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Abstract: The article presents a case study of miniature ethnographic show that took place in Prague and other cities and small towns in the Czech Lands in 1908-1909. Traveller and amateur anthropologist Vojtěch Frič brought with him from South America “wild Indian”, who accompanied him at lectures and also engaged in informal interactions with the public. Ample written and pictorial documentation was preserved, including the alleged comments and reactions of the “Indian” to what he saw and experienced. The aim of the present text is not only to narrate, on the basis of this documentation, the case of Frič and his show, but to approach it in the broader context of the nationalist clashes and competitions in the Czech Lands, as well of the problem of “colonialism without colonies” and imperial fantasies of nations at the margin of the colonial system. 
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“Life and poetry of the Indians is the topic of the lecture that will be given by the traveller Alberto Vojtěch Frič. At the lecture will be present also a red man from the said tribe, by the name Nietey Cherwish Mendoza, who was brought by Frič and who will, in his simple way, narrate the war attack of his own Chamacoco tribe to the enemy tribe of the Tumraha. Nietey will speak Spanish, but the gestures by which he accompanies his narration are so clear that everyone will understand him, the more so because a short summary will be given beforehand.” (Prague daily Národní politika, 29-XI-1908, p. 7)[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  With very few exceptions, he newspaper articles that will be quoted in the following text were anonymous and without heading. If not stated otherwise, all the translations from these and other primary sources are mine. ] 

In the past decades, analyses of commercial exhibitions of people of non-European origin in Europe and North America throughout the 19th and early 20th century have invariably hinted on one of their common characteristics, namely, their connection of colonialism and imperialism. The shows are seen as efforts to legitimize and celebrate – via the construction of exotic, racially and culturally different “other” – the dominance of specific European nations, or Europe as such, over non-European regions.[footnoteRef:3] Out of these interpretations, however, arises the query for the specificities of ethnographic shows in regions and societies that for various reasons lacked, or lagged behind acquiring, colonial possessions, even though their inhabitants certainly were informed about and sometimes profiting from colonial endeavors of other nations. They had an explicit self-understanding as being outside the realm of colonialism, but nevertheless engaged in the colonial project in a variety of ways and benefitted from these interactions.[footnoteRef:4] A study of ethnographic shows in these settings could add insight into the significance of exploration and exploitation of non-European regions at the margin of the Atlantic system, as well as to the mechanisms of perceiving, constructing the stereotypes of racial and cultural “otherness” in the broad context of modernization and nationalist competitions.  [3:  Sadiah Qureshi, Peoples on Parade: Exhibitions, Empire and Anthropology in Nineteenth-Century Britain, Chicago: Chicago University Press, 2011; Blanchard, Pascal; Bancel, Nicolas; Boëtsch, Gilles; Deroo, Eric; Lemaire, Sandrine (eds.). MenschenZoos: Schaufenster der Unmenschlichkeit. Hamburg: La editions du Crieur Public, 2012; Anne Dreesbach, “Colonial Exhibitions, 'Völkerschauen' and the Display of the 'Other'“, in: European History Online (EGO), Mainz 2012, http://www.ieg-ego.eu/dreesbacha-2012-en.]  [4:  Examples of studies of colonialism without colonies: Patricia Purtschert – Harald Fiscer-Tiné, Colonial Switzerland: Rethinking Colonialism from the Margins, Zurich 2015; Suvi Keskinen, Salla Tuori, Sara Irni, Diana Mulinari (eds.), Complying with Colonialism: Gender, Race and Ethnicity in the Nordic Region, Farnham: Ashgate 2009, 19-33. For human exhibitions in country without colonies (Denmark) see Rikke Andreassen, Human Exhibitions: Race, Gender and Sexuality in Ethnic Displays, Farnham 2015.] 

This chapter presents precisely such case study: ethnographic show that took place mostly in Prague, but for short periods also in Vienna and Venice, and in many small cities and towns throughout the Czech Lands in 1908-1909. Traveller and amateur anthropologist Vojtěch Frič brought with him from South America “wild Indian”, who accompanied him at lectures and also engaged in informal interactions with the public, from the Prague city elites to the working strata. Ample written and pictorial documentation was preserved, including the alleged comments and reactions of the “Indian”[footnoteRef:5] to what he saw and experienced. The aim of the present text is not only to narrate, on the basis of this documentation, the case of Frič and his show, but to approach it in the broader context of the nationalist clashes and competitions in the Czech Lands, as well of the early phase of the collecting, measuring, classifying, picturing, narrating and parading of non-European “others” by members of a small Central European nation that was lacking colonies, but still cherished colonial fantasies and aspirations. [5:  Below, I will be using the word Indian without quotes (as not to laden the text excessively with punctuation marks), even though I am fully aware of its problematic meaning nowadays. However, it will be used as a term current at the period under study.] 


Scene: Czech Lands divided and aspiring
„Vojtěch Frič Jr., the youngest Czech traveller, will return soon to Prague from his second South American journey with a rich scientific booty. Frič is only 22 years old. Already five years ago he applied as a member to the expedition of natural historical society of Vienna which under the direction of Prof. Wettstein planned to study Brazilian flora. He was refused to become member of the expedition, prohibited to take part even as a lowly gardener, because – he is Czech. Thus, Frič started alone to America.” (Lidové noviny, 20-VII-1905, p. 5)
The names Czech Lands/Lands of the Bohemian Crown denote the regions of Bohemia, Moravia, and Silesia, historically ruled by the kings of Bohemia and from 1526 incorporated into the Habsburg Monarchy. (In 1918, that is, outside of the scope of the present text, they became, together with Slovakia and Ruthenia, parts of the new Czechoslovak Republic.) In contrast to English and other languages, the Czech language does not distinguish between “Czech” in the linguistic, ethnic and cultural sense (Czech nation) and “Bohemian” in the geographical sense (from Latin Boiohaemum, i.e. the homeland of the Celtic Boii). Both meanings are covered in by the adjective český. This causes certain problems in translating. Throughout the nineteenth and early twentieth century, the words “Czech” and “Bohemian” were often used as synonyms in English-language texts, while the phrase “Czech Lands” was not in existence; it is a product of the effort of present-day historians to grasp the territorial-social-cultural integrity of the whole region of the crown lands.[footnoteRef:6] It will be used in this meaning also in the present text. [6:  For example, Pánek, Jaroslav – Oldřich Tůma et al. A History of the Czech Lands. Transl. Justin Quinn, Petra Key, Lea Bennis. Prague, 2018. Detailed explication of the toponyms in Dickins, Tom. The Czech-Speaking Lands, Their Peoples, and Contact Communities: Titles, Names and Ethnonyms. The Slavonic and East European Review 89/3 (2011), 401-454.] 
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