central sierra and down into
the selva, to the river port of Pucallpa, where they boarded the boat

that took them to Iquitos. From Iquitos they went downstream to
retraced their steps back through the central sierra and down into

the selva, to the river port of Pucallpa, where they boarded the boat
that took them to Iquitos. From Iquitos they went dowr'1stream to
the San Pablo “leper” colony, and from there made their way, un-
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Truly Emancipating Revolution

Che Guevara in 29508 Peru

Ernesto Guevara de la Serna traveled through Peru twice i.n the
1950s, first between 24 March and 22 June 1952, correspo.nd-mg to
the trip with Alberto Granado recounted in the Momrcyclo{ _DmflfS and

then headed north to the Ecuadorian border. Unfortunately, Gue-
vara’s diary includes very little information on this tip up the arid
Peruvian coast, which the two fiends appear to have covered in a
great hurry, arriving in Piura after a single day. Although he passed
through the cities of Piura, Talara, and Tumbes, Guevara had little to
say about these places. It seems particularly surprising, not least in
light of the anti-imperialist sentiment that his visit to Chuquicamata
engendered (perhaps suggesting the formulation of those send-
ments ex post facto), that he describes Talara, an oil enclave con-
trolled by the International Petroleum Company, itself a subsidiary
of Standard Oil, as a “rather picturesque oil port,” Guevara, who
appears to have been suffering from particularly bad asthma attacks
during much of the wip north, crossed into Ecuador on 27 Septem-
ber 1gs53.

The Peru that Guevara encountered in his travels and narrates in
his diaries has received limited attention from historians, Peruvian
historiography tends to end in the 1930s, when, typically, sociolo-
gists and political scientists take over, particularly for the period
after 1968 and the so-called Peruvian Experiment of General Juan
Velasco Alvarado.* It is undoubtedly through fiction that the decade
has received its most profound analysis. Qur understanding of the
1950s in Peru has been fashioned by the noveis and short stories of
Mario Vargas Llosa, José Maria Arguedas, and Julio Ramén Ribeyro
to a far greater extent than any work of social science. Indeed, the
dominant interpretation of that decade arguably remains encapsu-
lated in the question that Santiago Zavala, “Zavalita,” Vargas Llosa’s
main character in Conversation in the Cathedral, asks at the beginning
of the novel: “At what precise moment had Peru fucked itself up”?
This phrase has become popular in Peru and has been interpreted in

myriad ways.® It is, as several scholars have pointed nut 2 anecting
of the novel: “At what precise moment had Peru fucked itself up”?s
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Lima, it s assumed, since Lima is Peru.”® Zavalita’s question points
to a highly racist hegemonic reading of Peru’s history based on the
idealization of, and the reduction of all Peruvian history to, a largely
imagined past in which Lima was 2 white city untouched and yet
dominant over an Indian and “cholo” national hinterland.

Zavalita’s question thus expresses the racialized way in which
elite Peruvians made sense of the beginnings of mass internal mi-
gration in the 1950s, but also, more generally, their understandings
of the nature of Peruvian society and history, But the question also
proves revealing from the perspective of historical analysis because
it indicates a demographic, social, and cultural point of inflexion in
Peruvian history, rather than a political or economic one. In fact,
such a demographic and cultural periodization of Peru’s twentieth-
century history is finding acceptance in some of the more recent
master narratives or “national histories” of Peru. As historians of
Peru refocus their gaze on new subjects and adopt new theoretical
perspectives, they—in contrast to older “national histories,” which
favored political and economic turning points (the 19308, 1968)—
give increasing importance to the 1950s.'* In large measure this has
to do with the fact that from today's perspective, the changes that
fashioned that decade, particularly what we may call the “peruvian-
izadon of Lima,” seem to explain the country's contemporary chal-
lenges more compellingly than, say, the displacement of Bridsh
merchant capital by U.S. monopoly capital or the rise of military
corporatsm. ‘

The present essay explores the Peru of the early 1g50s through the
perspective of Guevara’s diaries. As his biographers agree, Gue-
vara's travels through Latin America in the 1g50s had a profound
impact on his worldview. According to Paul Dosal, “the poverty and

injustice that [Che Guevara] observed sauck a sensitive chord”
vara’s travels through Latin America in the 1950s had a protound

impact on his worldview, According to Paul Dosal, “the poverty and
injustice that [Che Guevara] observed struck a sensitive chord”
while he came “to identify United States imperialism as the source
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gration in the 19508, but also, more generally, their understandings
of the nature of Peruvian society and history. But the question also
proves revealing from the perspective of historical analysis because
it indicates a demographic, social, and cultural point of inflexion in
Peruvian history, rather than a political or economic one. In fact,
such a2 demographic and cultural periodization of Peru’s twentieth-
century history is finding acceptance in some of the more recent
master narratives or “national histories” of Peru. As historians of
Peru refocus their gaze on new subjects and adopt new theoretical
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ger, and asthma attacks, undoubtedly contributed to his radjcaliza-
tion. At the same time, like the European travelers that Mary Louise
Pratt and others have studied and whose “travel and exploration
writing produced ‘the rest of the world’ for European readerships,”
Guevara, with his writings on Peru and Latin America more gener-
ally, also produced a Peru and a Latin America—initially for himself
and later for others.*? Through a close reading of Guevara's diaries
in conjunction with and in counterpoint to other contemporary trav-
elogues, including Granado’s, 1 critically examine Guevara's pro-
duction of early 1g50s Peru.

Political Silences in the
Land of Flourishing Barracks

Guevara traveled in Peru during the middle years of Manuel Qdria’s
eight-year dictatorship (1948-56). Odria’s coup in 1948 ended one
of Peru’s few periods of democratic rule in the twentieth century, but
also, according to contemporary commentators, one of the most
chaotic.” Historians have tended to view Odrfa’s coup as part of a
general and unfortunate retumn to military dictatorship throughout
Latin America after the democraric spring of the immediate postwar
period. However, contemporary opinions on the character of the
dictatorship, although certainly divided, were for the most partrela-
tively favorable. Peter Schmid, 2 German traveler who crossed the
entire continent from Mexico to Brazil in the first half of the 1950s,
presented a2 somber picture of the dictatorship: “The country is . . .
one of the most ‘reactionary’ in South America. Not only in the
amiable patriarchal sense that Ecuador is conservative, but in the
evil sense of a conspiracy of the dark powers: feudal lords, church,

army and foreign capitalist companies " Rut @rhmid navamhalaes
amiable patriarchal sense that Ecuador is conservative, but in the

evil sense of a conspiracy of the dark powers: feudal lords, church,
army and foreign capitalist companies.”™ But Schmid nevertheless
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"o laied svntuLIcEs, T LUTOUEN 2 ClOSe Teading of Guevara's diaries

in conjunction with and in counterpoint to other contemporary trav-
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as a fatherly, sometimes Big Brotherly dictator” and that “the coun-
ury has moved forward economically under honest, efficient Dictator
Qdrfa.””
Odrfa based his regime on three basic pillars: (1) the ruthless but
selective elimination of political opposition; (2) liberai economic
policies that benefited from a favorable international economic con-
text; and (3) social reform aimed at the working and middle classes.
Odria justified the coup by pointing to President José Bustamante’s
failure “to deal firmly with the APRA [American Popular Revolu-
tionary Alliance] menace {that] was leading the country towards
disaster and ruin.”* One of his first measures was to outlaw both
ApRa and the Peruvian Communist Party, while simultaneously in-
creasing the army’s pay by 20 percent. Political opponents found
themselves summarily arrested and subjected to court martial with-
out a right of appeal. The regime formalized repression through the
passing of the Law of Interior Security on 21 July 1948, which, as
British diplomats noted, “deprives Peruvian citizens of most of the
elementary democratic rights to which, on paper at any rate, they are
entitled under the Constitution.”** Yet although repression could
take extreme forms {as well as absurd ones, such as attempts to link
the ApRraA leader, Victor Raal Haya de la Torre, with a gang of co-
caine smugglers arrested in New York in mid-1949), it was for the
most part selective.? For a time at least the regime even allowed
newspapers deemed pro-communist, such as the satirical Yd, to con-
tinue operations, in part because they tended to be critical of the
APRA but also because, «(Odrfa) realises that it is sound politics
to allow people to let off steam and considers these small semi-
Communist publications provide a harmless and even convenient
medium for this purpose [sic].”* The British ambassador for one

emmeludad that “it wonld he 2 mistake to picture Peru as being
Communist publications provide a harmless and even convenient

medium for this purpose [sic].”* The British ambassador for one
concluded that “it would be a mistake to picture Peru as being
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failure “to deal firmly with the APRA [American Popular Revolu-
tionary Alliance] menace {that] was leading the country towards
disaster and ruin.”* One of his first measures was to outlaw both
ApRra and the Peruvian Communist Party, while simultaneously in-
creasing the army’s pay by 20 percent. Political opponents found
themselves summarily arrested and subjected to court martial with-
out a right of appeal. The regime formalized repression through the
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Odria’s economic policies stand out in the Latin American con-
text of this period because Peru fulfilled, as Rosemary Thorp and
Geoffrey Bertram suggest, “the dream of orthodox development
f:conomists" ata tme when many neighboring countries were mov-
ing tf)ward increasing state intervention in the economy.** The eco-
Flomjc achievements of this period of free-market policies, which
included the reducton of barriers 1o capital flows and the encour-
agement of foreign direct investment, are notable: between 1948
and 1951 exports rose 6 percent a year and then, buoyed by the
effects of the Korean War, increased to 10 percenta year from 1951 to
1959. Gross nadonal product, meanwhile, increased by 4.7 percent
annually, although in per capita terms the increase proved more
modest, at only 2.4 percent per annum, a consequence of consider-
a!)le demographic growth.* No doubt mindful that political repres-
sion and economic growth alone would not undermine widespread
suppf)rt for AprA among Peru's middle and working classes, Odrfa
alscf implemented highly visible if not necessarily highly effective
§o<:1al reforms. Whether purely political considerations or a higher
ideal motivated him remains unclear, although he was certainly not
the _ﬁrst dictator seeking relations with organized labor through
statist social action.

Like Augusto B. Leguia (1919—30) and Oscar Benavides (1933-
39) _before him, Odria introduced a series of social measures, de-
scribed as an “avalanche” by the British ambassador, includi,ng a
revamped social insurance scheme for employees, a substantal in-
Crease in indemnites paid to workers for accidents and prbfessional
ilinesses, a controversial profit-sharing scheme for workers and
employees, and improved pensions.® In addition, the government
embarked on an extensive program of reform and expansion in

housing, public health, and education. The ex i
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emba.rked on lan extensive program of reform and expansion in
housing, public health, and education, The extent to which these

ref"o.rms succeeded in their objectives remains unclear. Early on
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691 new teaching positions in 1953 2lone.?” But whether the regime
succeeded in co-opting labor and undermining the appeal of APRA
remains less clear: Odria’s progressive social program may hawf'e
tamed militancy among the working classes, but the regime still
occasionally had to rurn to full-on repression to bring labor L}nre_st
under control, as happened during a general strike in A.requlpa in
eatly 1953, believed to have been instigated by Bolivian-influenced
Trotskyites, during which some sixty “minor” labor leaders “were
picked up.”*

With the end of the Korean War, however, the economy started to
weaken. Favorable trade balances became unfavorable ones and in-
flation, which had presented the Bustamante government with one
of its biggest problems, resurfaced.”’ By early 1954, though 'Ll3ey
believed that the government remained in a strong position, I?.rmsh
diplomats were forced to admit that “there is discontent in the
country. The curtailment of the public works program (one of the
measures designed to protect the currency) has led to unelmployl'—
ment; cOrruption is rampant; and the War Minister Nonegé,' is
heartily disliked by many army officers.”® In early 1955 the Brfnsh
ambassador explained to his superiors that criics of the regime,
both inside and outside Peru, “are becoming bolder and mf)re vo-
cal.” He pointed to growing discontent in the provinces, palmcularly
in Arequipa, at the overcentralized character of rhe. reglme, :-md
among “sections of the middle-classes—a class whlcb is mPldly
becoming more social and politcally conscious—which believes
that it would benefit from a policy of exchange controls, quotas, and
increased import tariffs, in contrast 1o the Government’s declared
policy of interfering as little as possible with wade and finance.”
Yet he concluded that “as yet no party exists to serve as a focus

- . . f party
for their interests. There is no sign atall of the development of party
pc())liicy of interfering as little as possible with trade and finance.

Yet he concluded that “as yet no party exists to serve as a focus
 for their interests. There is no sign at all of the development of party
politics as we understand them.” But in the period leading up to
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Trotskyites, during which some sixty “minor” labor leaders “were
picked up.”*

With the end of the Korean War, however, the economy started to
weaken. Favorable trade balances became unfavorable ones and in-
flation, which had presented the Bustamante government with one
of its biggest problems, resurfaced.”* By early 1954, though 'Ll?ey
believed that the government remained in a strong position, I?.rmsh
diplomats were forced to admit that “there is discontent in the
L The curtailment of the public works program (one of the

of a new form of expanded and more inclusive politics in the emer-
gence of Belatinde and the Christian Democrats and in the radical-
ization of younger sectors of ApRa as a result of the party leaders’
willingness to consort with the oligarchy.*

This, in broad strokes, was the political and economic context
that Guevara encountered in Peru during his two visits in the early
1950s. Yet in contrast to his relatively extensive comments on, and
keen interest in, political developments in Bolivia and Chile, Gue-
vara left little of his impressions of Pert’s regime or of the political
situation in the country in his diaries. Despite spending time with
Pesce, who had represented Maridtegui in Argentina during the
meetings of the Comintern in 1928, Guevara’s diaries remain silent
on the Pertivian Communist Party that Pesce and Maridtegui estab-
lished that same year (originally as the Peruvian Socialist Party). In
Walter Salles’s film, The Motorcycle Diaries (2004), Pesce gives Gue-
vara a copy of Maridtegui’s Seven Interpretative Essays on Peruvian Reality
{(first published in 1928), and Guevara is portrayed reading this book
on several occasions, as if to suggest that his reading of Maridtegui
hastened his political awakening. Yet Guevara makes no reference to
the book or to Maridtegui in the diaries. According to the memoir of
Hilda Gadea, Guevata’s first wife and a former APRA militant, she,
not Pesce, introduced Guevara to Maridtegui’s writings, in Guate-
mala.* Guevara acknowledged Pesce's influence on him in the dedi-
catdon he wrote into the copy of his first book, Guerrilie Warfare,
which he sent to the Peruvian: “To Doctor Hugo Pesce: who without
knowing it perhaps, provoked z great change in my attirude toward
life and society, with the same adventurcus spirit as always, but
channeled toward goals more harmonious with the needs of Amer-
ica.” Pesce may indeed have tutored Guevara and Granado in Marx-

ist theory as Anderson suggests, bur Guevara did not much remark
channeled toward goals more harmonious with the needs of Amer-

ica.” Pesce may indeed have mutored Guevara and Granado in Marx-
ist theory as Anderson suggests, but Guevara did not much remark
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no less than 50 uniformed and plainclothes doing permanent guard

duty around the entire block.”*® According to Gadea, Gueva‘fa m.et

several aprista leaders during his second trip, at the 1'_10me of a !efu'st

nurse” in Lima.» But Guevara does not mention this meeting in his

dlaYrit during his second trip the politics of the counltry can !)e
gleaned through Guevara's experience at the border w1t1-1 Bolivia,

where the police confiscated some of his books: “On reaching Puno,

I had two of my books confiscated at the last customs. post: El hOIleTC
ent la Unidn Soviética, and a Ministry of Peasant Affairs publication,
which they loudly accused of being ‘Red, Red, Red.’ After some
banter with the main policeman, I agreed to look for a copy of 'Lh'e
publication in Lima."* Ricardo Rojo, who traveled from Belivia
to Peru with Guevara, also discusses the altercation at' the border
post.* Rojo suggests that the Peruvian authorities.womed r.hat“Bo-
livian agitators were seeking to export the revolution to Peru: “We
lost a lot of time before we could convince the guards .rhat our
intentions were harmless and that we didn’t plan to conltammate the
Indizns of Peru with the germs of the agrarian revolution. Actually,
these crude border guards had learned to see the prqblem corrt::(ftly,
and inadvertently they gave us a free lesson in history: p.olmcal
frontiers never succeed in dividing human masses faced with the
same problems; an agrarian revolution that flares up among .the
Indian masses of one counay does not burn out e.1t the polluFaJ
limits fixed by white men in faraway cities. The winds of Indian
rebellions were blowing on the Peruvian border in 1953, afxd the
customs men suspected that we were bringing m.ore foel IFI our
shabby packs.”#* Perhaps Guevara viewed the incident in suml:?r
terms, but little in his diary indicates that he did. Apart from this

eoisode. Guevara does not narrate much about police rep;ess;orglln
shabby packs.”** Perhaps Guevara viewed the incident in similar

terms, but little in his diary indicates that he did. Apant ﬁ-onlq th.is
-episode, Guevara does not narrate much about police repression in
Peru during the early 1950s. In fact, Guevara appears quite chummy
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Sometimes the word “liberator’ had been crossed out and replaced
by ‘murderer’ or ‘bandit.” These unflattering terms had again been
corrected to ‘leader’ or ‘hope’,4 Perhaps Guevara decided not to
write about APR A for fear that his diary would fall into the wrong
hands. Eskelund, for example, was told: “APRA has been outlawed
-+ - it's wiser not to talk politics.” it js equally possible that Gue-
vara’s silence on APRA owed to the fact that he saw in Haya de la
Torre’s party a Peruvian version of Juan Perén’s Justicialista Party,
about which he had serious misgivings. Certainly contemporary
commentators often made the link between the two parties. Szuic,
the New York Times journalist, for example, noted that had apra
reached power, “Peru would have been turned into something akin
0 a Justicialista state, with all its fascistoid and mob-rule char-
acteristcs.”* But contemporary commentators also compared the
Odrfa regime to Peronism, noting the strong paraliels in both goy-
ernments’ claims to implant “another type of so-called democracy,”
although in the Peruvian case, “on a less spectacular scale and with-
out the spirit of ultra-nationalism which pervades the Argentine
experiment. ™+
According to Gadea, Guevara viewed Haya de la Torre and some
other reformist leaders—Juan José Arévalo of Guatemala, Victor Paz
Estenssoro of Bolivia, and Rémulo Bétancourt of Venezuela—as trai-
tors: “Ernesto said that these men were traitors to the Ladn Ameri-
can revolution; they had sold out to Yankee imperialism, and that the
road to follow was a different one: to fight directly against the impe-
rilism that supported the oligarchies.”* According to her narra-
tive—which may not be fully reliable, given that she was a disaffected
aprista—Guevara had a far more positive evaluation of Perén than of
Haya de la Torre, Whereas he held thar "Perén has done something;

he has protected the workers: he has done somarhing tn talra aerme
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commentators often made the link between the two parties. Szulc,
the New York Times journalist, for example, noted that had apra
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0 a Justicialista state, with all its fascistoid and mob-rule char-
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sion reached by disaffected apristas such as Gadea and others who
left the party to form more radical political movements, as [ discuss
below. Possibly Gadea therefore attributed it to Guevara for self-
interested reasons, If it was Guevara’s own view on Haya de la Torre,
we do not know ifit formed while he was still in Peru or once he had
met several aprista exiles (including Andrés Townsend, Nicanor Mu-
jica, Hipélito Alfaro, Jorge Raygada, Ricardo Temoche, and Catlos
Malpica) in Guatemala.
If Guevara had little to say about APRA, his observations regard-
ing the Cdrla dictatorship remained similarly limited, with the ex-
ception of one telling remark included in a letter sent to his friend
Tita Infante shortly after arriving in Lima from Cuzco: "I think that
for Peru Yankee domination has not even meant that fictiious eco-
nomic prosperity which can be seen in Venezuela, for example,"*®
Perhaps Guevara was unimpressed with the new hospitals and pub-
lic buildings, such as the grandiose Ministry of Labor or the brand
new national football stadium, erected in the capital. He certainly
felt unimpressed with some aspects of the consumer culture emerg-
ing in Lima, such as films projected in 3D, of which ke observed,
curmudgeonly, “it doesn't seem at all revolutionary to me, and the
films are the same as before.”*' Most likely, his observation reflected
that few of the social reforms and infrastructural developments of
the Odrfa dictatorship, or indeed of the gains from the commodity-
driven export boom, had had much of an impact beyond Lima. As
the British diplomats recognized, although urban workers were be-
ginning to benefit from the social reforms; “it is as well to remem-
ber, in order to keep a sense of proportion about these things, that
Peru’s population is some seven million, of whom more than half
are Indian, illiterate and voteless as well as gaining their living from

-the anil These are not vet as extensively cared for in General Odrfa’s
Peru’s population is some seven million, of whom more than half
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recogni i indi
: gnllzed rJ'1e humanity of the indigenous. But Guevara's observa-
0ns also point to his limited capacity to understand the society he

mor.al and intellectual distance between himselfand “tourists »
gesting that because of their comfortable travel armngeme;[s' i~
Jsts.“cou!d only glean the vaguest idez of the conditions in whi,cl:O tLlI:-
Indians live.”s At the same time, he seems to have believed that :
South Ametican, he was better Placed to understand Pery's d'as :
nous population than other foreigners: “North American wn _‘3‘3'
bound down by their practical word view, are able tp laceut:sm'
members of the disintcgrating tribes they have seen in t[l)'leir ra (;Sle
amlong these orllce living walls, unaware of the moral distance seV as
ratmg them, since only the semi-indigenous spirit of the Softh_
Ammerican can grasp the subtle differences s But in reality Gu,
vara reproduced most of prejudices about “the Indian” expressed tf-
other travelers and by many nonindigenous Peruvians of the :i 4
Moreover, he replicated an interpretation of the Andes as a st::c.

o G:fe:rara likely first encountered Andean Peru ip the pages of Ciro
1€8112’s novels. As Jon Lee Anderson notes, Guevara spent much of
his teenage years immersed in literature, and he read the work: of
Ale.grfa but also Jorge Icaza, Rubén Darfo, and Migyel Angel ;s
Lt::;ias, who.se “novels and. poen:y often dealt unprecedentedly with
1_Ze{inIAu‘Jeru:an rhemesl—mcludmg the unequal lives of marginal-
ped) tr(:)c’imns .and mestl,:’zos:—*ignored in fashionable literaryre and
= § social group.”s That Guevara felt drawn to the work of
egria seems unsurprising, Contemporary critics hailed Alegrfa's
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Nous populaton than other foreigners: “North American to 'ge-
bound down by their practical word view, are able 1o laceut:sm'
members of the disintegrating tribes they have seen in tllieir tra (;Sle
amlong these orlice living walls, unaware of the moral distance seV as
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unfortunately present in many [similar] novels.”*” Scholars came to
see the depicdon of the Andean world in Alegria’s novels in the
same light as other more conventional sources. In an article pub-
lished in 1952, for example, Robert J. Alexander, in footnotng a
point about how in Peru and Bolivia “the ancient system of oppres-
sion [of the Indian] has hardly been cracked,” draws the reader’s
attenton to Alegrfa’s Broad and Alien Is the World, “a very graphic
source,” which he places alongside more conventional ones, such as
his conversations with Haya de la Torre.*® Most famously, Frangois
Bourricaud based much of his sociological analysis of Peruvian so-
ciety in the 19505 and 196os in his Power and Society in Contemporary
Peru {originally published in 1963) on Alegrfa’s novels (as well as on
those of Arguedas).*

However, though compelling and doubtless of great literary
merit, Alegria’s portrayal of rural society in northern Peru was far
from accurate. As Lewis Taylor has suggested in a detailed study of
the northern sierra that the novelist depicts in Broad and Alien Is the
World, Alegrfa represented the region as characterized by conflict
between great landowners and peasant communites, but such con-
flicts were rare both in the northern sierra and in the central high-
lands. Similarly, Alegrfa’s idealized representation of the peasant
community, in particular his idea of a highly developed peasant
communal consciousness, is wide of the mark. By contrast, Taylor
concedes, Alegria’s representation of brigandage and sociopolitical
change, particularly the rise of APRA, provides a much fairer reflec-
tion of the historical record.® Yet it was the idea of landowners
exploiting indigenous peasants, coupled with the notion of a glori-
ous Inca past whose source may have been Inca Garcilaso de la
Vega's Comentarios reales de [os Incas (1609), that seems to have stuck in

‘Guevara’s mind and that predisposed him ro a particular interpreta-
ous Inca past whose source may have been Inca Garcilaso de la

Vega's Comentarios reales de los Incas (1609), that seems to have stuck in
Guevara’s mind and that predisposed him to a particular interpreta-
tion of what he saw in Peru. Indeed, the direct influence of an earlier
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source,” which he places alongside more conventional ones, such as
his conversations with Haya de la Torre.®® Most famously, Frangois
Bourricaud based much of his sociological analysis of Peruvian so-
ciety in the 1950s and 1960s in his Power and Society in Contemporary
Peru {originally published in 1963) on Alegrfa’s novels (as well as on
those of Arguedas).*

However, though compelling and doubtless of great literary
merit, Alegria’s portrayal of rural society in northern Peru was far
from accurate. As Lewis Taylor has suggested in a detailed study of

landowners.”s This Passage proves revealing: although Granado
explicitly states that he wants to see things for himself and “not
through the novels of . . . Ciro Alegrfa,” he already knows what he
desires to see: on the one hand, the exploited Indians and, on the
other, the wonders of the Inca civilization and “what remains of the
Inca kingdom and its splendors.” What Granado, and it is fair to
assume, Guevara, expected to see in Peru is in fact what they had
read in Alegr(a’s novels.

That Guevara understood Pery in the dichotomous and some-
what Manichaean terms expressed by Granado, those of past won-
ders and present exploitation, is also palpable in Gadea’s memoirs.
Gadea claimed to be impressed by Guevara’s knowledge of Peru’s
Indians, but the very language she uses to express that admiraton
points to the dominant dichotomous interpretation they shared:
“[Ernesto’s] love of archaeology had taken him into the indigenous
cultures of America, and he already knew something about the Inca,
Maya, and Aztec societies. Also, his travels had brought him into
contact with the Indians.”s According to Gadea, she and Guevara
“talked widely about the Inca civilizadon and the present-day misery
of the Indian. He surprised me with his knowledge and sensitivity.
He knew about the exploited state in which our Indians lived, he
understood the psychological barriers between Indians and mes-
tizos and whites, who had been exploiting them for many cen-
rm?ies. ”® The dichotomy extended to a perception of the Indian as
bemg outside the nation and the market: “These people retained
their customs; as a whole they were not integrated into the eco-
nomic system of the West but only suffered its repercussions.”
Although Guevara and Gadea clearly sided with the Indians and

§ought to end the exploitation to which they believed them subject
in effect their vicinn aftha Amdanm sy ld O VepuaCusosia, "'

Although Guevara and Gadea clearly sided with the Indians and
§ought to end the exploitation to which they believed them subject
in effect their vision of the Andean world differed little from thar of

dug U.S. waveler Anne Merriman Peck who exclaimed in 1040- “How
assume, suevara, expected to see in Peru is in fact what they had

read in Alegr(a’s novels.

That Guevara understood Pery in the dichotomous and some-
what Manichaean terms expressed by Granado, those of past won-
ders and present exploitation, is also palpable in Gadea’s memoirs.
Gadea claimed to be impressed by Guevara’s knowledge of Peru’s
Indians, but the very language she uses to express that admiration
points to the dominant dichotomous interpretation they shared:
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tells us, are “simple people.”® Guevara speaks, for example, of
“the timid kindness of the cholos” and of “the enigmadc so'uJ ofthe
true Andean peoples.”®” Similarly, after describing t}.w terrible con-
ditions of a hospital that he and Granado visited in the town of
Huambo, Guevara suggests that those conditions "COL-lld have bef.fn
bome only by the suffering, fatalistic spirit of the Peruwa.n rr'xountzm
Indians.”** Although he clearly feels empathy with the 1nd1geno‘us,
Guevara nevertheless reproduces highly racist views, comparing
some of their behavioral characteristics to those of animals: “The
somewhat animal-like concept the indigenous people have of mod-
esty and hygiene means that irrespective of gender or age they fio
their business by the roadside, the women cleaning themselves with
their skirts, the men not bothering at all, and then carry on as before.
The underskirts of Indian women who have kids are literally ware-
houses of excrement, a consequence of the way they WIPtIE the rascals
every time one of them passes wind.”® Rojo's memoirs take the
animalizaton of the indigenous further. The author recalls how,
during the jourmey from Bolivia to Peru, he, Ferrer, ;}nd Guevara
decided to sit in the back of a ruck and not in the cabm., ".the only
possible place, the cholo [he is referring to 2 deket clerk] msu?uatf‘:d,
for three young white men, who could not be expected to mix with
the Indians.” However, the back of the truck is then described as a
“hostile world” in which the three travelers are “trapped bfatwee'n
bundles and people who looked like bundles.” Although t‘heur deci-
sion to sit with the indigenous travelers signaled their rejection of
racist conventions, Rojo reproduces a highly racialized \:‘iew of‘the
indigenous as barely human: *We discovered that it was 1m[?o§silble
o try and show the sympathy we felt before th?se scrucmfzmg,
metallic eyes, those lips clamped together forbiddingly, refusing to

- anewer anr anestians. Fram time ta Hme, a mouth would gape oven
to try and show the sympathy we felt before those scrutinizing,

metallic eyes, those lips clamped together forbiddingly, refusing to
- -answer our questions, From time to dme, 2 mduth would gape open
and let out a fou] breath of chewed coca, a breath it didn’t seem
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Guevara nevertheless reproduces highly racist views, comparing
some of their behavioral characteristics to those of animals: “The
somewhat animal-like concept the indigenous people have of mod-
esty and hygiene means that irrespective of gender or age they .do
their business by the roadside, the women cleaning themselves with
their skirts, the men not bothering at all, and then carry on as before.
The underskirts of Indian women who have kids are literally ware-
houses of excrement, a consequence of the way they wip§ the rascals
every time one of them passes wind.”®® Rojo's memoirs take the

poor have as much as the rich and the Indian isn't exploited or
treated as severely as he is in this country,"”

Guevara’s failure to see in his “cholo” interlocutors’ questions
anything other than evidence of their simplicity resulted from more
than just an essentialisr view of Pery’s indigenous people. Guevara
also framed his interpretation of the indigenous population’s pres-
ent condition in a broader historjcal interpretation of Peruvian so-
ciety. In describing the southern town of Tarata and its Aymara
residents, Guevara noted: “The people before us are not the same
proud race that repeatedly rose up against Inca rule, forcing them to
maintain a permanent army on their borders; these people who
watch us walk through the streets of the town are a defeated race.
Their stares are tame, almost fearful, and completely indifferent to
the outside world. Some give the impression that they go on living
only because it's a habit they cannot shake.””* Here, the popula-
tion’s negative traits, their tameness, their fearfulness, and their
indifference appeat not as innate characteristics but rather as the
product of historical defeat. The proud race of old is the defeated
race of today. The agent of transformation is colonialism. In Gue-
vara’'s narrative the Spanish colonizers appear in an entirely nega-
tive light. In various discussions of Peru’s colonial history, Gue-
vara establishes z contrast between the Incas, 2 “sober race,” and
the “bestal,” “unbridled,” “abhorrent,” and “sadistic” Spaniards, a
“rabble” motvated by greed. He illustrates the Incas’ superiority
with reference to architecture: whereas colonial buildings crumble

every time there is an earthquake, the Inca foundations on which
these buildings are set remain unaffected: “Every so often, the heart
of America, shuddering with indignation, sends a nervous spasm
through the gentle back of the Andes, and tumultuous shock waves

assault the surface of the land. Three timee the mnals, A€ memd
of America, shuddering with indignation, sends a nervous spasm

through the gentle back of the Andes, and tumultuous shock waves
assault the surface of the land. Three times the cupola of proud
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ciety. In describing the southern town of Tarata and its Aymara
residents, Guevara noted: “The peopie before us are not the same
proud race that repeatedly rose up against Inca rule, forcing them to
maintain a permanent army on thejr borders; these people who
watch us walk through the streets of the town are a defeated race.
Their stares are tame, almost fearful, and completely indifferent to
the outside world. Some give the impression that they go on living
only because it's a habit they cannot shake.””* Here, the popula-
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of the Indians, builders of the Inca Roca Palace, subtle sculptors of
stone angles, when faced with the impetuous actions of the white
conquistadores, and their knowledge of brick work, vaulting, and

rounded arches?”™

Guevara held largely inconsistent ideas about the indigenous. In
historicizing the present condition of the Indians, for example, he
echoed some indigenista ideas about mestizaje as a source of racial
degeneracy.” While describing a religious procession (in honor of
the Lord of the Earthquakes) in Cuzco, Guevara established a hier-
archy between what he considered “real” Indians and acculturated
ones (he makes reference to the idea of “true” Indians or “the true
Andean peoples” on more than one occasion).” On the one hand,
Guevara approvingly pointed to “the many-colored clothes of the
Indians, who wear for the occasion their best traditional costumes
in expression of a culture or way of life which stills holds on to living
values.” At the same time, however, he equated acculturated Indians
with reason and blamed them for the wretchedness of the Indian
wrace”s “A cluster of Indians in European clothes march at the head
of the procession, carrying banners. Their tired affected faces re-
semble an image of those Quechuas who refused to heed Manco
11’s call, pledging themselves to Pizarro and in the degradation of
their defeat smothering the pride of an independent race.”” Yet
Guevara also appears to have sympathized with ideas of indigenous
redemption through education (and therefore with their supposed
acculturation). He approvingly narrates a meeting with the curator
of Cuzco's archaeological museum: “He spoke to us of the splendid
past and the present misery, of the urgent need to educate the In-

dians, as a first step toward total rehabilitation. He insisted that
immediately raising the economic level of Indian families was the

onlv wav to mitigate the soporific effects of coca and drink and
dians, as a first step toward total rehabilitation. He insisted that

immediately raising the economic level of Indian families was the
only way to mitigate the soporific effects of coca and drink and

talked of fostering a fuller and more exact understanding of the
echoed some indigenista ideas abOUt MeSTZAJe &5 d sUUNE ul tavshs *

degeneracy.” While describing a religious procession (inn honor of
the Lord of the Earthquakes) in Cuzco, Guevara established a hier-
archy between what he considered “real” Indians and acculturated
ones (he makes reference to the idea of “true” Indians or “the true
Andean peoples” on more than one occasion).” On the one hand,
Guevara approvingly pointed to “the many-colored clothes of the
Indians, who wear for the occasion their best traditional costumes
in expression of a culture or way of life which stills holds on to living
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terms: These very people, the descendants of that proud and accom-
plished race, are “perhaps the greatest mystery of all. On the one
ha.nd they destroy the legend of Inca greamess; on the other they
raise new problems. For they are dull-eyed and lethargic, slow of
speech and obtuse of understanding. s it possible that these people
were really those who constructed the Temple of the Sun or brought
together the great fortress? Could men and women such as these be
responsible for that brilliandy conceived pottery which is now the
greatest treasure of many a museum? To watch them as they amble
along beside their laden llamas, it seems incredible that the answer
to these questions can be in the affirmative.”® In seeking to resolve
this problem, Sava concluded that those who “survived" the Spanish
c?nquest were the slaves of the Incas, while the Incas themselves
disappeared: “The engineers, the architects, the artists, who made
these relics of civilization, were of a race of which no trace remains
an alien people, no more like those we call their descendants Lhar;
those descendants are to the Spaniards who overcame them.”®! Like
others, such as the Guatemalan historian Francisco de Paula Garcla
Peldez, who could not bring himself to accept that the Maya ruins
had been huilt by the ancestors of his country’s indigenous people
and believed that they were the work of a mysterious people whose
“very name is unknown,” Sava could not admit that Peru’s indige-
nous people were capable of great works of architecture or pottery.
He felt such feats beyond their natural capabilities. It followed that
other, superior beings had been responsible.® :

Other interpretations also located the reasons for the decline of
the indigenous in Peru’s colonial past but arrived at very different
conclusions. The Norwegian Eskelund, for example, in trying to
understand why the Peru that he encountered in the early 1950s was,

as he put it, so poor and backward, noted that the whi
_ ¢ , tes blamed th
conclusions. The Norwegian Eskelund, for example, in iryfr:lg tg

understand why the Peru that he encountered in the early 1g50s was,
as h.e putit, so poor and backward, noted that the whites blamed the
Indians: ‘ “It’s the fault of the Indians’ say the whites. ‘They are so
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responsible for that brilliantly conceived pottery which is now the
greatest treasure of many a museum? To watch them as they amble
along beside their laden llamas, it seems incredible that the answer
to these questions can be in the affirmative.”® In seeking to resolve
this problem, Sava concluded that those who “survived” the Spanish
c?nquest were the slaves of the Incas, while the Incas themselves
disappeared: “The engineers, the architects, the artists, who made
these relics of civilization, were of a race of which no race remains

an aliep people, no more like those we call their descendants Lhar;
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were “not integrated into the economic system of the West but only
[suffering] its repercussions” and “that . . . go on living only be-
cause it's a habit they cannot shake.” But even a cursory examination
of the archives of the Ministy of the Interior, and of the thousands
of letters and petdons from indigenous communities throughout
the early twentieth century, reveals that “the Indian” was far from
remaining nonintegrated. Thus in 1948, the same year that Odrfa
took power, Antonio Contreras, Ramon Palomino, Heraclio Minaya,
and Carlos Zamora made their way to Lima as representatives of the
indigenous communides of Tintay and Lucre in Apurimac to de-
nounce the abuses of the owners of the Pampatamba Baja Hacienda,
who were encroaching on their communal lands and “contributing,
through these acts, to the shortage and high prices of subsistence
goods, which Peru needs in large numbers,” thus demonsirating a
rather clear understanding of the workings of Peru’s internal mar-
ker.™ Similarly, far from being fearful, resigned to their fate, or
unappreciative of the gift of life, Cupertino de la Cruz, Pablo Ayala,
Benedicto Prado, Mdximo Quispe, Leoncio Cdrdenas, and Cristobal
Cisneros wrote that same year to the minister of the Interior (n
representation of the 1500 colonos (peons) of the Hacienda Ccac-
camarca in Cangallo, Ayacucho, to complain that the arendatarios
(tenants) of the hacienda treated them in a “cruel and inhuman
manner.”* In the southern departmment of Puno, Carlos E Beldn, a
local hacendado and parliamentarian, noted already in the mid-
1940s that Indians had undertaken a reconquest of the hacienda.*
By the mid-1g50s, the workers on the Hdcienda Maco, in the central
highlands, had successfully resisted attempts to proletarianize the
workforce.?” By the late 1g50s most of Andean Peru was experienc-
ing a de facto, if not yet de jure, agrarian reform as a result of

nreccnire fram helow which resulted in hundreds of thousands of
workforce.*” By the late 19505 most of Andean Peru was experienc-

ing a de facto, if not yet de jure, agrarian reform as a resujt of
pressure from below, which resulted in hundreds of thousands of
peasants taking over land.*

leuTaunug UAILILCEiaiCul L UuD 1l ygl, LT oAAC yual Luav wsulla
took power, Antonio Contreras, Ramon Palomino, Heraclio Minaya,
and Carlos Zamora made their way to Lima as representatives of the
indigenous communities of Tintay and Lucre in Apurimac to de-
nounce the abuses of the owners of the Pampatamba Baja Hacienda,
who were encroaching on their communal lands and “contributing,
through these acts, to the shortage and high prices of subsistence
goods, which Peru needs in large numbers,” thus demonstrating a
rather clear understanding of the workings of Peru’s internal mar-
ker.® Similarly, far from being fearful, resigned to their fate, or

the Andes beyond which lies a vast hinterland inhabited for the
most part by the illiterate Indian peasants. At the moment no tou-
ble threatens from this quarter; but in the cities whose population
swells steadily with the influx of peasants from the Sierra the pro-
cess of industrialization goes on and there is growing up a politi-
cally conscious proletariat which, under the leadership of aprA and
to a lesser extent that of the Communist Party, constitutes a potential
threat to the interests of the ruling class.”® Two years later the
ambassador reprised his warning, suggesting that “judged by Euro-
pean standards, nine-tenths of the 8 million inhabitants of Peru,
mostly Indians and half-breeds, stll live in conditions of medieval
poverty, squalor and ignorance, finding some solace in the chewing
of coca and bouts of drinking. . . . The Indian problem remains
therefore constant and hard to solve and if at any moment control of
the rate of progress slips from the hands of the Government trouble
such as now characterizes life in Bolivia will ensue. ™

A Colonial City in a Colonlzed Country

“Trouble” of the Bolivian kind never properly materialized in Peru.
But social and demographic pressures in the Andean provinces (or
departamentos) were leading to a radical transformation of the rela-
tionship between the coast and the highlands. If in 1940 the urban
population stood at 35 percent of the total, by 1960 it had risen
0 50 percent. In 1950 the population of the city of Lima reached
1 million, fed by large-scale migration from the highlands. As pres-
sure on housing reached unbearable levels, the population spilled
out of the city, first, onto the hillsides of the various hills that pepper
the eastern tip of the city and, later, onto what was often private

agricultural land. This is what happened, for example, on Christmas
out of the city, hirst, onto the hillsides of the various hills that pepper

the eastern tip of the city and, later, onto what was often private
agricultural land. This is what happened, for example, on Christmas

day 1954, when several thousand people left Lima and “set up over-
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threat to the interests of the ruling class.”™® Two years later the
ambassador reprised his warning, suggesting that “judged by Euro-
pean standards, nine-tenths of the 8 million inhabitants of Peru,
mostly Indians and half-breeds, stll live in conditions of medieval
poverty, squalor and ignorance, finding some solace in the chewing
of coca and bouts of drinking. . . . The Indjan problem remains
therefore constant and hard to solve and if at any moment control of
the rate of progress slips from the hands of the Government trou ble
such as now characterizes life in Bolivia will ensue. ™




from 1956 of Lima’s population growth noted that already in 1949
some twenty-five thousand people lived in what were then still called
barriadas clandestinas (clandestine neighborhoods) but would later be
referred to as Lima’s pueblos jévenes (young towns). By 1955 that
figure had risen to one hundred thousand and represented 10 per-
cent of Lima’s total population.** These were the changes that led
Vargas Llosa’s character Zavalita to ask when Peru had fucked itself
up and Arguedas to proclaim: “We have arrived in the enormous
town of the masters, and we are shaking it up. . . . We are squeezing
this immense city that hared us, that despised us like the excrement
of horses,”'%

Travelogues from the 19405 and 1950s neatly illustrate these
changes. Untl the 1940s travelers typically pointed to the stark dif-
ferences between Lima and the Andes. In their narrative of travels
through South America, Heath Bowman and Stirling Dickinson re-
call a priest in the port of Mollendo expressing the difference be-
tween Bolivia and Peru: “Geography is fact, and is more durable
than politics. . . . Now take Bolivia. You and I have seen Indians not
only in the mounrains there, but in La Paz. Of course, no capital is a
perfect expression of its country, but La Paz has the advantage of be-
ing in the mountains, with a large Indian population. In Peru the
difference is that Lima is on the coast. You cannot show me a face

there with even half pure Indian features, Lima is Spanish and its

psychology is still colonial. It is as if Bolivia had chosen Trini-
dad in the Beni for its capital. Lima is that cut off.”** Perhaps to
further emphasize, or render intelligible to their readers, Lima’s
non-Andean character, travelers stressed its tropicality, even if the
weather was often quite untropical. Christopher Motley, for exam-
ple, noted: “It is odd to see a city evidently tropical in humor and

construction set in a cold Londen gloom.”® George Woodcock
weather was often quite untropical. Christopher Morley, for exam-

ple, noted: “It is odd to see a city evidently tropical in humor and
construction set in a cold London gloom.”*” George Woodcock
chose a Scottish comparison: “Lima lies in the tropics, nearer to the
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up and Arguedas to proclaim: “We have arrived in the enormous
town of the masters, and we are shaking it up. . . . We are squeezing
this immense city that hated us, that despised us like the excrement
of horses,”'*

Travelogues from the 1940s and 1950s neatly illustrate these
changes. Untl the 1940s travelers typically pointed to the stark dif-
ferences between Lima and the Andes. In their narrative of travels
through South America, Heath Bowman and Stirling Dickinson re-
call a priest in the port of Mollendo expressing the difference be-

In describing her first impressions of the city she encountered in
tl.1e late 1940s, Tor noted that “today one sees few Indians in the
(:1ty:”’m Staying at the Hotel Crillon, not too distant from the Hotel
Bf)hvar where Tor had stayed, W. Byford-Jones encountered a very
different scene in the 1g60s, The tranquil tropical and colonial atmo-
sphere had been replaced by a chaotic juxtaposition of the modem
and the traditional. As Byford-Jones noted, “surely there is nothing
80 revolting as a confusion of glass and steel skyscrapers, at times
smothered with jarring colours, alongside proportionately built
houses for one family which reveal the work of real craftsmen, ™!
E}ren more strikingly, whereas “few Indians” could be seen in Tor’s
L.lma, Indians were the only inhabjtanrs of Byford-Jones’s capital
city: “When [ looked down into the streets the only upturned faces |
saw, and these covered with bewilderment, were those of the descen-
dants of the Incas. These pathetic survivors of empire had been
fqrced to walk from their remote smallholdings in the high Sierra
still barefoot and wearing pathetically picturesque garb, beca’usé
drought had ruined thejr crops. They wandered about like ghosts
too proud to beg and not knowing where to turn for help, 12 ,
Il.‘l fact, some of these changes had already become apparent to
Tor in the late 1940s. She noted that “most of the inhabitants of Lima
are whites, descendants of Spaniards, known as criollos or creoles.”
But she added, “it is also a melting pot with a large percentage of
Mestizos or Cholos (mixed white and Indian), a2 few Indians
Negroes, mulattos, Zambos (Negro and Indian), and a mixnre 0[1"
Europeans and Orientals, Itis a composite of rich and poor, palaces
.and hovels, but a community that has through the centuries blended
into a harmonious whole, one of the most attractive, livezble cities of
South America.”*? Tor saw increasing dynamism and the seeds of
democratization in a erowing inteararinn batesan. tha v b duad
into a harmonious whole, one of the mostattractive, liveable cities of
South America,”"™ Tor saw increasing dynamism and the seeds of
democratization in a growing integration between the capital and

the Andean provinces: “During recent decades 2 great change has
| fus die wauluonal. AS BYTord-jones noted, “surely there is nothing
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smothered with jarring colours, alongside proportionately built
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E}ren more strikingly, whereas “few Indians” could be seen in Tor’s
L.u'na, Indians were the only inhabjtants of Byford-Jones’s capital
city: “When [ looked down into the streets the only upturned faces |
saw, and these covered with bewilderment, were those of the descen-
dants of the Incas. These pathetic survivors of empire had been
forced to walk from their remote smallholdinoe in the hion




idealized picture, Eskelund noted in the early 1g50s: “Lima is one of
the finest towns on the Pacific coast; the slums are not so pretty, but
they lie on the outskirts and are seldom seen by tourists,”***

Guevara seems to have been one of these tourists. Despite spend-
ing some time in Lima during both trips, he had little to say about the
changes afoot. His main considerations of the city were aesthetic. He
appears to have been rather disappointed by Peru’s capital, noting
that “Lima is quite unlike Cérdoba, but it has the same look of a
colonial, or rather provincial, city.”*!* He found the colonial archi-
tecture unimpressive for the most part and seems to have been far
more enthusiastic about the well-to-do suburbs: “Lima as a city does
not live up to its long tradition as a viceregal seat, but its residential
suburbs are very pretty and spacious and so are its new streets.”'
But, interestingly, he also found it difficult to come to terms with the
city’s ambiguous character. On the one hand, perhaps to rationalize
his disappointment with Lima’s aesthetics and architecture, he sug-
gested that its colonial past was dead and buried: “Lima is a pretty
city, which has already suppressed its colonial past (after seeing
Cuzco it seems more so) beneath new houses.”*'® But at the same
time, he identified this very same colonial legacy, which of necessity
remained very much alive, as the source of the injustice he had
encountered in his travels through the Andean provinces. In what
appears at first to be a merely descriptive passage on Lima’s ba-
roque cathedral and churches, Guevara suddenly changes register:
“This wealth enabled the aristocracy to resist the liberating armies of
America until the last moment, Lima is the perfect example of a Peru
which has not developed beyond the feudal condition of a colony. It
still waits for the blood of a truly emancipating revolution.”**

The apparent contradiction in his characterization of Lima, both

- posteolonial and simultaneously epitomizing a colonial, even feu-
STLU wails TOr e DIo0A Of 2 Lruly emancipatng revolution.”**

The apparent contradiction in his characterization of Lima, both
~ postcolonial and simultaneously epitomizing a colonial, even feu-
dal, society, in fact points to Guevara’s broader interpretation of
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that “Lima is quite unlike Cérdoba, but it has the same look of a
colonial, or rather provineial, city.”!* He found the colonial archi-
tecture unimpressive for the most part and seems to have been far
more enthusiastic about the well-to-do suburbs: “Lima as a city does
not live up to its long tradition as a viceregal seat, but its residential
suburbs are very pretty and spacious and so are its new streets.”'V
But, interestingly, he also found it difficult to come to terms with the
city's ambiguous character. On the one hand, perhaps to rationalize
his disappointment with Lima’s aesthetics and architecture, he sug-

cordillera, while on the coast a new rival emerged, Lima, growing
with the fruits of the taxes levied by clever intermediaries on the
wealth flowing out of Peru.”'® Granado’s travelogue makes the
parasitic nature of all cities, not just of Lima, explicit: “Everywhere
we saw how Indians are exploited by whites. We realized that the
parasites living in the city are taking advantage of the hard-working
Indians, forcing them to sow crops higher and higher in the sier-
ras.”**t Thus Guevara’s interpretation of Lima fits well with his
broader reading of Peryy; a dual society characterized by deep in-
justice and exploitation, in which the legacy of colonialism has pro-
dueed a parasitic elite that feeds off a once proud but now defeated
“race.” Much of this interpretation may have held true, but it was an
interpretation that made it difficult for Guevara to see the profound
changes happening before his very eyes,

The Amazon

Guevara showed similarly little awareness or interest in the strue-
tural changes beginning to transform the Peruvian selva or Amazon
region, which he and Granado crossed from Pucallpa all the way to
the Colombian border between late May and late June 1952. Begin-
ning in the 1940s, a sustained and, from the 19508 on, accelerating
process of colonization by Andean settlers had profoundly reshaped
the region demographically and economically.’® Guevara notes in
a letter to his father that “the great riverbanks are full of settle-
ments.”'* But for the most part, the Amazon depicted in Guevara’s
and Granado’s travelogues is marked by the “exotic,” including
sexually available women, copulating dolphins, irate homosexuals,
and “savage tribes . . . deep in the interior.”** Guevara and Granado

seem to have found little of interest in the region save for the “Vaona
sexually available women, copulating dolphins, irate homosexuals,

and “savage tribes . . . deep in the interior.”* Gueyara and Granado
seem to have found little of interest in the region save for the “Yagua
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ras.”**t Thus Guevara’s interpretation of Lima fits well with his
Proader reading of Peru: a dual society characterized by deep in-
justice and exploitation, in which the legacy of colonialism has pro-
duced a parasitic elite that feeds offa once proud but now defeated
“race.” Much of this interpretation may have held true, but it was an
interpretation that made it difficult for Guevara to see the profound
changes happening before his very eyes,




consists of yucca, bananas and palm frujt, mixed with the animals

they hunt with rifles. Their teeth are totally rotten. They speak their
own dialect but some of them understand Spanish.”'?*

Much has been made, as in Salles’s film, of the ime Guevara and
Granado spent at the San Pablo “leper” colony.** Much has been
made, in particular, of the speech that Guevara made and recounted
in his diary, in which he declared that “we believe, and after this
journey more firmly than ever, that the division of [Latin] America
into unstable and illusory nations is completely fictional. We con-
stitute a single mestizo race, which from Mexico to the Magellan
straits bears notable ethnographic similarites. And so, in an attempt
to rid myself of the weight of a small-minded provincialism, I pro-
pose 2 toast to Peru and to a United Latin America.”'# But like many
of his contemporaries, and despite his genuine empathy with the
poor, the indigenous, and the marginalized, Guevara was unable to
escape precisely the sort of small-minded provincialism that made it
possible for him to claim a belief in a single mestizo Latin American
race while still classifying peoples according to their level of “de-
velopment.” This contradiction appears all the more striking given
the genuine empathy evident in Guevara and Granado’s attitude
toward the patients in the San Pablo colony, and, more generally,
toward people affected by Hansen's disease, as their diaries reveal.
As Guevara wrote to his father, his and Granado’s willingness to play
soccer and shake hands with the patents they had met in the Lima
leprosarium “may seem like pointless bravado, but the psychologi-
cal lift it gives this people—treating themn as normal human beings
instead of animals, as they are used to—is incalculable and the risk to
us is extremely unlikely.”**® Salles’s film uses this empathy as a
melodramatic device (witness the scene with the young girl). Yert it

feels genuine enough in Guevara's and Granado's diaries.
us 1s extremely umlikely,”** salles's him uses this empathy as a

melodramatic device (witness the scene with the young girl). Yet it
feels genuine enough in Guevara’s and Granado’s diaries.
In San Pablo, as in the Lima leprosarium, Guevara and Granado
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journey more firmly than ever, that the division of [Latin] America
into unstable and illusory nations is completely fictional. We con-
stitute a single mestizo race, which from Mexico to the Magellan
straits bears notable ethnographic similarites. And so, in an attempt
to rid myself of the weight of a small-minded provincialism, I pro-
pose 2 toast to Peru and to a United Latin America."*# But like many
of his contemporaries, and despite his genuine empathy with the
poor, the indigenous, and the marginalized, Guevara was unable to
escape precisely the sort of small-minded provincialism that made it

the indigenous, the marginalized) like Christ healed the lepers in
the Bible, Like Christ, this episode seems to suggest, Guevara held
the power to right wrongs. Perhaps this episode, like the photo-
graph of a dead Guevara taken in Vallegrande, Bolivia, has contrib-
uted, more or less unconsciously, to the ransformation of Che into
a Christ-like figure, if not into Jesus Christ himself, in the eyes of
many. Certainly Guevara demonstrated an unusual degree of empa-
thy, as revealed by the extraordinary autobiographicai testimony of a
patient at San Pablo. Although toward the end of her stay at San
Pablo conditions improved and although, on occasion, the cama-
raderie between patients made life at the colony tolerable, the expe-
rience of this anonymous female patient was marked by the extreme
precariousness of the living conditions and the medical facilities, as
well as by the general fear of infection among relatives of patients
and even among doctors, It was a fear reproduced by Hank Kelly, the
U.S. vice-consul in Iquitos, and his wife Dot. In their memoir the
pair pointed to the conflicting reports on San Pablo. Some described
it “as a place of horror and death—a concenration camp where the
unfortunate wretches were doomed to die a lingering death from
their disease ora more rapid death from starvation and insufficient
care.”* Others claimed it was characterized by “splendid” service
achieved with meager funds. But the Kellys were certainly concerned
by the prospect of infection from a “contagious leper” in Iquitos
who earned a living “[whittling] sticks for raspadillas, the frozen
sherbet suckers that Iquitefios devoured by the thousands every
day!” According to Hank, “after hearing of the leprous whittler, Dot
and I lost our stomach for raspadillas and squeezed what comfort
we could from the thought that leprosy is not easily transmirted, "

We could from the thought that leprosy is not easily transmitted, 13t

Conclusions
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thy, as revealed by the extraordinary autobiographical tesimony of a
patient at San Pablo.*® Although toward the end of her stay at San
Pablo conditions improved and although, on occasion, the cama-
raderie between patients made life at the colony tolerable, the expe-
rience of this anonymous female patient was marked by the extreme
precariousness of the living conditions and the medical facilities, as
well as by the general fear of infection among relatives of patients
and even among doctors, It was a fear reproduced by Hank Kelly, the
U.S. vice-consul in Iquitos, and his wife Dot. In their memoir the




worldview and political action following the victory of the Cuban
revolutionaries and until his death. It came to shape how others,
inspired by Guevara and the Cuban Revolution, came to view po-
litical action for at least a couple of generations. It was a view,
as I have tried to show in this essay, to some extent shaped by
how Guevara interpreted the situation of Peru's indigenous peo-
ples. It was a view ultimately derived from how Guevara sought to
make sense of the complex demographic, economic, and cultural
changes shaping Peruvian society at midcentury, changes he barely
perceived, by enclosing them in a largely preestablished interpreta-
tive framework. The point, naturally, is not to blame Guevara for his
simplistic interpretation of Peruvian reality. True, other perspec-
tives, such as Eskelund's, were possible. But they were clearly not
possible for Guevara. My intention is merely to provide further ele-
ments for understanding the ideas that came to shape Guevara’s
view of the world, a view that would have a decisive influence on the
course of world history, and, of course, Peruvian history.

Since 1952 Peru has to some degree experienced “the blood of a
truly emancipating revolution” three times. Two of the revolutions
have been moderately bloody, one extremely so. None have proven
truly emancipating. The first revolution came in the mid-1g6os, but
it was soon aborted. It was led by not one but two Guevarist groups
eager to fulfill Fidel Casiro’s call o turn the Andes into a hemi-
spheric Sierra Maestra and to build on the apparent success of Hugo
Blanco, a Trotskyite, in mobilizing the peasantry of La Convencién,
Cuzco.* Luis de la Puente Uceda, the leader of the Movimiento de
Izquierda Revolucionaria (M1R), a group thar agglutinated young
tadicalized APRA cadres and members of the Peruvian Communist
Party, came into contact with Guevarista ideals though Gadea dur-

__ing a visit to Cuba in the late 1g50s. Javier Heraud, a young poet,
radicalized APRA cadres and members ot the Peruvian Commurust

Party, came into contact with Guevarista ideals though Gadea dur-
. ing a visit to Cuba in the late 1950s. Javier Heraud, a young poet,
joined the ranks of the Ejército de Liberacién Nacional (ELN), a
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make sense of the complex demographic, economic, and cultural
changes shaping Peruvian society at midcentury, changes he barely
perceived, by enclosing them in a largely preestablished interpreta-
tive framework. The point, naturally, is not to blame Guevara for his
simplistic interpretation of Peruvian reality. True, other perspec-
tives, such as Eskelund's, were possible. But they were clearly not
possible for Guevara. My intention is merely to provide further ele-
ments for understanding the ideas that came to shape Guevara’s
view of the world, a view that would have a decisive influence on the
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survived. But the guetrilla experience had a deep impact on sub-
sequent Peruvian politics. The military coup of 1968 led by Juan
Velasco Alvarado was in many ways a direct response to the guer-
rillas of the mid-1960s. This second “revolution” Jrom above was
aimed at addressing the problems that Peru’s reformist military
officers believed had created the conditions for the guerrilla insur-
gencies. This revolution, too, although in some Ways MOIE SUCCESS-
ful than the revolutions of 1965, was aborted by ig75.

In the 1980s Peru experienced a third revolution. This one proved
extremely bloody but hardly emancipating, led by a movement, the
Shining Path, that drew its inspiration not from Guevara or the
Cuban Revolution but rather from Mao Zedong and the Chinese
Revolution.'* By the late 1970s most of the Guevarist Left in Dery
had opted for supposedly bourgeois politics. A few, however, feeling
that the Shining Path had stolen a march on them, opted for revolu-
tonary insurgency. In the event, the MRTA (Movimiento Revolu-
cionario Tipac Amaru) would play a bit part in the internal war
that brought Peruvian society to near collapse in the 1980s and
1990s. Unlike Guevara, or indeed de la Puente and Heraud, Abimael
Guzmdn, or “Presidente Gonzalo,” Shining Path’s leader and ideo-
logue, was not a charismatic man. Yet this dour philosophy pro-
fessor proved far more successful in mobilizing support for his
revolutionary project. Prior to his capture in 199z and the swift
disarticulation of the insurgency, many in Peru believed the Shining
Path to be on the verge of taking power. What Guevara would have
thought of Shining Path’s revolution is difficult to say. Guzmdn, by
all accounts, thinks little of Guevara. But like Guevara, Guzmdn
believed that revolutions could not be won “without firing a shot.”
For the Peruvian, the revolution would 6nly be won once a l“quota of

blood” had been achieved. That quota, which Guzmdn pur ar a
believed that revolutions could not be won “without firing a shot.”

For the Peruvian, the revolution would 6n1y be won once a “quota of
blood” had been achieved. That quota, which Guzmdn put at a
million deaths, was mercifully never achieved, but the war that the
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In the 1980s Peru experienced a third revolution. This one proved
extremely bloody but hardly emancipating, led by a movement, the
Shining Path, that drew its inspiration not from Guevara or the
Cuban Revolution but rather from Mao Zedong and the Chinese
Revolution.'* By the late 1970s most of the Guevarist Left in Pery
had opted for supposedly bourgeois politics. A few, however, feeling
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