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Haitians, Magic, and Money:
Raza and Society 1n the
Haitian—Dominican Borderlands,

1900 to 1937

LAUREN DERBY
University of Chicago

Sitting on the banks of the shallow riverine waters separating the northern
border towns of Dajabdn of the Dominican Republic and Ouanaminthe of
Haiti, one can sce children wade, market women wash, and people pass
from one nation to another. They are apparently impervious to the official
meaning of this river as a national boundary that rigidly scparates these two
contiguous Caribbean island nations. Just as the water flows, so do people,
goods, and merchandise between the two countries, even as the Dominican
border guards stationed on a small mound above the river watch. The ironies
of history lie here, as well as the poetics of its remembrance. This river is
called Ef Masacre, a name which recalls the 1937 Haitian massacre, when
the water is said to have run scarlet red from the blood of thousands of
Haitians killed by machetes there by soldiers under the direction of the Do-
minican dictator, Rafael M. Trujillo (1930--61).!

This essay is based on research conducted jointly with Richard Turits and forms part of a larger
study of the 1937 Haitinn massacre preseatly being completed. This targer study treats official
and popular representations of Haitians, of the massacre, and of the nation in the Dominican
Republic, as weli as the historical context of Haitian-Dominican relations, and questions of
hegemeny and violence under the Trujillo regime. Needless to say, many of the ideas presented
here were first formuiated collectively. Rescarch for this paper was funded by an HE TFulbright
Grant for Collaborative Rescarch (1986-88). ¢ am indebted to Richard Turiss, Catherine
LeGrand, Julie Franks, Friedrich Katz, Andrew Apiter, Raymundo Gonzdlez, Paul Liffman, and
Mark Auslander, all of whom contributed careful criticisms and thoughtful suggestions 1o this
essay; Emily Vogt, for her cartographic skills; Cipridn Seler, Sejour Laflor, Edward Jean-
Baptistc, and Jean Ghasmana-Bissanthe, who made the interviewing feasible; and Bemard Cohn
and Fernando Coronil, whose ideas appear here through osmosis. Drafis of the paper were
presented at the Workshop on Social Mavements and Popular Ideology in Latin America, the
University of Chicago, in May, 1990; the Annual Mectings of the American Anthropology
Association in November, 199; the Foro Dominico-Haitiano and the Equipo de Investigacidn
Social, Instituto Fechnolégico de Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, both in January. 1993. 1
am grateful for the many helpful comments | received, especinlly for those of Raymend Smith
and Ann Stoler. This essay is dedicated to those who died in the 1937 Haitian massacre.

1 The name actually dates from the colonial period, when a labor dispute erupted inta a
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HAITIANS, MAGIC, AND MONEY, 1900 To 1937 489

The following essay examines Haitian identity in the Dominican popular
imagination before the 1937 Haitian massacre and interrogates how the trans-
formation of the Dominican frontier into a border in the first decades of the
twentieth century changed local meanings of raza or race. As the Dominican
border became part of the global economy, Haitian—Dominican relations were
commodified; and the division between neighbors and blood kin was re-
mapped. Haitians came to be seen as the very embodiment of money magic.
The transformation of notions of race discussed here helps explain why the
massacre made sense in a Gramscian way to border residents, even though the
massacre was state sponsored and executed for reasons entirely exterior to
the border.? | also analyse how notions of difference were revalorized by the
process of state formation, as the ‘popular’- was redefined as *public’, and
efforts were made by the state to order and stratify what had previously been an
inclusive and reciprocal frontier. The new regulation of national orifices politi-
cized liminal groups, such as Haitians, now conceived of as social filth. This
process introduced hierarchy into a previously horizontal ideology of differ-
ence: As frontier Dominicans became part of the nation as citizens, the Haitian
community came to be labeled as foreigners threatening the body politic.

As Friedrich Katz has argued for the case of Mexico, the closing of the
Dominican frontier signaled both the integration of the region into the national
economy and polity, as well as the global economy, and into the arena of
domination by the United States (U.S.).? The Dominrican frontier effectively

legendary staughter of Taino Indians near the river. For the most complete treatment of the 1937
Haitian massacre, see Richard Turits, “Histories of Terror and the Perils of History: The 1937
Haitian Massacre in the Dominican Republic (unpublished manuscript, [989). Other works
include: Bernardo Vega, Trugjillo y Haiti, vol. 1 (1930-1937) {Santo Dominge: Fundacidn Cultural
Dominicana, 1988); Arthur de Matteis, Le massacre de 1937 on un succession immobiliére
internacionale (Port-au-Prince; Bibliothéque Nacionale D'Haiti, 1987); Suzy Castor, Migracién y
relaciones internacionales (el caso haitiano-dominicano) (Santo Domingo: UASD, 1987); José
Israci Cuello H., Documentos del conflicto domtnico-haitiano de 1337 (Santo Domingo: Ed. Taller,
1985); Freddy Prestol Castillo, E! masacre se pasa a pie, Sthed, (1973; Sunto Domingo: Ed. Taller,
1982); Anthony Lespes, Lex semences de la colére (Port-au-Prince: H. Deschamps, 1949; Editions
Fardin, 1983); and Juan Manuel Garcia, La matanza de los haitianes: Genocidie de Trujillo, 1937
(Santo Domingo: Ed. Alfa y Omega, 1983). For studies in English sce Eric Roorda, “Genocide
Next Door: The Good Neighbor Pelicy, the Trujiflo Regime and the Haitian Massacre of 19377
{Paper presented at Soeiety for Historians of American Forcign Relations, Charlottesville, VA, 19
June 1993); Thomas Fichrer, “Political Violence in the Periphery: The Haitian Massacre of 1937,
Race and Class 32:2 (Oclober—December 1990), 1-20; R. Michael Malek, “The Dominican
Republic’s Generat Rafacl L. M. Trujillo and the Haitian Massacre of 1937: A Casc of Subversion
in Inter-Caribbean Reiations,” Secolas Annals, vol. 11 (March 1980), 137-35.

2 For mose on official anti-Haitianism, see Lauren Derby and Richard Turits, “Historias de
terrot y los terrores de Ia historia: la matanza haitizna de 1937 en la Repiblica Dominicana,”
Estudios Sociales, 26:92 (April-June 1993}, 65-76. Turits confutes the interpectation of the
massacre folowing a straight line from either popular or official anti-Haitianism in his “Histories
of Terror and the Perils of History: The F937 Haitlan Massacre in the Dominican Republie”
{Unpublished manuseript, [989),

3 Friedrich Katz, The Secrer War in Mexico: Europe, The United States, and the Mexican
Revolution (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1981), 5, 7-20.
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490 LAUREN DERBY

became a border as a result of the Dominican—American Convention of 1907, a
treaty which brought the state into the daily lives of border residents for the {irst
time. The Convention turned aver customs collection to the United States. This
restricted frontier trade and commadified relations between Haiti and the
Dominican Republic, as authoritics sought to siphon off the procceds of
Haitian—Dominican contraband. I examine how this process transformed the
meaning of ethnic identity in the border. Dominican notions of raza came to be
mapped along several contradictory axes, including kinship, ritual, and asso-
ciation with money. Race came to be marked not by skin color, as in the
Anglophone world; nor blood genealogy, as in Dominican nationalist dis-
course; but by an unstable set of symbolic associations linking Haitian vodoun
{or vodou), fertility and value itself. This case demonstrates how the combined
process of commodification and nation building can reify difference, cndowing
people and their products with social power,

In this essay 1 discuss the notion of raza, which in Dorminican popular
parlance mcans nation or people and is an external system of classification most
commonly used at the border to distinguish Dominicans from Haitians.4 I focus
here on the play between the tacit knowledge of the Other embodied in kinship
and economic practices and in the poetics of difference. | do not trcat what
Dominicans explicitly say about Flaitians but, rather, try to tease out meanings
embedded in metaphors, images, and forms of contact. After the 1937 Haitian
massacre, the state embarked on a heavy propaganda campaign to demonize
Haiti, constructing the slaughter as the result of popular tensions between
Haitians and Dominicans in the border. After fifty years of anti-Haitian social-
ization through schools and the press, virtually all border residents today echo
at least the metaphors of official anti-Haitianism, even il their actions belied
their belief by marrying Haitians and, in many cases, actively resisting the
state’s slaughter. Even though the state was able to enforce a language of racial
hatred, the implicit rhetoric of practice told another story.

The word, fronriére, originally derived from the French fromz, an architec-
tural term denoting the facade of a building.5 Indeed, the two capitals of both

* Evidence of this taxonomy may be seen in the Dominican passport application in use in 1932,
It listed the following as identifying festures: name, age, race, color, eye color, ¢ivil status, birth
marks {Consulado General de fa Repiblica, Puerto Principe, Haitf, exp. asuntos varios, leg. 10, 27
Sep. 1932, Archivo General de ta Nacidn, Santo Domingo, hereinafter AGN). In this usage, raza is
synonymous with nacidn, which in the 1920s meant “the collectivity of persons who have the same
ethnic origin and, in gencral, speak the same [anguage and possess a common tradition” (The
Dictionary of the Spanish Acadeny {1925 edition], cited in E. J. Hobsbawm, Nations and
Nationolism since I780: Programme, Myth, Reality {New York: Cambridge University Press,
19961, 15). “Color™ is the internal taxonomy (not synonymous with raza) used (o differentiate
between Dominicans of different shades, i.e., Dominicans are all one raza, but of different cotores
and hair textures (i.c.. “pele malo,” ete.). A few Dominican elites, however, did use raza as
synomymous with color, Since the popufar Dominican notion of race hovers somewhere between
the United States notion of race and cthaicity, | have chosen here to use the ferm, race, when
discussing ideology and the term ethnicity when discussing labor regimes and kinship structures,

* Lucien Fechvre, “Froatitre: the Word and the Concept,” A New Kind of Historv: From the
(2}
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countries have often defined the Haitian~Dominican border as a national
shield, a privileged site reflecting the collective honor of the nation as a
whole. The official rendering of the border as the locus of collective national
dignity can be secn in the import of tiny border skirmishes to the capitals, the
inability of the two countries to ratify myriad border demarcations, and the
1937 Haitian massacre itself. The Dominican Republic has a history of defin-
ing its national identity in relation to Haiti, and the border has a privileged
role therein, as the site where power relations on the island have been mea-
sured throughout the centuries.® A relationship of national rivalry has existed
ever since Haiti occupied the Dominican Republic (1822-44), although the
country was later annexed to Spain, finally achieving independence in 1865,
Official anti-Haitianism in the Dominican Republic, the reigning national
dogma ever since the massacre, sharpened the meaning of the border, secking
to render what was previously a porous frontier into an immutable scar?
However, the border has coneurrently been seen by capitalerio clites as the
primordial sign and site of barbarism, of a hybrid space of racial and interna-
tional admixture, and of the dangers of caudillo, or strongman, rule. Inhernited
from colonial Spain, this imaginary spatial map delimits thosc included and
excluded from the nation and has justified conquest by the Creole clite from
the cosmopolitan capital, in which civilization resides, of the savage and
uncontrolled backlands, which represent barbarism. This gloss provided a
neat justification for the Haitian massacre: The border or skin of the body
politic was perceived to be transgressive because it mixed social taxonomics,
was a threat to the nation in its very liminality, and was an arca as yet
undomesticated by the state.® Nonetheless, the practice of everyday life belied
the international boundary in the period preceding the slaughter. The mapping
of difference in the borderlands was only partially one of international distine-
tion, since markets, schools, and even landholdings crosscut the natural
Haitian—Dominican divisory line. Popular Dominican attitudes towards

& See Jorge Madach, Fromtiers in the Americas: A Global Perspective, Philip H. Phenix, trans.
{(New York: Teaches's College Press, Columbia University, 1975), 16, 26. Peter Sahlins, in
Boundaries: The Making of France and Spain in the Pyrenecs (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1989}, explores the process by which national identitics became articulated along the
border of France and Spain. Although his concern is primarily with the development of popular
notions of identity on the border, the historical process of the development of official French and
Spanish borders was exported to their colonies and can be seen as a kind of colonial mimesis in
the history of the Haitian-Dominican border.

7 Lauren Derby and Richard Turits, “Historias de terror.”

& For more on civilization and barbarism in the Latin American imagination and its uiility for
justifying state violence in borders, see Fernando Coronti and kulic Skurski, *Dismembering and
Remembering the Nation: The Semantics of Political Violence in Venezuela,” Comparative
Studics in Society and History, 33:2 (Apil 1991), 288337, Silvio R. Duncan Baretta and Jobin
Markolf, “Civilization and Barbarism: Cattle Frontiers in Latin America,” Comparative Studies
fn Sociery and History, 20:4 (October 1978}, 587-620: Ana Maria Alonso, “Gender, Ethnicity,
and the Constitution of Subjects; Accommodation, Resistance and Revojution on the Chilsshuan
Frontier” (Ph.D. Disser., Aathropology Depsrtment, University of Chicago, 1988, vol. 1, 24—
25). and Lauren Berby, "Histories of Power and the Powers of History in the Dominican
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FIGUR; . The Borderlands between Haiti and the Dominican Republic, based on the boundary
established by treaty in 1936. Credit: Emily Vogt, Committec on Geographical Studies, Univer-
sity of Chicago.

Haitians concerned the boundaries separating self from other; these attitudes
were not territorial or racialized but, rather, cultural, as we shall sece below.

Since the founding of the French and Spanish colonies which gave rise to
Haiti and the Dominican Republic, the relative isolation of the border has
endowed it with a socio-cultural Jogic distinct from either of the two dominant
societies, partly due to the peculiarities of the local economy. From the late
nincteenth century through the 19205, the economies of both Haiti and the
Dominican Republic turned toward large-scale sugar production. Yet the Do-
minican frontier, based predominantly on cither cattle (in the northern prov-
inces}) or coffee (in the central-southern regions) and supplemental agricultural
production for domestic use and exchange, remained distinct. But the unique-
ness of th; frontier was more than merely economic, Because they were not
integrated with major Dominican towns, due to the lack of sufficient roads,
the Dominican border provinces maintained networks of commerce with
Haitian urban centers inherited from the colonial period. An'international
economy developed as a result of the affluence, proximity, and convenience
of major Haitian markets, Furthermore, while various cfforts were made over
the centuries to demarcate the borderline, the first mutually accepted border

. ¢ '!"hc United States Marines occupied Haiti from 1915 1o 1934 and the Dominican Republic
roven TOTA e 10T S
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agreement was ratified as late as 1936. Even then, border policies radiating
from Port-au-Prince and Santo Domingo (the Haitian and Dominican capitals)
were difficult, if not impossible, to implement in the borderlands because the
terrain was so rough. The northern and southern border provinces are sepa-
rated by the Corditlera Central, a series of rocky mountains that prevented the
construction of even the most rudimentary roads linking the north and south
axes of the island until the 1940s. Even today, inter-border provincial transit is
close to impossible, save by Jeep or mule; and the myriad well-wom footpaths
winding through Haitian and Dominican bamiets are used far more {requently
than the Transnational Highway built by the Trujillo regime. These walkways
silently attest to the popular denial of the official border, marking in spacc the
arteries of a common Haitian~Dominican culture that transgresses the nation-
al divide imagined by elites in the respective capitals.'®

RAZA: RHETORIC AND PRACTICE

While a common border culture developed in the frontier provinces of the
Dominican Republic, there has also always existed a clear notion of difference
between Haitians and Dominicans. 1! The various discourses of anti-Haitianism
in the Dominican Republic run along a continuum from a politicized nationalist
demonology to that of merely cataloguing the lexicon of ethnic distinction. In
the Dominican capital, Santo Domingo, notions of Haitian alterity have always
been more extreme, categorical, and radical than in the borderlands, due to the
lack of contact between groups. For example, the sign of ethnicity has become
so unhinged from its referent in Santo Domingo that the term, Haitian, isnowa
floating tabel of misconduct, improper behavior, or lack of civility that one
hears, for example, shouted by a motorist at a stray cyclist when he cuts
abruptly in front of his path. The use of this label is perhaps the equivalent to
“fool” or “crazy person” in English. In dominant Dominican ideology, anti-
Haitianism is essentially a class-based prejudice, a rejection of the sub-stratum
of Haitian cane cutters who are seen as patently subhuman.2

In the Dominican border of the 1920s, the meaning of difference was more
grounded in everyday practice because Haitians and Dominicans interacted
along a variety of axes due to extensive intermarriage and mutual ties of

19 Far more on this, see Richard Turits, "Perils of History.™

1t Far another discussion of Haitian-Dominican border culture, see Richard Turits, “Perils of
Histery.” For more on borderland cuhures, see Renato Rosaldo, “Border Crossings” in his
Culture and Truth: The Remaking of Social Analysis {Boston: Beacon Press, 1989), 196-217.

12 This prejudice is why anti-Haitianism as found in the capital, Santo Domingo, and in most
parts of the country is often treated as merc racism, an explanation which neglects the nationalist
valence of anti-Haitianism and fails to distinguish between attitudes towards Haitian canc cutters
and those of other oceupational groups, as well as between perceptions of Haitians and black
Dominicans. For more on the shocking treatment of Haitian cane cutters in the Dominican
Republic, see Maurice Lemoine, Bitter Sugar: Slaves Today in the Caribbean [Sucre amer:
Esclaves ajourd'hui dans es Caratbes] {Paris: Nouvelle 1981; Chicago: Banner Press. 1985).

For an example of the literature which treats anti-Haitianism as racism, sce Meindent Fennema
and Troctjc Loewenthal, Construceidn de raza y nacidn en Repiiblica Dominicana (Santo Domin-
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494 LAUREN DERBY

interdependence in an area of extreme poverty and because many Dominican
border fcsidcms regularly visited Haiti to buy merchandise or sell cattle. In
comparison to the images of Haitians portrayed in Dominican nationalist
djscours'c, border stereotypes of the Haitian Other and markers of racial
boundatj:es are complex and multivalent. Part of this stems from the fact that
as Dominguez has said, the objectification of collective identities by insider;
and qufsidcrs is both semiotic and political'3; and the political geography of
Domfnfcan border society on a quotidian level was contradictory. Haitians and
Dominicans were both drawn together and puiled apart through ties of kinship
and affinity in the marketplace and in relation to larger figures of power and
authqrily. A relative equality of poverty both drew people together in times of
searcity, for example, in the communal konbit (junta, in Spanish) or work
brigades, yet created jealousy and friction over scarce resources. Dc;minican
bordc‘r culture must be understood both as furnishing a common Haitian—
Dominican identity in relation to centers of power and outsiders, and as
cgmaining fissures of scparation, invisible internal indices of difference and
differentiation that could become divisive when conflict arose. 14
Thc': notion of community implies a self-referentiality and stability tnap-
propriate to the Haitian~Dominican border culture, which existed in a region
thaF was inherently hybrid and pluralistic between nations and cultural loci.
This culture presents a challenge to models that presuppose a stable, univocal
order. ' Moreover, as Sabean has argued for early modern Gem}any’(drawing
upon Leach), types of social dangers can be mapped onto the kinship structure
within tightly-knit village communities. In his case the division between afTines
and blood kin (here, Haitians and Dominicans) became the key symbalic matrix
for articulating notions of intended and unintended danger, pollution, and
ag_z‘s_z,n:ss?on.‘6 He demonstrates that witcheraft can become a languag’c for
expressing envy or the dangers emanating from potemially competitive social
equals. In the case of the Dominican border, a perceived basic social division
bet}veen Haitian affines and Dominican blood kin provided a similar axis upon
wh‘m.h power discrepancies were metaphorically mapped. As explained below
Haitians could be seen as the repository of potential symbolic violence par[ic:
ularly in times of scarcity and resource competition. ,
Making sense of the complex mapping of collective ideatities in this liminal

Y3 Virginia Dominguez, People as Subj i
A weet, People as Object: Selfhood and Peoplehood i
Co‘r;rezmpomry Israel (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1989}, 12, peoed
want 1o stress, however, that even given these tensions there w'as at it Haiti

I v ! : ghtly knit Haitian—
.E.)mr.umcan ‘bo.r‘dc_r COmmuniLy. Thl:ls. I disagree with Box and de la Rive’s assumption that a
racial frontier” divided !hc‘n’vo nations and peoples before the massacre, particularly at the local
level of (llc bo_rder communitics. For their argument, sce Louk Box and Barbara de la Rive Box-
é_aslocé:, ’i})'cmc!i)nd fronieriza o frontera social? Transformaciones sociales en la zona fronteriza
¢ la Repiblica Dominicana (1907~ 1984),” Boletin de Estudios Lati f ‘ ibe.
46 Clone 10809, 49-65. enmeciaty 33, noamericanos y del Caribe,

% Rosaldo, Culture and Truth: The Remaking of Social Analysis, 216.

¥ Pavid Warren Sabea ]
ad 11, Pow : : : .
cr g id Warren Sahear f"( er r'n f'f" Binnd PrJ‘pu!ar Culture and Village Discourse in Earlv
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area entails examining the historical formation of images of the Other as they
were shaped through Haitian-Dominican contact and the practice of everyday
life. Clearly there were both structures of being together, of sociality, and of
scgregation and difference which can also be seen as particular forms of
“copresence,”!7 Local constructions of identity are not merely imparted lin-
guistically but are also embodied and thus made known only through the
enactment of systerns of social classification. Conventions of social interac-
tion, of habitual patterns governing the usc of space and the body, and of the
orchestration of practical activities can reveal domains of identity and differ-
ence that may remain invisible in an analysis that focuses merely on the
thetoric of difference.!®

Anti-Haitianism must be understood as more than racism as such. It arose
initially as consciousness of colonial difference, an identity marked first by
language (French versus Spanish; the import of the linguistic ascription of
alterity still lingers today), then by a series of derivative collective assertions of
differences originating in colonial rivalries between the French and Spanish.
Anti-Haitianism’s second layer of meaning stemmed from Saint Domingue’s
(which later became Haiti) former economic supremacy and colonial grandeur,
in stark contrast to the poverty of the Spanish colony. The highly stratified
hierarchy of class and color that developed in Haiti as a result of the sugar-
plantation complex was very different from the social fluidity, minimal class
differentiation, and maximal racial mixture of the open-range livestack econ-
omy of Santo Domingo.!? Finally, during the ninetcenth century, the idea of
Haiti derived from its status as an occupying force (1822-44) and thus as the
traditional enemy of the Dominican Republic. As a form of social classification
this meaning coincided with an emergent consciousness of national difference.
Attitudes toward Haiti today retain traces of fear and mistrust characteristic of

17 Mary Louise Pratt, “Bordertalk™ {Presentation at conference on MNarrative Strategies and
Cultural Practices, University of Notre Dame, April 1990), Sec also her “Linguistic Utopias™ in
The Linguistics of Writing: Arguments benween Language and Literature, Nigel Fabb er al., cds.
(New York: Methuen, 1987), 56-60.

8 Michael Jackson, Paths Towards a Clearing: Radical Empiricism and Ethnographic Inquiry
(Bloomingtot: Indiana University Press, 1989), 122-28. Jackson develops Picere Bourdieu's
notion of habitus, claborated in Onutline of @ Theory aof Praciice, Richard Nice, trans. (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 1977). For perspectives that assign a centsal role to fanguage in the -

construction of racial-cum-cthnic boundarics, sce Henry Louis Gates, “Introduction: Writing
‘Race’ and the Difference It Makes,” in Race, Writing and Difference, Henry Louis Gates, Ir., ed,
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press,. 1986), 6. In this view, language is the primary sign of
race. To o lesser extent, this perspective is shared by Wemer Salfers. Sec his “Introduction: The
Invention of Ethnicity,” in The Invention of Ethnicity, Wemer Sollers, ed. (New York: Oxford
University Press, 1989), xx. On the links between tanguage, racism and nationalism, see Etieanc
Balibar, “The Nation Form: History and Ideology,” in Etienne Balibar and [mmanuel Wallerstein,
Race, Nation, Class: Ambiguous Identities [Race, nation, classe: les identitiés ambigfies] {Paris:
Editions la Decouverier, 3d cd. 1988; New York: Verso, 1991), 86-106.

19 For one contempotary observer’s view, sce M.L.E. Moreau de St. Mery, Descriprion
topographique, physique, civile, politique et historigne de la partie Frangaise de isle de Saint
Dominene. vols. 1 and I (Phitadelphia: np., 1797): and his Tapocraphical and Political Descrin-
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national rivalry, albeit resulting from the memory of Haitian ninetecnth-century
domination that the Trujillo regime resurrccted and reinscribed. 20

Anti-Haitianism daoes not fit most models of race or cthnicity, as it retains
traces of its meaning as a species of racialized nationalism, Much of the
literature on ethnicity presumes that ethnic consciousness arises from the
asymmetrical incorporation of ethnic groups into the labor force, even when
such ethnicities arc later politicized by the state.2! Although consciousness of
difference in the Haitian—~Dominican borderlands was in part the praduct of an
ethnic division of labor, this was not uniformly the case. In some regions,
Haitians and Dominicans formed a common underclass of sharecroppers and
ficld hands and thus were united in class terms. Moreover, extensive kinship
links between the two groups made it nearly impossible to discern clear
fissures between Haitians and Dominicans in economic terms. The complex-
ity and multivalence of Haitian—Dominican difference requires an examina-
tion of group interactions at the level of all forms of practice—opolitical,
religious, economic and social--because ethnic identity was not derived
solely from articulation with productive relations.?? However, Haitians were
identified with popular religious idioms and with money; and from these
associations arose a host of notions of ethnic distinction, a point elaborated in
the final section of this essay.

THE FRONTIER: HISTORY, ECONOMY AND SQCIETY

The origins of Dominican cattle culture lay in the poverty and low person-to-
land ratio of colonial Santo Domingo, once Spanish colonial attention had
shifted to the rich silver mines of Mexico and Peru, Ranching became the
primary national industry and flourished in the seventeenth century, albeit
illegally, as skins were sold as contraband to pirates, filibusterers, and bucca-
neers. By the mid-cighteenth century, the spectacular growth of sugar produc-

. " See Emilio Rodriguez Demorizi, Guerra Dominico-haitiana: Documentos para su esiudio,
vol. 1T (1944; Ciudad Trujillo: mpresorn Dominicana, 1957}, Joaquin Balaguer [the current
president of the country and a close ally of Trujile’s], La realidad dominicana: semblanza de un
pais y de un régimen (Buenos Aires: Imprenta Ferrari Hermanos, 1947); and especially Angel 8.
del Rosario Perez, La exterminacion afioreda (Cindad Trujillo: np., 1957). This latter text is
rumared to actually have bees written by Bafaguer. One of the most important anti-Haitian
ideologues of the regime was Manucl Arturo Pefia Battle {sce Raymundo Gonzdlez, “Pefia Ballle
¥ su conceple histirico de fa nuckin dominicann,” Antario de Estudios Americonos [Madrid],
vol. XLVHI [1992], 585-630).

2t Stanley J. Tambiah, “Ethinic Conflict in the World Today,” American Ethnologist, 16:2 {May
1989), 335-49; Edwin N. Wilmsen, Land Filled with Flies: A Political Ecanomy of the Kalahari
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1989); John L. Comaroff, “Of Totemism and Ethnicity:
Consciousness, Practice and the Signs of Inequality,” Ethuos, 52: 34 (1987), 307-8, 311-2.

3 See G. Carter Bentley, “Ethnicity and Practice,” Comparative Studies in Society and Histo-
ry. 29:1 {January 1987), 24-.55 for a different apphcation of Bourdicu's notion of practice in a
discussion of cthnic identity. Kevin A. Yelvington's critique of this model argues that “the activity
of “cthaic others™™ is a crucial factor in the social construction of cthnicity. See his “Ethnicity as
Practice? A Comment on Beatley,” Comparative Studies in Socicty and History, 331 {January
1991), 158-68. Clearly, in the Haitian-Dominican case, national, ethnic, or racial identities
arose dialectically, particudarly in the borderlands.
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tion in neighboring French colonial Haiti had created a thriving market for
skins and smoked-meat products. During this peried, {rontier cati!c'c.uiiurc
expanded and central-southern fronticr towns, such as Hinch.c (Hali'l) and
Bé#nica (the Dominican Republic), thrived due to their strategic location cn
route to Port-au-Prince, the Haitian capital. Dominican authors have labeled
the Dominican Republic in this period “doubly dependent,” referring to the
political and military domination of Spain, as well as the reliance upon the
Haitian cconomy, the primary market for Dominican products.?3

If, for the Dominican Republic, the border during the cighteenth century
became the locus of a strugple to reap the benefits of a brisk, largely illegal
cattle trade; for Haiti the loosely controlled border was a siphon for escaped
slaves, a continual thorn in the side of the French colonial planter class that
mourned the constant drain of capital in labor. The Spanish side of the b-ordcr
was a desirable refuge for runaway slaves, as they were rarely repatriated,
manumission was more liberally practiced under Spanish calonial policy, and a
life of scmi-autonomous cattle herding was far less arduous than the backbreak-
ing travail of cutting cane. By the mid-1700s, Lundaht reports, 3,000 slaves
from the French colony were resident in the Spanish border areas; by the 1770s,
Haitian marcons constituted the majority in the Dominican border town_s.z“

As cattle ranching became the principal economic activity in the Do:x}intcan
Republic, slavery had an altogether distinct character than in o[ht?r regions of
the West Indies, where slavery was almost universally coupled with intensive
sugar production and a rigid plantation hierarchy.?> The majority of the Do-
minican open grazing ranches, or hatos, were relatively small; only the largest
hatos concentrated around the capital, employing non-kin labor. The cattle
were allowed to range freely and were not corralled; indeed, some families
lived solely by hunting wild cattle. In this highly fluid social system, many
escaped slaves established their own hatos. The end result of the extensive
ranching economy, of the relative poverty of the colonists, and of the low

2 Ruben Silié, Economia, esclavitud y poblacion: ensayos de interpretacion histérica del
Santo Domingo Espafiel en ¢l siglo XVIII {Sante Domingo: Universidad Auténoma de Santa
Domingo, 1976}, 35, 24, For more on the catile cconomy, sia»:cry. and land wenure, see Tosé M’
Ots Capdequf, EI régimen de la derra en la América E.rpannlq durante c’{ ,r_:crmra’o coloniu
(Ciudad Truijillo: Editora Monialvo, 1946); and Carlos Est’cban Beive, La esclavitud del Hegro en
Samto Dominga (1492-1844), vols. 1 and I {Santo Domingo: Musco del Hombre Dominicaag,
mf‘?)év'[ats Lundzh], “Haitian Migration to the Dominican Republic,” in his The Haitian Econ-
onty: Man, Land and Markets (New York: St. Manip's Press, 1983), 1 t2w§. i

2% ‘The only case paralle! to the Dominican Republic may l?c parts of Brazil, particularly along
the southiern fronticr with Uruguay, where cattie ranchers did employ slaves. Bahia also had A
cycle of cattle ranching combined with the use af slave labor, but sc‘:'cml factors rendered 1Alus
experience distinet from the Dominican cases Cattle rancl.aing was practiced m_zi)_r at li_rc marging g{
the dominant sugar economy {while in Santo Domingo, it was the ccnhl'al flCtl\’tly): it CIC_CUchd in
an arca of high population density; and ranching was never highly capitatized because it was for
the domestic market. See Manuel Correla de Andrade, A rerre e 0 homem no nordeste (Sao Paulo,

1963), 135-45.

gy



408 LAUREN DERBY

demographic density was a high degree of manumission and resuftant mis-
cegenation which is particularly striking when compared to the highly po-
larized social structurc that developed within the plantation hierarchy of
neighboring Haitj, 26

A period of political chaos on the island in the first part of the nineteenth
century brought the frontier regional economy virtually 1o a halt and caused
extensive emigration from these zoncs. First, the Haitian Revolution (179]—
1804) drew the eastern side of the island into the widening civil war; later,
several Haitian military incursions culminated in a twenty-two-year occupa-
tion of the Spanish colony (1822-44) and, finally, in war against the Spanish,
which ended in 1865 when the Dominican Republic become independent.
Lundahi believes that the territory freed by emigration from the frontier was
quickly taken over by Haitian immigrants, particularly in the central region of
the frontier.2” Towards the end of the nineteenth century, the depression in the
Dominican frontier was compounded when U.S.-owned sugar plantations
developed in the southeast, causing yet another wave of emigration {rom the
border. In response, the frontier tconomy once again turned towards Haijti, 28
Cattle production again became the basis of the border provincial economics,
in part as a result of the new availability of fand and the necessity of returning
to more extensive methods of production due to labor shortages. Furthermore,
the national economic shift towards the eastern regions encouraged the deep-
ening of border trade networks with Haiti, a logical shift due to the region’s
proximity to the major Haitian cities of Cap-Haitien in the north and Port-au-
Prince in the south.2? Because much of this new commercial activity was in
contraband, municipal authorities complained about the extent of trade with
Haiti, couching their statements in nationalist terms (although free commerce
with Haiti had been established in 1874). Probably these authorities were
alarmed by the provincial governments’ inability to capture the profits of the
new bustling commerce.

26 Ruben Sifi¢, Economla, 20-29. Sce also Esteban Deive, Esclavitud, vol. T: 10354, 341
67 and vol. 1: 545~98, For information on bosder haro production, see Palmer, “Land Use.” On
Haitian social structure, see David Nicholls, From Dessalines 1o Duvalier: Race, Colour and
National Independence in Haiti {New York: Cambridge University Press, 1979).

27 Lundahl states that the Dominican population was reduced by nearly 50 percent in the fiest
three decades of the nineteenth century, then nearly doubled by mid-century, largely through
Huitian immigration. See Lundahl, “Haitian Migration,” 116.

2 See Michiel Baud, “The Origins of Capitalist Agriculture in the Dominican Republic,”
Latin American Research Review, 12:2 (1987), 135-54, especially 143,

¥ For more on tumn-of-the-century econamic changes and their impact on regional economies,
including the border, see Michiel Baud, “Transformacion capitafista v regionalizacién en la
Repiiblica Dominicina, 1875-1920," Investigacion y Ciencia, 1:1 {January-August 1986), 18—
34; Samuel Hazard, Santo Domingo Past and Present: with a Glance at Haitf {New York: Harper
and Brothers, 1873; reprint Santo Domingo: Seciedad de Biblfofilos, 1974), 246. For mote on the
development of sugar plantations, see Bruce Calder, The Impact of Intervention: The Dominican
Republic during the U.5. Occupation of 1916-7924 (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1984):

and José del Castilio, “La inmigracion de braceros dzucarcros en Iz Repiblica Dominicana,
1900-1930." in Cradernas de CENBIA (Santo Dominga: Universidad Auténoma, No. 7. nd.).
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With the onset of liberal rule in the Dominican Republic in 1879, such
leaders as Ulises Heurcaux (1882--84; 1887-99) and Ramoén Czif:crcls (1906~
1) gave top priority to state-led economic development, financing it largely
through foreign investment and loans., Liberal reformers saw z‘lgncuhpral
development and smallholding cultivation as a cure for the naflonal vices
associated with cattle culture on public lands, Unfenced animals, like statcless
caudillos, were scen as social parasites preying on the private property and
hard work of others. Liberal reformers virulently focused their attack on
fencing laws privileging ranchers (since fencing was cﬁ”cctivcl_y .i!}e‘ Onus ‘of
cultivators in many regions until the 1930s). The reformers’ c1'v11:zmg mis-
sion, however, was broader. It involved the vilification of an cfmrc backlanfis
way of life, an “original affluent society™0 of wild-meat huntmfg.and sups:s-
tence slash-and-burn agriculture in the hills. In the words of Emiliano Tejera,

The revolutionary and the pig are the two princ-ipal cncmics‘of the country. . . . The
burdenced property is that of the individual dedicated to ag‘r:cul.turc. o and lhlc onc
privileged by law is the rancher, who spcnfis a.'uost‘ot' his timc in lus’ hamac, p :.llj{mg
guitar, or visiting his ncighbor, and the prc_[udlf:cd is the agnc_:ultum]lst whq fcr:tl izes
the countryside with the sweat of his brow, feeding the populations and carrying a huge
burden with the product of his industriousness.™!

losé Ramén Abad suggested establishing practical schools .for agricull[urai
training, for model farms, and for farm asylums to tf:aciz the v:rtucs‘o‘f private
property and eliminate the twin evils of the nefarious mesta tradition (frec
ranching) brought by colonial Spain and the terrenos comuneros, or commu-
nal lands. Abad saw rural smallholding as an “ennobling” and civilizing

force. As he states,

the land should be the well-guaranteced property of the cultured man, the f'x!ways fertile
workshop of regular and orderly work, not the wrong-headed, unprqducgwc and anon-
ymous pastures of ranching, nor the silent theatre of a vagabond life.*?

More important than these liberal tirades in changing the nature of border-
land society, however, was the installment of customs housgs staffed by the
United States along the border in 1907 in an effort to rerfl:um proceeds ‘for
delinquent repayment of loans to European and 1.8, creditors. 'i'hf: creation
of a U.S. customs receivership in the border imposed for the first time effec-
tive accounting on Haitian—Dominican trade, with high fines cx?ctcd for
contraband violations. This assault on local commerce was met w1t[} fierce.
resistance; in onc frontier depot, a customs house was destroyed, and eighteen

30 Marshall Sahling, Stone Age Economics (Chicago: Mdinc: 1972). ) o

3t “Pdrrafos de las memorias presentadas por D. Emiliane Tejera en su cnltd.?d de Mm;s}ro de
Relaciones Exteriores de [a Repiblica en los ados 1906—1907_1 IQQS (Reprinted in lCIm. il
(1942), 13). 1 would like to thank Raymundo Gonzdlez for bringing this text to my attention, {All
translations arc my own.) ) o

32 José Ramdn Abad, La Repiihlica Dominicana: resefia gencral geogrdfico-estadistica (Santo

! > falsld Le1i]
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U‘.S.- customs officials were injured or killed in skirmishes with contrabandists
within the first twenty-cight months of the accord,33
' fronically, however, during the Americanization of the border Haitianiza-
tion became a common complaint, as well as a floating trope, t’mdcr which
many groups could cloak their own particular interests. Cattle ranchers, for
cxa.mp!c, used allegations of Haitian cattle thefts across the border to convccai
their own illegal livestock commerce. Dominican journals of the first decades
of the twentieth century record numerous harangues against the Haitianization
of the bo_rdcr. This implies that a newly heightened concept of national identi-
ty resulting from the gradual surrender of national sovereignty to the United
States, which Dominicans could not control, was displaced and redirected
towards Haiti, a problem over which they had some control.

As the frontier was brought into the gaze of the state, the border began to be
seen as the skin of the body politic but one all too frequently seen by capital
clites as bleeding into Haiti. For example, some municipal border authorities
charged that Haitian Kreol had become the lingua franca in many Dominican
border provinces; others Jamented that when border Dominicans referred to
“the capital,” they meant Port-au-Prince, rather than Santo Bomingo.>® Some
deplored the fact that Haitian money circulated as far inland as Santiago, the
second largest city of the Dominican Republic (although, since the Domin,ican
E‘?‘cpubiic did not establish a national currency until the Trujiflo administra-
tmfl. one imust ask why this was considered a problem of national concern).
This association of Haitians with the production and circulation of value {and
as we shall see, with fertility) is a recurring metaphor explored in greatc:'
detail below. :

Nationalist rhetoric aside, however, national and municipal authorities did
not rllc?'essarily agree on what was regarded as the problem of Haitian-
Pommlcan contraband. This was understandable because the same customs
inspectors who struggled to control this prosperous trade in public also bene-
fitted tremendously from it in private. The problem for northern Dominican
boner officials was not the existence of contraband per se, but the higher
tariff ‘ra.tes of the Haitian border custom houses which, they argued, prohibited
Dominicans from crossing the border to sell their cattle, produce, tobacco
sugar, and rice in Quanaminthe, the neighboring Haitian town. There was .;
varicty of opinion over how to cope with the problem of contraband: Not all
9municipal authoritics thought that strict control of border transit was the

¥ Marlin D. Clausner, Rural Santo Domin i i iversi
) sner, go (Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1673
(I)f;2 quscd.m Mats Lur}dthl and fan Lundius, “Socioeconomic Foundations of a l’i}essim{ic Cuizz
; ivosismo in the Dominican Republic,” in Agrarian Sociery and History: Essays in Honor of
3;0;;::::.: Mdrer, Mats Lundabl and Thommy Svensson, eds. {(New York: R'outlcdgc. 1900y, 20—
1 am grateful o Richard Turits Ffor this ides. The argument that border residents used

nai‘l:mnl :dcrffaty fu!- .u-_:slrum.cnt:'a! purposes is also a central argument in Sablins, Bowndaries
¥ Baud, "Transicién capitalista,” 34, B
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optimal policy option. In 1920 the municipal government of Monte Cristi, a
northern Dominican coastal town, petitioned for “the free passage of Haitians
through this part of the border” on the grounds that this was absolutely
“indispensable for commerce."3¢ For the most part, local officials saw their
interests in league with, not opposed to, Haiti. But the new border control was
aimed at more than merely raising tariff income: It was equally aimed at
controlling a population previously uncaptured by the state.

STATE FORMATION, SOCIAL CONTROL, AND
THE REDEFINITION OF DEVIANCE

From the late-nineteenth century into the carly 1930s, a newly cxpanded state
apparatus began to penetrate daily iife in the fronticr. State growth was a
result of increased governmental revenucs and a new liberal vision of the state
exemplified in the work of such thinkers as Américo Lugo (1870-1938).
Heavily influenced by European positivism, such Dominican liberals as Lugo
argued that due to the “deficiency” of the Dominican racial mixture and low
level of mass literacy, the “people” were not prepared for self-governing
democracy as in the United States. In this view, the state must be accorded the
role both of educator of civic values and of agent of nationhood. The state,
lead by the “cultured” aristocracy, must be a civilizing force exercised through
“tutelary faw,” a force that both collectivized the nation as it separated indi-
viduals.?” While in most provinces greater state influence during this period
was fclt through the expanded powers of regional govemors, the fact that
border provincial capitals were far from the frontier meant that the agents of
cxpanded state contro} in the border were most often the urban middle classes
of the new public sector, such as school teachers, and in the 1920s, sanitation
officials.

Although much of the new legislation accompanying state building appears
minute and inconsequential, that legislation entailed new modes of social
discipline and control and a novel penctration of the statc in arenas previously
defined as private and thus not formerly subject to national authority. Thesec
laws served both to collectivize the nation through tightening border controls
and create new social identities through forming a range of new social tax-
onomies which forged metaphoric links associating certain groups and divid-

36 Gobernacion de Monte Crsty 2} (1919-1921), 10 Jan 1020, AGN. 1 have used the now-
standardized spellings for Haitian and Dominican place names in my own text (and in the map),
although I have left the archival versions as 1 found them. For more on border contraband and
frontier resistance to state penetration, see Michiel Baud, “Una frontera-refugio: Dominicanos ¥
Haitianos contra ¢l estado (1870-1930)," Estudios Sociales, 26:92 (Aprif~Junc) 1993, 39-64.

37 See Américo Lugo, “El estado dominicano ante ¢l derecha publico™ and “Sobre politica,” in
Amdrico Lugo: Antologia, Vetilio Alfau Duran, ed. (Ciudad Trujiflo: Libreria Dominicana,
1949); see also Roberto Cassd, “Teoria de 1a Nacidn y Proyecto Politico en Américo Lugo”
(Unpublisked manuscript, 1993). Although liberalism as dominant idealogy clearly met its de-
mise with the Trujitlo regime, many of its assumptions continued to shape trigjillisma, including
the “civilizing” role of the state.
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ir’lg ‘othcrs‘ For example, laws were introduced to redefine the value and
significance of land because the majority of Dominican land until the 1920s
was ?}ctd in common. Legal instruments created to facilitate development by
sancufyi:}g private landholding, however, also provided a basis for conflict
between individuals and social groups and for abuse by local authorities. The
state bcgan to craft a new national identity by partitioning space, sharpéning
%mundanes, and expanding the public sphere, as enclosure and rank were
introduced, codified, legally inscribed, and ritually protected.3®

Although many analysts of the Haitian massacre have focused on the ap-
pearance of legislation related to the Haitian population during this period,?®
the new immigration laws should be seen as part of a larger body of ﬂO\,FGl
an:? and routines of rule aimed at differentiating groups and mapping new
vcr-ttc‘al and horizontal domains. Some of these, such as the 1912 law pro-
clalmfng Spanish as the official language, were primarily symbolic. But this
corpbmcd with a gradually increasing stringency towards border crossing—-—a;
an identification card was required to pass the customs depot in the late 19205
anfi a passport, visa or certificate of good conduct was required in 1930—
reinscribed the border as a national marker and separated Dominican insiders
from Haitian outsiders in a new way. Reinforcing this trend, the {907 conven-
tion militarized the border by inaugurating a “Guardia de Frontera” to police
the frontier.4® Despite the ample evidence that the border remained relatively
porous, such legislation did serve to stratify border crossing, creating a new
social division between the privileged stratum of individuals who crossed
legally and those who simply avoided the military checkpoints or paid off the
guardia who staffed them, such as the Haitian traders who were too poor to
pay the new heavy tariffs and the large cattle ranchers who invoked the “moral
ef.:onomy” of the old system.4! Although such legal hindrances most probably
did not alter the popular frontier circuit, they placed people in a more direct
rei_ationship to official definitions of nationhood and provided not only a new
prism through which Haitian—Dominican contact was understood but also
mv:Sfblc codes of difference which could be invoked from time to time by
certam groups.

A desire on the part of the Dominican state to more effectively vigilar
{gua_rd. or wateh) the border dates from the late-nincteenth-century Heureaux
adrr_umstration. A period of political instability in Haiti first spurred efforts to
palice the frontier. Municipal authorities began to install guardias rurales

M | am drawing here u b : : : M . .
e e e T
“‘,f"'é’fg f;_lc‘::{fl:: :’I::’;‘;’;l (E'if‘ig:i‘;:‘:s?gﬂ?:%?eﬁdsgl;:é;)'he Great Arch: English State Formation

T e T
althouph Hai-ei- only rc[i;uircd : vi‘.;fsful: tc:}r(tj::nbg’:::?rz‘:s E)'E tirz::rglllr:}rsfhc Pominican Republic.

HAITIANS, MAGIC, AND MONEY, 1900 to 1937 503

(rural police) along the border and reported on the activities of both Haitian
and Dominican “subversives” and “cnemies,” their “insidious propaganda,”
and their movements.42 Here the desire on the part of Dominican authaorities
to watch and control frontier movements manifested a concern with national
security, an extension of the nineteenth-century vision in which local govern-
ment saw both Haitians and Dominican border residents as outsiders and
constantly feared their possible collusion. The nation was secn as a bounded
territory defined by the borderline, a spatial marker to be visibly displayed.
indecd, a new offense in the [890s is that of abusing or tampering with the
Dominican flag.43
The overwhelming concern of the Heurcaux administration was with both
Haitian and Dominican “pavolutionaries,” regarded as anyone who was an
“enemy of the Government” crossing the border and having access (0 fire-
arms. Border and municipal authoritics struggled to maintain a monopely of
force, largely to no avail. Indeed, the state’s great difficulty in establishing its
authority can be scen in the numerous complaints by local authorities that
tocal “subversives” were mocking (burlando) state representatives. 4
Although the problem of safeguarding the frontier remained a preoccupa-
tion of the state from the Heureaux administration to the U.S. occupation, its
meaning changed. During the earlier period, the concern is military and
territorial; and the Others are the dangerous frontier residents, both Haitian
and Dominican, who are constantly seen (o be colluding against state power.
The primary axis of difference is official versus popular. Indecd, many of the
carly-twentieth-century frontier Dominican caudillos did have followers of
Haitian nationality, such as Desiderio Arias, whose sidekick, Rosilien, an
infarmous Haitian bandit, is still an important icon in the collective memory of
northern border residents.#5 The idea of the frontier as a dangerous spacc
continued under the U.S. military government but with a new meaning.
Gradually, the insider versus outsider system of classification was elabo-
rated from an encompassing notion of nationhood to one based upon an
intricate series of differentiations. National Othemness was expanded and fur-
ther refined to exclude all those with “repugnant” or contagious discascs,
physical defects, and indigents, as well as women travelling alone.%® A new

2 Ministerio de lo Interior y Policia, 18 Jul 1903, No. 154, Gobernador de Azua, AGN,

43 Gobernacion de Barahona 6 (1896~1903), 24 Mar 1896, No. 1117,

55 fhid., 20 Oct 1902 and 28 Qct 1902, AGN.

43 See Nancie L. Gonzilez, “Desiderio Arias: Caudillo, Bandit and Culture Hero,” Journal of
American Folklore, 85:335 (January-March 1972), 42--50.

a6 The full text of Article 10 of Immigration Law No. 95 excluded she following: "a) Persons
with repulsive, dangefous or contagious discases, or epileptics; b) Persons with physical or
mental defects or with diseases that scriously affect their ability to make a living; ¢) Persons
predisposed to become depeadent upon public welfare, indigents, begpars, peddlers, or those
with other deteiments; d) women who travel alone and who cannot prove (o the satisfaction of the
civil servarit in chasge that they can comply with this law, that have a good reputation jque gozin
de buena reputacian]™ (Inspeccidn de Inmigeacion de Monte Cristy, Pag. I, Leg. 5~8, 22 Feb.

]
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symbolic equation linked the mentally ill, the diseased, and single women,
uniting them as socially marginal and therefore a danger to public order and
morality. This new formulation of social lowness implicitly included Haitians,
a link elaborated under Trujillo, as the anti-Haitian discourse which became
official in the 1940s associated Haitians with all forms of bodily pollution,
especially disease and contagion.*” This legislation especially affected two of
the most active and well-financed groups: Dominican women who worked as
prostitutes in Haiti, who were defined as illicit unless they could prove they
had an “honest reputation,” and Haitian market wormnen, who furnished the
majority of all produce and imported manufactured goods to Dominican pro-
vincial markets. At times these connections were rendered explicit, when the
Sanitation Official of Montc Cristi registered complaints about the high inci-
dence of beggars in the northern Dominican border towns and the presence of
“illegal” Haitian immigrants walking the streets and endangering public
health and welfare through their contamination with “contagious diseases.”
These immigrants were seen as making a “sad spectacle” which “prejudice{d]
the good customs and concept of culture of our society.”™® The nation is
transformed here in meaning through the redefinition of its boundaries, as the
civilized center narrows to include, apparently, little more than healthy, em-
ployed Dominican men.

The first years of U.S. military rule saw considerable conflict between local
social and racial taxonomies and those the state sought to impose. This ten-
sion is apparent in efforts to collect more cfficiently a series of new taxes
imposed on local residents. One inspector reported in 1920 that he had ex-
plained the “morality” of paying taxes, that this was a feature of all the
“organized” peoples of the world, and that the new laws prohibiting gambling
and vagrancy must be followed.*¥ This comment, however, also reveals the
prestige local elites now attributed to the trappings of modernity, as state
allegiance became synonymous with high culture and spontaneous forms of
popular recreation came to be seen as illicit.

The bulk of this report, however, is concerned with how to define the
population of the central border province of Restauracién, as the majority of
the population there was composed of people of Haitian origin. The official

1941, Correspondencias Recibidas, AGN). This law was based on an earlier, similar version
which also excluded “anarchists and those who profess docirines that could be considered danger-
ous,” “idiats and crazy people,” and minors unaccompanicd by their pareats (Ley #739, Interior
y Policia, 14 June 1937, “Cronoldgice,” AGN),

47 T analyze official anti-Haitianism in detail in mity essay, “Histortes of Power.” My analysis of
the eultural categories of “lowness™ and pollution metaphors draws heavily upon Mary Douglas,
Purity and Danger: An Analysis of the Concepts of Pollution and Tabos (1966; Londan: ARC
Paperbacks, 1988); Peter Statlybrass and Alton White, The Politics and Poetics of Transgression
{ithaca: Corneli University Press, 1986); and Mikhai) Bakhtin, Rabelais and his World, Hélene
Iswolsky, trans. (1965; Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1984),

** Gobemacién de Monte Cristi 21 (1919-1921), 8 Oct. 1920, No. 1313, AGN.

9 Ibid., 21 Aug 1920, No. [28], AGN .
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states that while they were considered Dominican c.itizcns I_m_der thf: constitu-
tion because they had been bom on Dominican soil, ng:mcnns in the arc;e(x]
considered the residents of Restauracidn Haitiarfs, as did th.c?r thcmsclvcs.h
This issue is left unresolved in the report but indxcatcs_ a colhss‘o'n bglwcc? :! 2
sharply delimited national-territorial system o.f social class:ﬂcauc;nbo ' 13
Americans on the one hand and the cultural notion of race cmp}oyc y a;c'
residents on the other. This may also Endi?atc that the consciousness of a
population of outsiders in the border population began as a result of American
' ssify that population. o
CHOD?IS;E:JC;C:;C ygars o_fI'J tgc U.S. occupation, a barrage of m:\j.' lchsia:;zz
sceking to regulate daily life apparently took a h.cavy toll on a rl?spu :;awg
traditionally accustomed to a maximum degree of mdq_:cndcncc. ese ; ‘f
also redefined the public and private spheres and cstablished new con{cicp (; ?
time and space. During the U.S. occupation, cockﬁgh@ were co]n ine (i
Sundays and holidays, the use of “witcheraft ce hoodoocism, ors lot her ;mpt:rd
stitious or deceit{ul methods” in popular medicine vr'crc b'annc:,d,- and ‘farcc:d
labor on public works was instituted. Most of this legislation was pftszc
within Trujillo’s first few years in office. In the 1?305 mandatory friim :y
education was instituted; vagrancy and mandatory cedula,’ or personal | cTn hx
fication, laws were passed; and taxes were imposedlon ann_‘nal skaught.cr‘l ]c
state began carefully to scrutinize and cogtroi“somal c.ievsancc, par{t;c,? z:n)i
regarding those who may have been spreading “subversive propaganda” ¢
rujillo regime.52 '
Lra;mynt?n’::grznt} aspectg of the impact of the U.S. occupzftion was Fhat it ma'dci
border inhabitants see themselves in 4 new way. Modcm_:ty meant in E:?rgc pgn;}
“locking modern’’; it was a theatre in which representatives of authority, s&::
as police, should be identified visually, by tr'xc:r appearance, 10 E'ongedr mc:; iﬁ
by their reputation in the community. Police uniforms were :m}ro ch
1920.53 The containment of the physically and mentaily das_cascd also became
an issue of official concern, as roundups took piage' lo' withdraw the msa;c
from the strects and have them placed in their families care, away‘ frorrl? t:
pubiic gaze. Modernity meant building roads,. schools, prisons, post oct :;c.;
and other edifices embodying progress, even if they were p'oorly atien :1: tc;
held littie utility to a border population which largely continued to EraE e fl
foot and which sent its children to the fields rather [haf‘l 1o schzt.)ﬂ“eacl:t
morning. However, effective enforcement of these new routines was dillicult,

50 fhid. ‘
i Ider, fmpact, 46).
%1 is is from one article of the 1920 Ley dc‘Samdnd (Caider, ! ct, )
2 .erh;a::?ﬁ:: Dominicana en Cabo Haitizno, Hailf, Correspondencia recibida, 1935-6, Leg. 2,
1936, AGN. . )
? I-"L;niiohcmacién de Monte Cristi 2§ {1919-1921), 5 Mar 1920, Np. M4?.I,IAGN. 'l;l;fkdﬁc;t
ment mentions police uniforms as it refers (o the need to do away with a gallera, of g

arena, in Gurabo (later renamed Restauracion).
\



506 LAUREN DERBY

if not impossible. Distances and transport difficulties precluded most border
inhabitants from attending the new schools and clinics.

Complaints of corruption proliferated, particularly in the early years of the
occupation; and there is ample evidence that attempts to instill a novel public
identity among newly appointed government officials achicved little more
than the age-old maxim of obedezco pero no cumple (or, I obey but T do not
comply). For cxample, individuals appointed in Dajabén to police cackfights
were often merely paid off by the owners of cockfight stadiums, allowing the
contests to continue for days, when under the new law, they were only per-
mitted to occur on Sundays and holidays.5 But the transformation of public
space from one inclusive’of popular festivity, social marginality, and bodily
filth to one defined by an exclusive bourgeois morality did elevate the self-
esteem of border Dominicans to some degree, particularly for the {tedging
middle classes. As Monte Cristefio said, the border was “refined” during this
period and given “worth.”

As the body politic was remapped, all forms of social Jowness became a
matter of official concern. For example, there is a striking homology in
official discourse between the controf of Haitians and that of farm animals in
the border provinces, Legal efforts to monitor the movement of animalsss and
improve their “race” or breeding were justificd on the grounds of avoiding
theft.5¢ However, there was no parailel increase in disputes over livestock,
nor in crime or robbery. The rapid increase in the level of crime in the 1930s

was primarily due to the contravention of social control legisiation instituted
during this period and the resistance of the majority to comply with it (the rise
is in cédula, or identity card, violations).5” There was no corresponding
population increase or rapid expansion in economic activity that could explain
this new trend. But the striking parallel between the new concemn for clarify-
ing and regulating spatial boundaries and controlling the circulation of ani-
mals and the socially marginal between rural sections and communes demon-
stratcs a new concern for putting all categories of “social dirt” in their place
and for the redefinition of a social order now based on the containment of, and
separation of purity from, impurity. The modernization of the country implied
the sanitation of the public sphere and the elaboration of a wealth of new
taboos concerning the placement and displacement of bodily and social filth.

Given this new effort at cleansing the nation and regulating the orifices of

* Gobemacion de Moate Cristi 21 (1919-1921), 10 Mar 1920, No. 1441, AGN.

5 Usually pigs and chickens, the “bank accounts™ of the peasantry; cattle were primarily the
property of the upper strata.

% “La ley y el reglo sobre certificaciones pasa el traskado de animales, de cueros y de cames de
fos mismos.™ applying only to those animals being sold or killed, took effect 28 Oct 1936
{Ministerio de lo Interior y Policia 1937, Cromologia, 20 Jan 1937, AGN),

7 Crime records do not exist for all border provinces for every year. This statement is based on
a survey of all extant records from the border provinces of Barahona (1896~1925), Dajabia
(193337, 1940} and Monte Cristi (1906, 1936, 1938-39}, Sce, for example, Alcaldia de
Dajabin, exp. penales, lep. 46-49, §1-52, AGN.
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the body politic, it is not surprising that resistancr? to {hg new order mvoirci
the defilement of the new symbols of state authority. This may have resu tc?
from the border residents’ popular rejection of the new official symbolic chain
which redefined the poor (themselves) as social filth. Apparently the 1‘933!!:1“/
requiring mandatory school attendan_cc incurred the wmfh of many fami 1;:;
perhaps because it disrupted the agrscu!tur:}l cycit%, pamc'ular[y amo‘ngg? -1
families who depended on family labor during Qc‘r;o‘ds of intense agricu uir[a
activity, such as the harvest. However, the families annoyance may equa 3;
have been due to the imposition of school fees and uniforms, .as the flow o]
cash was tight in the border economy. Nc‘:v.crthelcss, the particular cr.:lt{n;m
forms of protest are significant. Four Dominicans wcrc‘arrcstcd bccau;c.:ldl-cy
sent their children to school in the nude with a note saying that these children
would be sent “to grade school if the principal would take t%icm as they are—
naked.”s8 The same year, a Dominican woman was convinced o.f throw;rg
fecal matter at the Telegraph and Post Office,>? allhough”the abject of her
grievance is not made clear in her testimony. Here, the z‘srtenes of state pol\i{cr,
the sites embodying the new concept of public zfuthority——thc c‘ican, white-
washed school and post office—are defaced using the symbolic tooI's now
made available by the state. The discourse of disgust was‘thrown back u;;fm
the icons which embodied the new moral topograph-y of high and low, p(} ite
and vulgar, hygicne and defilement; as popular resistance dcployed“thtf: :12;
guage of bodily disorder to redefine the state as the prime agent of pallu mnl.
Of course, not all protest took such poetic forms; but women tended to p’ ay
an inordinate role in resisting novel legislation. For example, as la}c as 1.9'41(i
the state was still having trouble inducing women to ta.kc out'ccdulas, an
local authorities continued to seek a way to enforce this rcqmremcr;t. One
might imagine that the women resisted bccm‘:se they were confined to domes-
tic activities, but at least in the border, this was not the case among poor
women. Indeed, the marketplace, the center of soctalﬁand c.conom:c activity in
the frontier, was the province of women, a space in wh;ch. m.arkc{ women
gathered to sell their wares and others came tp g?sssp and socialize. i{ndccd. a
jarge portion of crime in the 1930s irﬁ: Dajabf)n was the l’CS;lil o \;zlon:;ri
causing a “public scandal,” \_vhich while .amblguousi'y dcﬁnc . usp:afy :
tailed a scuffle between two women including matual insults, a public fracas,
i ion of the public peace, . -
am’jﬂ?:\r\lfixc)lti!;:ging Sinitatign Law instituted by the Amcric‘ans dun{ng their
occupation became a focal point of popular resentment, particularly for mar.-

58 Alcaldfa de Dajabon 45, Exp. | (January—March 1933), 19 Jan EQJ%. f}\%r;
59 Alcaldia de Dajabdn 46, Exp. 3 (June--October 1933), .29 $cp1. 193 ., 4 .“ oracs and
o See “The City: The Sewer, the Gaze and the Contaminating Touch” in S!a ybrass a i
White, Politics and Poctics. The connection 1 am making T}crc bc(lwc.cn lhc‘.;tgtc prgjc_;‘:;([:oc;:\cr:::;;
; isible is also made by Nicholas Thomas in his '_Samm‘lmn an .c'cm : The Cr
2?(35:;?;;\::: incE::rly Colonial Fiji,” Comparative Studies in Saciety and History, 32:1 { January

19903, 149-70.
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ket women, who made in their homes the bread, sweets, and other products
they sold at market. Although the Jaw entailed a new partitioning of private
space and attempted to segregate and sanitize {ood preparation, few peasant
hfxd proper waste disposal systems. The market women compiz;ined tiat ‘ﬂ' S
c:al§ were calling upon them to make an “impossible sacrifice,” in eﬁf:: :
forcing them to dispense with their principal means of Eiveiihood’ since thc;’
lack.ed' the resources to comply with the new legislation. 6! Statiybrass ang
White's ana%ysis of the early European Ffair resonates with the transformatio
of the frontier marketplace during the 1920s. As the European bour e:ols.'n
sought to partition the economic sphere of activity of the public fair frfim '!Le
Ecsfwe and playful aspects, the fair became charged as a dangerous space clE .
io its moral licence and the conceptual confusion caused by its mﬁxtui’c L:;
work and pleasure, trade and play.”%2 The Americans, too, apparently found
that the marketplace and its hybridization of the catcgoric’s of businz';s and
play, c_lcan and dirty, Haitian and Dominican, rich and poor, was a s Lace f
confusion demanding partition, sanitation and enclosure. o pree

ETHNICITY AND LABOR REGIMES IN THE BORDERLANDS

Some writers have portrayed the Haitian border population as arriving in the
‘E920‘s ‘and 1930s as recent, illegal squatters on Dominican land. This positio

m?phc:.ily justifies Trujilio’s violent solution to the “prcblcr.n" of pHaitiaz
‘rmgraemn.f’-‘ The “Haitian™ population living in the Dominican border prov-
inces, however, was already an old and well-established group in the E§30

}vcH integrated into the Dominican frontier economy and society. The ma'oi’
ity were sccond-generation residents "of the Dominican borlder Fanj}il ”
genca!gglcs indicate that this population dated from approximatel .1885 )
wards in the north and from the 1850s in the central border.6? ’ .

& Gobernacién de Monty Cristi 21 (1919
~21), No. 1126, 12 Feb. 1920, AGN. Th
) 0 ) I . . , . There
g:}c;“c::ct‘oncgggll;&rglglidtlf(l)i;cw system :éniplﬂntcd in the country is absolutely foreign o it's ‘;t(l)ll;:l
cr s syncracies and faws.” There were also prot i
madernity, which lo some were synon i i R efonding the pais oot
c : 5 ymous with the United States, Defendi ]
keeping out roads and prisons, which w e
b out s sons, cre seen as unnecessarily costly, “r jve,"
immorality” and like other aspects of the occupati d T o oo and. ity
spects upation must be challenged “for "
{por decoro y por deber) (Gobemacion de Ba 2 A 5 125 Miny 18
s Faaart 1. 138, Ay arahona 24 (1924-25), February 5, 1925; May 19,
:: Sta!!yhms‘s and White, Transgression, 30.
duri-ﬁg};]fzco;mcrls_ argue 1hbnt !i{ljc Haitian caco guerillz war against the United States Marines
upation, combined with the upheaval caused by the impositi :
‘ ; s position of the ¢
Zz:fel;fozl;?r} nsy;:cn; ;gg pcgsamp kmid dispossessions created a new migrant stream to :hcogjri.in(;r
c 5. See Paul R. LaTortue, “La migracién haitia i :
¢ n : , na a Sante Dol .
‘[:I';wud'ms S(:;mh-s: _18.5‘) (January-March 1985), 45; and Suzy Castor, La ac‘cupacié:? I’:log:‘;;
rzngrlr_m c:Hr_urf ¥ sus consequencias 1915-1934 (Mexico City: Siglo XX, 1971 )
e I:rcp(;)mt is l_nTpurtam pccnusc, t.ay the Dominican constitution, all those l;um ur; Domini-
n‘nkling ;[ Nqir;?ltmc.anl:;f ti;:s piupuli;tlmn was prismarily migraats, then they were Haitians, thus
2 a5 o justify the slauphter, However, our findings indicate le
ng o] s : ate that the
Dominicans, even if culturally defined as Haitian, since they were of Haitim{ :r(;‘::n[cg’;’i:l:
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Most likely the origins of Haitian emigration to the Dominican border in the
nincteenth century lay in the disparity of tand tenure in Haiti and the Dominican
Republic.6? Rural Haiti, a dense matrix of small farms producing food crops for
local markets, contrasted sharply with the essentially nonmarket nature of the
Dominican border economy. Although it was diversifying to include agricul-
ture in the rich central San Juan valley by the late nincteenth century, rural
Dominican Republic was still predominantly an open, underpopulated ranch-
ing economy based on casy access to state lands. Due to land redistribution
through agrarian reform and to the post-independence Haitian governments's
practice of land gifts in exchange for political support, Haitian state lands had
been gradually dispersed during the ninetcenth century. Furthermore, towards
the end of that century, Haitian leaders attermpted to foment smallholder
agriculture on the assumption that land ownership strengthencd patriotism. The
tendency towards minifundismo was compounded by the inheritance pattern of
the Napoleonic Code, in which heirs were allotted equal portions of property in
1and.56 Haiti was also much more densely populated than the Dominican
Republic in the nineteenth century, with eight times more people per square
kilometer than its eastern neighbor and half the land mass in 1822.97

In contrast, much of the terrain in the northern Dominican borderlands as
late as the 1930s was state land originally derived from royal land grants; and
until the 1930s this terrain remained a zora de crianza, or ranching priority
zone.6® The designation of a ranching priority proved a disincentive for agri-
culture because farmers were responsible for fencing, which was costly for
smaltholders. The central and southern regions werc for the most part terrenas
comuneros, which were undivided land tracts owned by groups of individu-
als. The atlotment of these tracts was represented by shares or other units of
value (such as acciones or pesos). Common shares could also be purchased
for usufruct and wood gathering, as these rights werc kept distinct.®? The

the Haitian escapains, or survivors, of the 1937 massacre. In the North, these colonies lie
between Ouanaminthe and Cap-Haitien and include Dosmont, Terrier Rouge, and Grand Bassin.
“In southern Haiti, we interviewed in Port-au-Prince, Thiote, und Savane Zombi. Paliner repors
that the cemetery of Macasia has Haitian gravestones from the said-nincteenth century (Palmer,
“t and Use," 101).

65 1 am here diverging from the standard Dominican literature which gives primacy to the
“gverpopulation” of Haiti in explaining Haitian migration to the Dominican border pravinces {for
example, Joaquin Balaguer, La ista al revés: Haill y el destine Domiticano {Santo Domingo:
Libre Dominicana, 1987}). For more on Haitian land tenure, see Suzy Castor, “Algunas consid-
craciones sobre fa estructura agrasia de una saciedad postesclavista: ¢l caso de Saint Domingue,”
Avances de Investigacisn, 29 {Mexice: Centro de Estudios Latinoamericanos, 1978).

4 Palmer, “Land Use,” 71.

67 Box and de la Rive, “Sociedad fronteriza,” 52.

&8 Qur ilerviews indicate that much of the northern border lands were state lands, with a
higher proportion of ferrenos comineros (cominunal lands) in the central and southern regions
{from Loma d¢ Cabrera southward).

& The United States Government was confounded by the “peculiar” system of communal
Tands (sce the Report of the Commission of Inquiry to Santo Domingo {Washington: Government
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occy i
abangggt; i:;iht to the land was good as long as he did not leave it fallow or
avandon | |;cm0;1:cc ;’g:mrzzresthan tz.i year, Property of the ayuntamiento was
. Sometimes it was rented o i
ko : ‘ ‘ r even given away.
chu,b;z ;sumat;g ()[nc—fcmrlh to one-third of all territory in the Domiric’i:
as public fand.” Not only the existe |
: stence of state lands but al
separation of property forms made fo ] or e mont
raran iti 3
o o ge of opportunities for the peas-
A . - .
;aggoi:h?:::gh official Dominican discourse claims that the Haitian border popu
re squatters, many Haitians actually di i .
, y did hold legal title t i
property. 7t However, given the acces ; e
) css to land, low dem i i
the predominant practice ’ e Republic. mon
of state land use in the Domini i
residents— Haitian or Dominic: i o e but s docs net
ican—did not hold legal title, b i
scemn to have been a problem. O fest  anching fanitios
. Only the wealthiest cattl i i
seon e-ranching families,
e ::)s tziz)c;} Clam;sc'os and the Corderos of Dajabdn, who cach hc?d herds of
102 for]:;?c gznt il:c c§93?s, bothered to purchase rights (derechos or
oe: state lands they utilized. And cven these famili l
public common grazing lands for i . the most aluen
lic ¢ S pasture. The Diaz family, t
family in Santiago de C i . 10500, bouaht
ruz (on the outskirts of Dajabdn)
shares for 2,300 acres of S een ot the contry, s
, ! state land around the tn f i
enabled them to enclose . westthy Maitian
se communal lands. In the south iti
ranchers grazed their catile ac i e i
. ross the borderline on Domini i
Dominican ranchers frc e of the bardor 1
s frequently kept herd itian si
o e tion y kept herds on the Hattian side of the border to
Whl;lcci}no;;s' f}f Haitian—-lDominican difference were related to the way in
which ;1133;15‘ were 1ns‘ert‘ed in the regional border economies, which
ghly divide into two distinct ecological and economic zones Th’c north

en la Repiblica .
ot Sc—{;uéi?i:l;:":lﬂl)i:rgnlcc:?nn, Eme Eme: Estudios Dominicanos, 9:51 (November—Decemb
1973) '21_.24‘ tin F'- kzmsnc:!'. Rural .Ea'i'lf() Domingo (Philadelphia: Temple Universit ;1 o
Sucionolsics] (’j(, , l‘dl’; Moya Pc_:r}s, The Land Question in Haiti and Santo Dcn'niny .F%S'S-
Sociane m,(;[.‘ nchl of the Transition from Slavery to Free Labor, 1801-1843." 1 50. 1‘:
Siavery and ‘mr;-; alior: The .S'pa:fr’sthpmking Caribbean in the Ninereentlt Cc:’mrlr'!:f h‘,‘; ween
St [,-l'rfnc]: i:::][)' C(_i(:,éB\;:rlumorc: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1985) 181- 'ZMMEC!
anish paraliels, s avid E. Vassberg, L dety | y i ombridac:
C;;;,:bndgﬁ Univereis Prass. 198 crg, Land and Saciety in Golden Age Castile (Cambridge:
% H. Hoctink, The Dominican P
. . cople 1850~ : istori 7
:m:?ms: S ;-{.opkim-, e pres_:: o8 ?:S) ' 4{9(}{). Nuates for a Historical Sociology (Bal-
Ayﬁﬂﬁ:;fétt[:ﬂi.é:z;glg R’r;%tstwddc Actos Judiciales “B™ 1929 (1929-1949), Archives of the
: . B . These documents record nu ; y ]
ot i ) es 5 d numerous legal property trans i
(ot :::;;c[g(;g: l{:l !iéc Pomu}:can ‘R'cpu?ﬂac and in Haiti). [nlercslit?gi; WZ fo'llir:‘:d&iﬁ:ioc}[i?l;mns
e :i;;: D):Jmful.m'ns in Haul} trying 1o reclaim kind to which they held title but lost =w; o
rced 1o fec the | inican Republic during the 1937 Haitian massacre, From the scant inf "
o pr1ct£cc [‘wan“ Ftll)lcm]'s that the ferrenos comuneros form of ownership was a unic‘mcly D: i
; . icularly as, over time, shares were fre : h tion
con t : , shages quently sold out of the fami
“y)“ rfr;;)i;::)::;ll{l:?;ltiilnd tenancy, the fakon, was family based and was praciﬁl?cttz;:ggn?ii‘i‘cwn
suil, 2 e mountainous f i id n
these e v lonare, sysrom. central fronticr. We have no evidence of ethaic mixing in

12 ) .
Interview, Pedernates. Dominican Republic; Palmer, “Land Use,” 103
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ern region surrounding Dajabén, comprised largely of semiarid savanna, had
sufficicnt undergrowth for cattle ranching because underpopulation permitted
cxtensive grazing over very wide distances. A distinct zonc straddled the
Cordillera Central, the central mountain chain that remains virtually impass-
able today. Extremely isolated, the small settlements surrounding Res-
tauracién were closely linked to Haiti. The tiny agricultural hamlets tucked
away in the mountainous slopes of this central zone were capable of cultivat-
ing a wide range of produce; and the lush, elevated terrain was perfect for
coffee.

By the 1930s, 2 complex division of labor had developed in the morc
populous cattle-ranching arcas of the Dominican frontier. In the regions clos-
est to the town of Dajabén, an underclass had developed of Dominicans and
Haitians who were sharecroppers for the larger cattle ranchers. Some of the
Dominican middle peasants hired Haitians for day tabor, paying a fixed wage
for a specific job, such as building a fence or clearing a harvest. Most of the
Haitians employed in this form of day work appear to have been more recent
Haitian migrants. In the southern region surrounding Pedernales, an ethnic
division of labor developed in the ranching areas, in which large ranchers
employed Dominicans as foremen (mayorales) to raise cattle, sheep, or nogs
in exchange for a percentagt of the herd's share. These maycrales then em-
ployed Haitians t0 help as sharecroppers with the bean, corn, and cofice
harvests. This ethnic division of labor was so entrenched that after the massa-
cre, some of these middle ranchers abandoned the border and sought urban
wage labor, unable to imagine cultivating crops without Haitian help.

But in most areas of the northern frontier savanna, a clearly segmented
jabor market based on an ethnic specialization of occupations did not devel-
op.” Poverty in the northern border militated against & division of labor
drawn rigidly along ethnic lines. Dominicans also hired out as sharccroppers
or engaged in day labor when cash was needed, for example, to purchasc
wood for fencing. A variety of sharecropping forms were utitized, usually
divided in portions of one-half or one-third of the harvest (called a medias or a
rerceras). A common form was to lend land out for onc or two years, then
have it returned either at harvest time or when the grass had regrown, when @
new plot was allotted to the sharccropper. This form may have been a uscful
means of clearing virgin land, abundant in this area, {0 create land for new
pastures.’ The predominance of sharecropping in the more populous zoncs
may underscore the nonmonetized character of Dominican agriculture. Fur-
ther evidence of course 18 the practice of ferrenos comuneros by which land
was not subdivided, and plot boundaries were often vague and itl-defined.”

73 Unlike Tambiah's model of ethnic incorporation on the basis of libor market scpmentation,

sge Tambiah, “Ethaic Caonflict,” 345.
74 1 am grateful to Richard Turits for this idea.
7% See Frank Moya Pons, “Haiti and Santo Domingo: 1790—c. 1870, in The Canthridge
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another ethaic group or raza (in the Spanish sense of nation or people) resid-
ing in the Dominican Republic.

Along either one of these axes, border Dominicans did not hold an univocal

set of negative stereotypes related to Haiti and Haitians. Most of the Domini-
can border residents visited Haiti frequently. Before the “Dominican-
ization”?? of the frontier zones of the 1940s, these border residents perceived
the Haitian border towns as more opulent than the corresponding Dominican
sister towns. In the collective memory of the border people, the Haitian elite
was more refined and lived in higher style and in more elegant houses than
Dominicans, particularly in Port-au-Prince and Cap-Haitian, the largest Hai-
tian cities frequently visited by Dominicans. The Haitian border towns were
considered more active in economic terms, with larger markets and more
imported goods.’® To a population of sharecroppers who for the most part
built their own rural homesteads (bohios) using hay and cane shards for
roofing, the French colonial architecture of the Haitian towns, with the large
churches and the predominance of tin roofs topping Haitian peasant huts, was
impressive, reminisent of a forgotten colonial history of grandeur. In contrast,
the Dominican border towns had no municipal offices or churches until the
1920s and 1930s. Pcople say Dajabén had only one good house (casa buena),
a store. The simple church had a cane roof and a mud floor. Many Haitian
residents of Dajabén sent their children to the Jesuit L'Fcole des Frires
primary school run by French priests in neighboring Ouanaminthe each day,
while the Dominican schools were much simpler affairs, understaffed and
organized only through thé fourth grade. These minute status differentials
combined to form an idea of Haitian distinction, an image of Haiti as somc-
how being above the Dominican Republic.

The logic of fictive kinship ties, or compadrazgo, in the Dominican fron-
tier, however, indicates a hierarchical ethnic structure unseen in land tenure
patterns. As in much of Latin America, the system of godparentage was dual.
Families gave their children two sets of compadres, those of first waters
(primeras aguas) and those of Church baptism. The function of the second set
was primarily political and economic; these compadres are seen quite patently
as an economic and political resource, providing a link to figures of authority

® After the massacre, Trujillo catled for the “Dominicanization™ of the frontier which entailed
building schools, churches, colonies and military posts along the border as well as white immi-
gration to finalize the process of defining the border (which began with the 1936 border treaty and
the 1937 Haitian massacre). On the policy of “Dominicanization,” see Roorda, “Genocide;” and
Vega, Tryjillo y Haiti. Peia Battle was responsible for revaluing the frontier from a territarial
issue to one of the organic unity of the nation (see Raymundo Gonzilez, “Pefia Baule™),

0 Even today Haitians are perceived to “monopolize” in the Dominican Republic the highly
valued black market product of imported French perfumes, which hold far higher status than the
cheap American colognes readity available lepally, Working-class Dominican men., particularly
those of the barrios surrounding Santo Domingo, will pay Haitian market women exorbitant
prices to secure the perfumes for themselves and their girlfriends.
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In the cattle-ranching arcas of the border, however, the practice of keeping
muitiple spouses was cominon and relatively open. The Dominican husband
had a primary Dominican wife, along with one or more Haitian co-wives,
who maintained their own homestead near a plot of land which they farmed

_for their husband.® Only the more afffuent middle ranchers kept their co-

wives spatially separate, with their first wife presiding over the town house-
hold and the others living in the ficlds; and a modicum of discretion was
maintained about these relationships. In morc rural zones, the Dominican and
Haitian wives lived in close proximity; and the husband rotated among them
on an orgasiizcd schedule. In a few cases a single household unit was formed,
and the Dominican and Haitian wives cooked and cared for the children
together. This multiple household strategy bears a strong resemblance to the
Haitian plasaj, an informal conjugal union.®
This household form may well have developed as a social and economic
strategy to accommodate the exigencies of ranching. As ranchers spent the
entire week away from their primary households, their Haitian co-wife or
wives cooked for them and provided emotional support while they were in the
ficld, farming the ranchers’ plots while they tended the cattle. However, this
practice existed not only among ranchers but also among urban households, as
well as peasant cultivators, in the Dominican border.B6 Due to the lack of
ecclesiastical and municipai services in these areas until the 1930s, there was
no stigma attached to comman-law marriage, which formed the majority of
conjugal unions. In most €ascs, however, only the Dominican wife is defined
as a wife, thus the Haitian co-wives are accorded a secondary status. This
conjugal form, primarily Dominican men with Haitian women, indicates pow-
er inequality between the two cthnic groups and, indeed, was perceived as

B+ A crucial issue is what share of the harvest Haitian co-wives were allotted, but this will have

to await further rescarch.

as See Ira P. Lowenthal, 4 abor, Scxuafity and the Conjugal Contract in Rural Haiti," in
Haiti—Today and Tomorrow: An Interdisciplinary Study. Charles R. Foster and Albert Valdman,
eds. (New York: University Press of America, 1984), 15-33; and George Eaton Simpson,
“Saxual and Familial Institutions in Northern Haiti,"” American Anthrapologist (New setics), 44:4
(October~December 1942}, Purt L: 655-74. '

# A crucial issue is whether these Haitian—Dominicaa houscholds inherited on the basis of
Dominican or Haitian patterns, a5 Haitian families apportioned inherited land on an individual
asts among all siblings (thus women owned their own property); while

basis, on an equal b
Dominicans appear (o have given priority to the first san, or sons (if the wife of the patriarch was
deceased), and family land was inherited s an undivided unit of communal property. The issue of

whether or not Haitian co-wives inherited the land they worked is alse one which we hope 10
clarify in future field work. The patiera of inheritance is critical to Goody's distiaction between
co-wives and concubines. 1 am using the lern “co-wife" becausc my undetstanding is that co-
wives did inherit, as in Haitian plasaj. This would distinguish the bordes conjugal system from
that of concubinage, the form practiced in wider Domtinican society. See Jack Goody, Production

and Repraduction: A Comparative Study of the Domestic Domains (Londan: Cambridge Studics

in Social Anthropology, 1976).
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such because multiple wives and many children were important markers of
distinction within the community,87

HAITIANS, MAGIC, AND MONEY

A close examination of the many ways in which Haitians were inserted into
the various Dominican border economies®s demonstrates that the Haitians
held far from a marginal economic status, They constituted the very center of
economic life in these communities. In many ways, Haitians seemed 10 have

represented value itself. Ina predominantly barter economy, they were associ-

ated both with the production of valuc and the circulation of money, as Haitian _
currency was the primary unit of exchange in the border provinces until

19478 This corresponds with the two
Haitians in the Dominican border economy,

tends the connco (garden plot). Not coincidentally,

reproduction. The idea of Haitians as signifying value may have been rein-
forced as well in the difference between the cconomic roles assigned to
women and men in Haitian and Dominican border society. Haitian women
were perceived as controlling the houschold economy; while in Dominican
society, the patriarch, as houschold head, controlled the distribution of do-
mestic resources. In the ideal Dominican household, the wife maintained the
private sphere and withdrew from cultivation or employment. This notion
contrasted sharply with the centrality of the Haitian female in economic
terms. She produced an independent income, controlled the family earnings,
and passed on wealth independently of her husband through inheritance,
The symbolic link between Haitians and wealth—both in money and
commoditics—also articulates with the fact that Haitians praduced most of
the agriculture circulating in the Dominican border provinces, forming the
basis of the local economy, because they were the majority. Dominicans were
associated with pastoralism, the product of which was primarily exported. A
87 We heard of o few examples of Haitinn men matrying Dominican women, although there
were many Dominican prostitutes in Haitian bordertowns. There also were Haitian-Dominican

marriages, primarily of small cultivators and coffee producers, which were monogamic. One such
couple we interviewed fled to Haiti during the Haitian massacre.

“% This section derives primarily from interviews we conducted during a series of visits to the
Dominican border in 1988, including Monte Cristi, Dajab6n, Santiage de la Cruz, Loma de
Cabrerz, Restauracidn, Pedro Sanmtana, Pedemales, Duvergé, Neiba, and Barahona {we also
interviewed in Haiti but that material is treated elsewhere). All the interviewees chosen were
mature at the time of the massacee in an effort 10 cupture images of Haitians formed during the
pre-massacre petiod. § have not cited specific interviews (except in a few cases in which the
storics were specific to particular oral informants) bath 1o protect the identity of informants and
because the images reported here derive from stories that all elderly border residents repeat and
that form a part of the collective imagination of the Dominican frontier,

% Haitian currency and the U.S. dollar were used until the Dominican Republic established its
first national currency in 1947, although there was a brief bt failed attempt {0 do so under the
Hewreaux regime, However, Haitian currency was more common in the border provinces,
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possessed, chew a glass bottle; then proceed to walk through a series of .
flames, remaining unbumnt; and finally, suck the blood of a wild goat until -
there was not a drop left in its body. Haitian control of vodoun enabled therm to
access a range of mystical forces and superhuman powers, thus rendering
them powerful and at times even dangerous.

The magical force to which Haitians had privileged access in the Domini-

can collective imagination was hidden and held, in this way, a specifically
female valence. Haitians were seen as “dark, secretive, and opaque,” alluring
but potentially threatening.%2 This hidden interiority, their sccret access to the
sacred, gave them a mystical resonance. Dominicans did have their own
religious cosmotogy and did follow their own set of patron saints, but there
were perceived limits to Dominican powers of healing and transcendence. A
Dominican could be a curandero, a popular healer; but generally only a
Haitian could be a brijo, or witch. This distinction is very similar to that
made within Haitian vodoun between the Rada and Petwo deities: The Rada is
the pantheon of “insiders and family”; the Petwo are the spirits of “outsiders
and foreigners."* The gravest problems (usually romantic or financial) and
ilinesses were reserved in the border for the Haitian lwa.

Haitian magic was especially revered for its procreativity and protective
powers and its ability to generate new life. In the 1930, many Dominicans
went to Haiti to be baptized and followed the Haitian ritual calendar, taking
part in pigrimages to Haiti for the cult of Mariani.%* Many Dominicans
followed the Virgin of Carmen, defined as a specifically Haitian misterio
(spirit, Trom the Haitian Kreol term misré, which also connotes the mysterious
and secret), made promises to her, had their children baptized by her in Haiti,
and called upon her to guard their livestock and harvests. Haitian magic
provided them with protective bakas (a kind of diabolical spirit that can
transmogrify into animate beings) to help farm animals, to make the harvest

*? This equation of femaleness with invisibility derives from Evelyn Fox Keller, “Making
Gender Visible in the Pursuit of Nature's Sccrets,” in Feminist Studies/Critical Studies, Teresa de
Lauretis, ed. (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1986), 67-77, especially 69, See also
Robent Daraton, “Worker's Revolt: The Great Cat Massacre of the Rue Saint Séverin," in his The
Great Cat Massacre and Other Episodes in French Cultural Hisiory (New York: Vintage Books,

1985), 75-106 on the cat as a symbol evoking femininity and domesticity, as well as the hidden
dangers of sexuality, witcheraft, and the taboo.

¥ Karen McCarthy Brown, “Systematic Remembering, Systematic Forgetting: Ogou in Haiti,”
in Sandra T, Barnes, Africa’s Ogun: Old World and New {Bioomington: Indiana University Press,
1989), 67. Pages 66 10 70 have an excellent discussion of the difference between the Rada and
» Penwo spirits. George T. Simpson, however, who worked in nosthern Haiti, claimed that he found
no distinction between the Rada and Petwo classes of Haitian lwa. See his Religious Cults of the
Caribbean: Trinidad, Jamaica and Haiti (Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico: Institute of Caribbean Studics,
1980}, An outstanding source on Dominican voda is Martha Ellen Davis, La Otra Ciencia: el vodii
dominicano como religion y medicing populares {Santo Domingo: USAD, 1987).
“ The Cult of Mary is common in Latin America and is generally considered a Catholic rite.
However, in the Dominican border, it was called “Mariani,™ was defined as 3 Haitian religious
phenomena, and followers went on pilgrimages to Haiti to worship it.
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winning lottery ticket from her that started him on the road to riches

grow, Of 10 fructify a new plot. H

brerranean power associated with fertility
fear among Dominicans, partly

“ E amilial,” 668-9. B
e e Si}“PSONéO \?:Kl;i] :']:r‘; E-:::“I;,I 'nl:'(‘.uar(:r?B(Spunish) or mahte {Haitian Kr}:olt)li::
- N9tc R lgnll;;:?vumcn and men ase mounted in vodonusn, the m!(:fx 3]1.;“ o.n[y | ;?;;ﬁ.n i
Poold bo 5 Allhoggh ﬂ::}cts the female gendering of Haitians in thf: Dominican .trplng;s wc“.
COU}Q e motorios the anti-Haitian literature for their cxtraord:.n.ary prcx:rt:alu‘mly_;l “[Ek(;
e Tonaain nOlDﬁOUSg;ﬂLa isla af revés, in which he describes Haitians as mu tip ){:sgms ke
ver m;?:s{? (gzllii‘;{;: was implicated in the 1937 Haitian massacre), And the sexua
:fifi;;n women are a stock theme of Dominican lore: o Toll M Horse: Voadoo and Lie i
97 Zora Neale Hurston devotes a chapler 10 Arcahaie in hier My Horse o vchaaic
41 and Jarmaica (1938; New York: Harper and Row, 1990, .l39— 3. L is,supposm ic
Hflm_aﬂ ot us ;lﬂ(f the most dreaded spot in alt Haiti for vonéop work. Pposed
E)stc(lhls [h:aincc::sr:tc{;n;?thc Zombie trade™ {p. 177). For morc on the Zonbi phenomenon,
e the gr

o . . Vriwersity of
Davis, Passage of Darkness: The Ethnobiology of the Haitiar Zombie (Chapel Hill: Universily
avis, Pas: X
North Carolina Press, 1988).
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really transpired was that she had given him a baka).?® These stories reveal a
symbolic equation linking Haiti, magic, women, and money which produces

both 2 desire for their hidden gencrative potency and a fear of their unstable
identities.

Anyone who has been poor all his life and suddenly begins to accumulate i
money, for no apparent explanation, is believed to be actually a zonbi.?® The

sole means of obtaining sudden large amounts of cash is by selling oneself or

i;
|

H
i

one’s kin to the vende-gente. Indeed, the presence of so many Dominican '

zonbis floating around southern Haiti even once became the subject of a
legendary border accord between the governments of Frangois Duvalier of
Haiti and Antonio Guzmién, then Dominican president. According to an ac-

count in Restauracion, Duvalier called a border meeting so that he could -

return the Dominican zonbis in 1979. People from the entire border region

from Restauracién southward were ccstatic and eagerly awaited the return of .

their lost family members and loved oncs. They knew they would return
because a woman had been montado {possessed) and the seres, or spirits, told
her that her dead husband would be returning soon. President Guzmdn did
visit the border and something did transpire between him and Duvalicr, but
the living dead were not returned. And people in the border still talk about
what might have transpired in that infelicitous meeting. Certainly the spirits
did not deceive them-—it must have have been the presidents, 100

Another aspect of the value represented by Haitians was that of ille-
gitimacy. Many of the images evoked by Haitians in the border comumunity
include not only a notion of the invisibility of the value that Haitians em-
bodied but that it was produced from nothing. Haitian wealth, endowed with
limitless fertility, reproduced like magic. Through certain exchanges, Domin-
icans could siphon off aspects of these reproductive powers, It was common
to seek out Haitian midwives, for example. But the uncaptured, pure value
produced only by Haitians had a certain charge to it. Perhaps in the moral
cconomy of the border, the power of Haitians to make money implied the loss
of something Dominican; and the only thing that was really Dominican in the
border was their cattle. The accusation that Haitians were somehow behind a
constant, silent drain of Dominican cattle across the border is a rumor circu-
fated constantly in the border from the early part of this century until today,

9% This story is fully described in F. P. Ducoudray, “Los secretos del Vodi,” Ahorat, 854
. {7 April 1980}, 10. For more on the baka {bocd, in Spanish), see Davis, La Gtra Ciencia, 111-2.
# For more an simitar folk theories of capitalism, see Michael T, Taussig's classic The Devil
and Commodity Fetishism fn South America {Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press,
1980). Associations linking the ethnic and racial Other with some form of acfarious, extrapower-
ful or black magic appears to be common in plural societies. For example, Nancie L. Gonzdlez
reports that Hondurans believe that the economic success of Arab immigrants is due to pacts with
the devil. Sce her “The Christian Palestineans of Honduras: An Uncasy Accommodation,” in
Conflict, Migration and the Expression of Erthnicity, Nancie L. Gonzdlez and Carolyn §. McCom-
mon, eds. (Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 1989, 79,
™ Ducoudray, “Secretos del Vodi,” 10,
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and let it loose in your backyard, because that wil] cast an ev

il spell on your house and
your yard because those things arc of others’ sweat,”

Here the Haitian body, and its excretions, inscribed the very terrain in
which they lived, even their objects. Haitians seemingly possessed thingsina
way that Dominicans did not: The property of Haitians became not only theirs
but a part of themselves. Unlike that of Dominicans, the Haitian body was not
hermetically sealed. Haitjan bodily boundaries extended into the world, their
sweal suffusing their objects, their objects becoming their sweat. Haitian
value seeped into their produce, their livestock, and thus inte the marketplace.
This may be the logic expressed when Dominicans told us that “Haitians were
everywhere, that they had taken over.” As Knauft put it, “those whose food
you consume are those whose labor, land and essence co
being."194 Indeed, in the borderlands, if the food one prod
the Haitians were indeed everywl

on the Haitians’ procre

nstitute your own
uces is one's own,
iere; and Dominicans were both dependent
ative powers and their productive potential.

Evelina Sdnchez’s story about the house of a Haijtian market woman living
in Monte Cristi during the massacre evokes this same idea about the power of
the Haitian touch and the nature of Haitian value; its embeddedness; and its
silent, hidden quality. Called La Satdnica in
wooden frame house with a dirt floor Wi

guardia during the massacre,

This Haitian wag very interested in getting together enou
{you know that Haitians are very conservative with their money, very cconomical),
You sce this person that Jooks so poor, but they have their money hidden away. And so
this Haitian would £0 to the market and like that kept storing away cash, until she had a
nice amount stowed away, so the neighbors tell me. So when they went 1o get her the
day of the massacre, she took out her cache that she wanted to take with her, and then
the guardia said, “You're going to bring that money? You don’t have to bring anything,
give that to me.” And she says, “no, this is my sweat!” Byt she screamed alot because
this was her accumulated treasure, then she said “J want no one to five in this house;
Just as [ couldn’t do it, no ane will rebuild this house!” We call it La Satdnica because
everyone that moved in there didn't stay there . . . from then on the house was never
finished and people say that the Haitian had put a curse on the house,

gh moncey to redo her house

This story invokes several motifs of Haitian alterity: the curious half-life of
the objects produced by Haitian sweat; the hidden interior powers of
Haitians; and the concealed value of these objects, here both in Mancia’s
"money amd in the curse she leaves on the house. This Story expresses the
danger of Haitian objects when ripped apart from their owners: Haitian goods
without the controlling force of the Haitians themselves not only dance on

their own but can bring danger to those who try to repossess them. The idea of

™ Bruce M, Knauft, “Bodily Images in Melanesia: Cultural Substances and Naural Meta-

phors,” in Fragnents for a History of the Human Body, Part 111, Michael Feher ed. (New York:
Zone Books, 1989), 223,

HAITIANS, MAGIC, AND MONEY, 1900 1o 1937 523

ic i werful way
the concealed value of Haitians cquates mc:ney and mag;tﬁl(?zzc?gor er ecor.
. ; dominantly non-comm 1D
i assage. Indeed, in the pre o . an fears of
::nu;n;lpaitiangs came to represent the impinging markgt anccli ?zﬂ;l;%ﬁh e
i i ions that produced it. S
se from the social relation - ) were
;;);alue c;: lfzoars of money and their fears of Haitian vodoun: Both
minic g .
exterior to Dominicans and lay outside their control. h money, magic, and
There are many border stories coupling Haitians wit "l vou the
om:le Dominicans said that the Haitian spirits, the Iwa, can he fzct that
Do lottery number. Also, a prominent trope expressing ¢ £ the border
WINning : hi ery corner o
: ce touching every . !
iti jere omnipresent, a presen » 1l them),
Hafman;]ew massacre z()and supposedly the reason why Trujilio had i;og:}minica)n
be or;at Haitian money “ran” as far inland as Santiago, the SCCO‘? ¢ Haitian
“:?Stfar into the interior. Finally, as stated above, thcddon::im{hc ——
C: i’cotypcs in the Dominican border were the mo?eyicn er ?hc o market
ste . italized figpures in -
highly capitalized fig
both female and both : only a Do-
goi:::;conom% The imagery linking blood and money was no:c ui“;’c o
i construct, however. Certain Haitian Pctwg ccrcmomcs quacriﬁcial
m.ﬂflcanmcn drinking, a mixture of gold coins with the blood o se it repre-
bli}::fl’s 105 The value which Haitians embodied was obscene b{;cfat:hc Lo
Esl::ttcd ;;urc exchange; antithetical to the natural' cconoinyw e
itians were linked to usury, their money appearing (o row then is the
Haj:mromincnt theme in the stories Dominicans tell about Hga::ansd gy
ccuﬁar fact that although they looked poor, Ha;t{ans wcrl';: r:ci{ f:circufal;’» o
"P}'hc accumulated cash and stored it away; they did not a E\  Dominicans
the chmomy of reciprocal exchanges and gifts upon whic 5;0 s doop uncase
in the sharecropping underclass depended. Thcr_c sci:"n{;:d 1;:1 yci e
- that Haitians hid awv
ominicans about the moncy ’ itians were
anéoggdiot share. This might have reflected the fear that whz}c Ha;:i:;n were
an 'nt‘t’- ral part of the Dominican border society, mtermarrylflg', - d%d ot
;zdlrcs gand working together, Haitians made money btltl}tg D:ri?ilir::“i:t scemed to
' . iti ccumuiating wealth, s <
i ed an image of Haitians a : ) Haitian
’I;E_HS f:tn?nf the Dominicans’ hands. There was a f:crtztmrmﬂglz fmthc g
: !P: that Dominicans could not share. Dominican’s Zar s their fears of
?{m:nia};:e its competition and risks may have bccn_ CXPICSSC ;gtivc power of
I-;:ziiizians’ Haitians represented precisely the unbridled procr

i i ibes was for the consecration of a
, 171. Thec particular rite she descri nsecration of 3
105 Hursfon. T"fili:]x}:;ﬁtc;:i;le. For a rich treatment of blood an‘d.m?ncy geTnl:ilszg “;nd oy
ot O?nsfz?zfl:c::rn:‘;ndo C'orcmi! *The Black El Dorado: Moncy }t:c%s;f:;;uy o Chica:go ey
atism Ji ! Depariment, ; ,
ftalism i * (Ph.D. disser., Anthropology 1987
i T Ymczu?'k:hcagﬂllzr as slingy also appears to t_:c a cm‘xlwm:ml lztagcuoin(i:fl’c;? ce. Seo
M,Thc ‘;‘dcn '(?lian Palestincans,” 80, Brackette Williams writes Em | di):mq fmvg Aean
Gonzidlez, C[;"'f. ve (hat the seemingly improvished Portuguese of Ea;l r}r;f i have 2 hidden
descent O{flc?; :al\ﬁ:d away for future use. See her Stains on My Nan'm, ]‘) u::f ]9()”) 1:,73 ]
y : Duk i Tess, . .
fl?:j“t:hzf}’:;rics of Cuftural Struggle (Durtiam, NC: Duke University



524 LAUREN DERBY

money at that moment, when the money economy was beginning to penetrate
the borderlands.

This is not to say that, in the world of the 1930s, the Dominican border
cconomics were on the verge of a capitalist revolution. They clearly were not.
But the creeping arm of the state was beginning to open the way for the full-
scale commodification of the border cconomies. This process began in 1907,
as Haitian--Dominican trade was integrated into national economic markets
with the first effective collection of customs at the border. This process was
deepened in the 1920s during the American occupation, when a new boundary
was forged between the public and private, implying that the barrier between
market and home was disintegrating, '97 The Americans began to chip away at
some of the bases of traditional forms of non-commoditized agricultural pro-
duction, such as the communal lands. In this chain of signification, Domini-
cans represented “home,” a traditional economy of scarcity and a society
based on a web of reciprocal exchanges and gifts. Home also implied, of
course, an orderly domestic space, with a Dominican wife who kept table and
kept out of the market place or the public domain, Haitians came to represent
the market but not a spatially sealed, domesticated market. Haitians came to
represent a market force, the power of money that reproduced on its own, and
was wildly procreative and reliant on the scerets of vodoun. To make matters
worse, the market economy of Haitians was fundamentally disordered, as it
was controlled by women. This mixed up the gendered order of public and
private spaces in Dominican terms. Indeed, this particular association of
women with money made Haitian cash appear to reproduce like magic, link-
ing flows of blood, sexuality, and fertility with the flows of cash in a way that
Dominicans saw as fundamentally obscene.

An added level of signification, of course, to this transformation was the
fact that state formation was accompanied by a new set of natural metaphors
which created a purified public space by defining the popular as transgressive,
dangerous, and in need of expurgation. The elevation of the public was
achieved by debasing the popular, as the new social order was built on elim-
inating the socially hybrid. State formation entailed cleansing the public
sphere, bathing # in the light of modernity, and enshrining it in clean white-
washed schools and post offices; the new public sphere was also one defined
as purcly Dominican. The new discourse of sanitation labeled the formerly
popular sphere, particularly the market, as a space of dirt, disorder, and
human refuse, and essentialized all forms of social lowness through the new
moral order of hygiene. Policing the purity of the race, now defined in
national terms, became a means of protecting the boundaries of the body
politic. The Haitians would become the scapegoats in this new attack.

7 Sec Thomas W. Laqueur, “The Social Evil, The Solitary Vice and Pouring Tea,” in
Fragments For a History of the Human Dody, Part 11, Michael Feher, ed. {New York: Zonc
Baoks, 1989}, 340,
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Closing the Dominican frontier not only altered the meaning of things
Haitian but transformed the identity of border Dominicans. As they became
citizens, included in the nation, these Dominicans were glevated from their
previous role as debased outsiders, representative of barbarism. The transfor-
mation of the border question from simply one of territorial limits to that of a
privileged site defining Dominican collective nationality and destiny placed
border Dominicans in the vanguard of the national project. They could not
help but be flattered by their new national strategic importance. As a result of
the massacre, border Dominican men became machos enlisted to protect their
national home from the Haitian menace.!®® The gendering of Haitians as
female in this epic tale may account for the stories we heard of the ritual
gouging of female wombs during the massacre. Indeed, the majority of mas-
sacre victims were women and children. :

Racial ideologies, even in the West, are a form of fetishism. A sct of
unequal relationships between groups is essentialized and concealed by a
system of signs emblematic of racial difference. Racism, a process in which
“an idealized part is taken for the whole,” subsumes the Other’s subjectivity
by transforming him or her into a racialized object.!0? In this metonymy, color
is taken as a sign of the group’s incquality and the reason for their lack of
advancement in the social order. In the Dominican imagination, a chain of
signification linking Haitians, their magic, and their money served to mark
them as different and endowed both them and their products with social
power. Haitians came to be seen as the embodiment of the fiery Petwo spirits,
the quintessential strangers who are associated with slavery, danger, moncy,
power, and the unbridled pursuit of self interest. 118 The notion of race here
was different from the anglophone world’s because these qualities were not
seen as passed genealogically. Race here was fundamentally a cultural con-
struct in the sensc that these traits were seen as passed through socialization
(however, blood was a part of the symbolism of race, since Haitians were
associated with sacrificial bloodletting). If Haitians were scen as different
beeause of their magical powers, state formation, which imbucd all liminal
groups with a dangerous valence, only increased this perception, as race and
magic became mutually constitutive and doubly entwined.

Of course, there remains a final chapter to this story, the 1937 Haitian
massacre, which remains outside the reach of this essay. What I hope to have

Wk Alonsa argues this for the northern Mexican froniier community of Namigquipa, Chi-
huahua. See Ana Maria Atonso, “Constitution of Subjects” for a highly suggestive treatment of
popular nationalist ideology and gender.

19 David Theo Goldberg, “Racial Knowledge,” from his Racist Culture: Philosophy and the
Politics of Meaning (London: Basil Blackwell, 1993).

10 Brown, “Remembering,” 68. I am clearly indebied to Taussig's The Devil and Commodity
Fetishism here; one key diffesence, however, is {hat in Dominican and Haitian border culture, the
petra spirits are not glossed as the devit in the Christian sense. They are seen as highly dangerous
but not necessarity evil.
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suggested is how a remapping of affines and blood kin, public and private,

market and home, filth and purity and exchange value and use value may have
served to lay the groundwork for a new conceptualization of what was called
the Haitian problem and, thus, of race, in the Dominican border. The final
displacement in this symbolic chain took place in the capital, where a need to
“clean” the border was translated into one of reinstating a national boundary
daily traversed by Haitians and Dominicans alike. There was a link between
popular gricvances and the state’s desire to redefine the national boundary in a
new way. Nevertheless, the state appropriated the anxieties of border Domini-
cans and used them for its own purposes. Ripped from their original mean-
ings, these complaints—that Haitians were penctrating the Dominican culture
and economy, that Haitians were stealing cattle, that the Haitian presence was
running amok in the Dorminicans’ everyday life—came to represent the Do-
minicans’ fears that Haitian value and procreative power were sucking the
very blood of life from the Dominican nation, These anxieties became the
cxcuses for a new territorialization of state contro} effected when the border
was “rewritten” through the massacre of Haitian frontier population. How-

ever, during the bloodbath of 1937, the border lost the Haitians, but not their
reagic,
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