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ness of Germany’s threat to Europe was translated into increased funding for new
scholarship on U.S. relationships to the rest of the hemisphere. Scholarship that had
been dominated by academics in the American West and the New York-Boston axis
suddenly blossomed elsewhere in the United States under public funding from the
Roosevelt administration and private initiatives by the Rockefeller Foundation and the
American Council of Learned Societies. Reordered priorities after the defeat of the Axis
powers resulted in a period of slow growth in the decade after 1945, but the emergence
of area studies programs during the Cold War presaged the boom years that character-
ized the institutionalization of Latin Americanist scholarship into its contemporary
form across the United States in the two decades after the Cuban Revolution.

Curiously, the second half of the book occupies 20 pages fewer than the first, under-
cutting Delpar’s argument that today’s structure of Latin Americanist scholarship in
U.S. universities was primarily a product of post-1945 society.  In addition, two impor-
tant issues deserve more attention than Delpar gives them. First, it is difficult to dis-
cern from the book the discrete discourses that animated work on Latin America within
individual disciplines, for example, cultural relativism in anthropology, modernization
theory in political science, and demography in social history. Delpar is more concerned
to identify people and universities than the precise configurations of their ideas, result-
ing in a book that anthologizes university work more than it synthesizes the interpre-
tive traditions within the disciplines. Second, there is no analysis of psychology or lit-
erature, both of which contributed fundamental chapters to U.S. university scholarship
on Latin America. Psychologists studying education were among the first academics to
head to Latin America, for example, while Rolena Adorno has elsewhere pointed out
the contributions by literature scholars to our understandings of indigenismo and the
role of the state as a social actor. Nevertheless, as an introduction to the role of U.S.
universities in creating knowledge about Latin America, Delpar’s book deserves credit
for pointing scholars in the direction of work that still deserves more attention than it
has received. 

University of Kansas RUBEN FLORES

Lawrence, Kansas

Che’s Travels: The Making of a Revolutionary in 1950s Latin America. Edited by Paulo
Drinot. Durham: Duke University Press, 2010. Pp. vii, 306. Illustrations. Con-
tributors. Index. $84.95 cloth; $23.95 paper.

In the 1960s, Yankees feared Ernesto “Che” Guevara; now, he fascinates them. The
recent proliferation of biographies and collections of speeches and writings attests to
his popularity in the scholarly community. The success of recent films, especially
2004’s Motorcycle Diaries and 2008’s excellent two-part biopic Che, demonstrate
Guevara’s popularity outside academia. Finally, the absurdly ironic purchases of Che-
adorned t-shirts by middle-class white youths at malls across the country show that
Guevara’s memory, albeit misappropriated, retains some sway among North American
teenagers.
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Into that vast milieu enters this edited study. Focusing on the two journeys Guevara
made through Latin America between 1951 and 1956, editor Paulo Drinot states that
the goal of this work is to “explore how Guevara’s Latin American travels produced
Che and how Che simultaneously produced Latin America through his travelogues”
(p. 2). To do so, Drinot enlists some of the best-known names in Latin American schol-
arship in most of the nations Guevara visited in that five-year period to write brief essays
about him. These scholars include Eduardo Elena (Argentina), Patience Schell (Chile),
Drinot (Peru), Malcolm Deas (Colombia), Judith Ewell (Venezuela), Ann Zulawski
(Bolivia), Cindy Forster (Guatemala), and Eric Zolov (Mexico). In each chapter, the
authors attempt to tackle three themes: a look at the societies Che encountered, Che’s
representation of them, and Che’s legacy in them.

Given this thematic triptych, it behooves the reviewer to examine how the contributors
succeeded at each. On the matter of exploring the societies Guevara encountered, the
essays clearly succeed in contextualizing Guevara’s visits. Each chapter offers a succinct
and well-written narrative of the nature of politics and societies into which Guevara
inserted himself. That said, the reader can find a similar discussion in any of a number
of country-specific monographs.

On the second theme, Che’s representation of the societies he visited, the results are
mixed and their success or failure seems to be determined by how much Guevara him-
self wrote on the particular state. In countries where the future revolutionary wrote
much, the contributors were able to discuss comprehensively Guevara’s motivations
and the significance of his stay to his later revolutionary mission. Thus, Drinot’s chap-
ter on Peru, Forster’s study of Guatemala, and Zolov’s essay on Mexico offer the reader
thorough analyses of Guevara. On the other hand, in the states where Guevara wrote
little, Drinot’s collection fails to discern his feelings. For example, Guevara’s single
mention of Colombia, a paragraph in a 1952 letter to his mother, provides Deas with
only a limited body of evidence; Deas’s short chapter thus focuses mostly on politics in
Colombia in the early 1950s. In Venezuela, Che spent only ten days, so Ewell can at
best assert that the country “did not contribute to the evolution of [Guevara’s] polit-
ical thinking” (p. 149).

On the last theme, Guevara’s legacy in the life of each state, the authors succeed. This
theme shows the true strength of the volume as each author succinctly shows how
Guevara’s foco theory influenced Latin American revolutionaries after his own death in
1967. Even in Mexico, which lacked a coordinated guerilla movement, Zolov shows
how Guevara’s memory influenced opposition to the ruling Partido Revolucionario
Institucional. That being said, there are other studies of Guevara’s legacy, most notably
Michael Casey’s Che’s Afterlife (2009) and Paul Dosal’s chapter in Death, Dismember-
ment, and Memory in Latin America (2004), but neither studies Guevara’s influence
on such a local level.

This is a well-written study and enjoyable to read, though it breaks little new ground.
Because the book is easy to follow, it may find a niche in the general market, but the
contributors assume extensive background knowledge on the part of the reader and
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occasionally sacrifice narrative for analysis. The best destination for this book is proba-
bly undergraduate Latin American history classes, because it offers both a comprehen-
sive study of 1950s Latin America and a scholarly overview of pre-revolutionary Che.

Texas Christian University JAMES C. KNARR

Fort Worth, Texas

Porte Crayon’s Mexico: David Hunter Strother’s Diaries in the Early Porfirian Era,
1879–1885. Edited by John E. Stealey III. Kent: Kent State University Press,
2006. Pp. xv, 1085. Illustrations. Tables. Notes. Appendices. Index. $65.00 cloth.

David Hunter Strother was appointed U.S. Consul General in Mexico City in 1879.
The appointment was a reward for the Virginian’s loyalty and service to the United
States during the Civil War, when he became a Union general and a resident of the
newly created state of West Virginia. During his six-year tour he wrote a detailed diary.
His commentary compares favorably with the magnificent classic foreign traveler’s
account, Fanny Calderón de la Barca’s Life in Mexico. His insight into Mexican poli-
tics, social life, and economic activities mirrors Calderón’s keen appraisal four decades
earlier. Strother, who used the pen name Porte Crayon for his widely read magazine
articles and sketches, also has a good deal to say in a rather gossipy way about other
U.S. officials, ranging from the ministers with whom he served, such as John Hay and
John Foster, to other consuls, particularly the always-contriving businessman and pre-
vious Consul General Jules Skilton, to prominent visitors, including Ulysses S. Grant.
He also reported on the weather, the trials of dealing with daily activities such as apart-
ment hunting and furniture, the regular family trips to the baths (there were no bath-
tubs in his apartment), and dealing with U.S. citizens either in need or feigning poverty
and seeking government assistance. The day-to-day business, such as the claims of U.S.
citizens against Mexico  and the managing of the U.S. cemetery in the capital, did little
to inspire Strother, but life in Mexico did and like Calderón before him he offers excel-
lent sketches of Mexican leaders, including Presidents Porfirio Díaz and Manuel
González, major fiestas, and adventures in the countryside.

Disappointing is the publisher’s decision to present a rather limited publication. The
volume could have been modeled after the 1966 edition of Calderón’s Life in Mexico
edited by Howard T. and Marion Hall Fischer, with its careful identification of individ-
uals named in the text and detailed footnotes that explain the historical context for
events, fiestas, and treaty negotiations. However, the annotation of the Strother volume
is limited and biographical sketches appear at the end of the text, whereas footnotes
would have assisted the reader. The maps are also limited and surprisingly include no
sketches drawn by Strother, who was a well-known magazine artist at the time. Even as
it is, the volume is too large for classroom adoption, so the publisher might have chosen
instead to create a reference volume intended for libraries and research scholars. 

The editor might also have added detailed information explaining the operations of the
U.S. consular and diplomatic services, the appointment process in the era of spoilsmen,
and the appointees’ constant efforts to obtain a better position. Strother himself unsuc-
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