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Postface: After “America”

At the conclusion of this study, | want the world to recognize,
with me, the open door of every consciousness.
Frantz Fanon, Black Skin, White Masks, 1952

“Latin” Americans have historically complained about and resented
the US for appropriating the name “America” to refer to itself as a
country. Painter Joaquin Torres-Garcia (1874-1949) of Uruguay
made a lasting contribution by inverting the content and dena-
wiralizing the image of the Americas,' but the silence of missing
Indigenous and Afro cartographies remains. Inverting the naturalized
view of the Americas, with the South on top, is indeed one impor-
tant step, but far from being sufficient. It changes the content, not
the terms of the conversation. The image of the world upside down
was also expressed by Waman Puma de Ayala, but he did not invert
the map. Rather, he redraw it from the Andean perspective and with
Tawantinsuyu, the fourth part of the world, twice reproduced in the
same image (see next page).

His “Pontfical Mundo” (“Pontifical World,” rather than *Orbis
Universalis Terrarum™ — “Universal World” = as Ortelius has it)
expresses the imperial/colonial co-existence of the Indies, above,
and Castille, below, as Castille is rendered in the same spatal matrix
as Tawantinsuyu. In other words, Waman Puma’ “world upside
down” points toward an-other logic rather than toward an inverted
content, as is the case with Torres-Garcia’s work.
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Why should everybody have their own cartography, you may ask?
Why not just accept America for what it is now? Certainly, that is
one kind of argument that has been made. This Manifesto intends,
precisely, to illuminate how history has produced silences and
absences. But there are other arguments, like my own argument
here, that are trying to change the terms and not only the content
of the conversation. Just as the original naming of the “American”
continent occluded all previous territorial designations, so “America”
taken as a referent to the US as a country subsumed other countries
and realities into an imagined totality. The objection made by
“Latin” Americans that “America” is a name that belongs to every-
one and not the US alone is justified. The reason, however, for the
appropriation of the name by the US is seldom addressed. Why did
the hegemonic voices in the US choose to claim “America” as the
name of their own country? And what “idea” of America material-
ized as a consequence of that decision?

What allowed the US to appropriate the name, and thereby to
subsume the name of the entire continent under that of only one
country, was the same logic as led Christians in the sixteenth century
to imagine the “Indias Occidentales” as the fourth continent, redraw-
ing the T-in-O map onto the “Orbis Universalis Terrarum.” The same
logic, subsequently, also allowed secular Northern Europeans from
the eighteenth century onward to name that totality “America”
despite the fact that it had not existed as such in the consciousnesses
of its original inhabitants, and even less in the consciousness of
African slaves and their descendants. As we have discussed, America,
as the fourth continent appended to the Christian cosmology of
three, was not an “objective reality.” Rather, it was a semantic con-
struction with enormous political, economic, epistemic, and ethical
consequences arising from the occlusion of Indigenous conceptual-
izations of Anihuac, Tawantinsuyu, Abya-Yala, and other ideas of
space. Thus, it is important to underline that it is a name imposed
by European Christians, not Aymaras or Muslims. Europeans, at a
ume when Europe was not just one of four continents but the central
and privileged one, had the power to name that others did not have.
The “idea” of America is not only a reference to a place; above all,
it operates on the assumed power and privilege of enunciation that
makes it possible to transform an invented idea into “reality” This
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fact has been overlooked as if the continent already had its name
inscribed naturally on the face of the earth. “America” did not name
itself as such, despite the invisibility of the power relations behind
its nomenclature. At work here is the coloniality of knowledge,
which appropriates meaning just as the coloniality of power takes
authority, appropriates land, and exploits labor. .

In the same process, the coloniality of being shaped the subu!ecmr—
ity of the people involved. People, like continents and subcontinents,
have been subsumed under overarching European concepts like
“Human Being,” which was conceived on the empirical evidence
and experience of the Christian and White European Man and,
from that definition, the universality of the Human is defended as
the standard over all sort of differences (sex, gender, race, nationali-
ties, languages, etc.). The racial occlusion of differences has it roots
in the idea of the “Indias Occidentales” and of “America™
the fourth part of the world became, in the prevalent Christian
classification of the planet by continent and people attached to
continents, the lowest in the scale of human beings, next to Africa.
Europe, as we have seen, was for Kant the dwelling place of -thf.
White race that, as Hegel later pointed out, migrated to “Ancha
and displaced the Red race. “Latins” in the South were, by thf: time
of US independence, as subsumable as the Indians of Tawantinsuyu
and Anihuac were for Christian Europeans. If it had not been
for the invention of “Latin” America as an entity through which
European imperial powers could oppose the imperial march of
the US, Creoles of Hispanic and Luso descent might not have had
their own dwelling place. Indians and Afro descendents, of course,
did not have the advantage of imperial help to name the territory
after their own political and ethical projects. However, as discussed
in chapter 3, the Haitian revolutionaries did manage to l;flange
the Spanish and French name back to an Indian name,_hwﬂ:l; :mu;.i,
Indigenous people, today, are living in Abya-Yala and not in Latin
America. Nevertheless, imperial episternic privileges remain in place.

The universal idea of human being, the universal idea of a planet

naturalized on the Christian idea of continental division (founded

on the Holy Trinity and its perfunctory reproduction on the &

three sons of Noah: see chapter 1), and the idea that a continent
can be subsumed by one country are three distinct moments and
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aspects of imperial knowledge formation through the logic of
coloniality.

Control of money and control of meaning and being are parallel
processes. Out of the top ten universities in the world, seven are in
the US and three in Europe. If control of meaning and knowledge
1s concentrated in the ten top universities that produce the leaders
of tomorrow’s world, control of money is concentrated in the same
geo-historical location. Almost 48 percent of major corporations and
banks are located in the US and Europe. Ten percent are in Japan
and the remaining 40 percent are scattered all over the world. If the
geo-politics of economy is concentrated in three locales, with Japan
having significantly less economic power, and the control of knowl-
edge is located in Europe and the US, then talking about “deterri-
torialization” and a “foating” empire only masks the fact thar the
geo-politics of knowledge and economy remains anchored firmly
in the West. Note, I use the term “geo-politics of economy” and
not “political economy” because this term can only tell part of the
story, the story of Western capitalism as seen by its own agents and
intellectuals. Alongside the economic and epistemic hegemony is
the simultaneous control of authority, state, and army, Out of around
two hundred countries in the world today, most of them weakened
by globalization, those of the G8 (mainly the US and the Atlantic
axis of the European imperial countries of the past five hundred
years) become stronger every day.

Today, the idea of “Latin™ America is that of a dependent sub-
continent that is subaltern to the continental totality, America. In
the 1898 war with Spain — an empire in decline — political leaders,
historians, and geographers in the US — an empire on the rise —
began to twist the former European imperial mechanisms and
strategies to their own ends.” The racial discourse that justified
the war against Spain relied on selling the inferiority of “Latin”
Americans as White but not White enough. In the war, the US
played two roles: it was not only a rising empire fighting a declining
one but also a consolidated nation that could take advantage of the
two remaining Spanish colonies wanting to become nation-states,
Puerto Rico and Cuba. It is precisely this double role that would

allow for the identification of the country of the US with the
continent.
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