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CHAPTER TwoO

NV Independence P
and Upheaval

On the catly morning of September 16, 1810, Father Miguel Hidalgo y Cos-
tilla rang the bells of the patish church of the town of Dolores, Guanajuato,
to summon his flock to mass. It was a most unusual hour: dawn had not yet
broken, and most of his parishioners looked at him tired and bleary-eyed. His
audience included mestizos as well as indigenous campesinos from Dolores and
neighboring villages. But Hidalgo did not have an ordinary sermon in mind.
He formed part of a group of conspirators against the Spanish Crown, and
just a few hours before, fellow rebel Juan de Aldama had warned Hidalgo of
his impending arrest. Although the text of his speech has not survived, among
the lines attributed to Hidalgo were: “Long live our Virgin of Guadalupe!
Death to bad government! Death to the gachupines?” All Mexican schoolchil-
dren still learn Hidalgo’s fervent invocation to his followers, albeit without
the above-mentioned death threats, deleted for the sake of good taste and
citizenship. This oration—a speech known today as the grito de Dolores, or Cry
of Dolores—inaugurated a long series of wars that ultimately freed Mexico
from its colonial masters.

The road to nationhood, however, was a difficult one. Hidalgo could
not have imagined the chaos his movement would help unleash. The Wars
of Independence ushered in a degree of death and destruction not seen
since the Spanish conquest and its aftermath. Even after the achievement of
independence, political stability remained elusive, and war—both civil and
foreign—was the hallmark of the early national period. Political allegiances
remained local and regional rather than national, and the caudillos, powerful
regional warlords, contested for power. Between 1821 and 1867, rival factions
fought for supremacy, without clearly defined political goals. At first, these
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factions called themselves “Centralist” and “Federalist.” before coalescing
and “Liberal” parties. Almost fifty governments ruled

into the “Conservative”
état rather than elections defined

Mexico between 1821 and 1867, and coups d
most presidential terms. At several junctures, it appeared as if Mexico would

break apart into several smaller units, just as Gran Colombia had given way

nt republics of Colombia, Ecuador, and Venezuela. Such a

breakup would not have surprised anyone, as the new nation united several

separate kingdoms and colonial administrations. As a result, Central America
seceded from Mexico in 1823 after a brief union; Texas, in 1836; and in the
1840s, Yucatan threatened to do the same. On four different occasions, foreign
armies invaded Mexican soil. The most serious of these invasions, the war
with the United States (1846—48), resulted in the US. annexation of half of
Mexico’s tertitory. The unrest also produced a long economic crisis. Central
Mexico’s prolonged warfare led to a shutdown of many of the silver mines,
the mainstay of the colonial economy. In the absence of workers, the mines
flooded, which rendered them uscless for production until late in the century

ps allowed the removal of water on a large scale. In addition,

when electric pum
the political unrest impeded overland trade, as caudillos and bandits often in-

tercepted long-distance shipments. In light of this prolonged time of troubles,

it is surprising that nineteenth-century Mexico remained one nation.

to the independe

. Tae WARS OF INDEPENDENCE, 1810-1821

Considered the father of the independence movement, Hidalgo was born in

1753, the son of an hacienda
rhetoric in a Jesuit school until
teen years old; then he went to study
Universidad de México, the preeminent university of the colony.
a priest in 1778, he began a care
Nicolas in Valladolid, Michoacin,
time his family came into money and la
headlong into trouble. As rector of San

tical authorities due to his unorthodox and innovative

penchant for gambling,
ferent women. Dismissed from his pos
curate, spending his free time reading the wor
authors. This was not a lucrative profession,

in for a parish priest, who continued to enjoy most of
of that office.

administrator. He studied Latin grammar and

the expulsion of that order when he was four-

arts and theology at the Real y Pontifica

Ordained as

er in higher education at the College of San
the present-day city of Morelia. At the same
ndownership, however, Hidalgo dove
Nicolas, he drew the ire of ecclesias-
teaching methods, his
and the fact that he had three children with two dif-
t in 1792, Hidalgo became an interim
ks of French Enlightenment
as Hidalgo was merely filling
the financial benefits

In 1803, Hidalgo obtained the curacy of Dolores upon the
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death of his elder brother. He viewed this as an opportunity to become-a lo-
cal entrepreneut, introducing to the area new industries such as S.D.ED tile
”.,bm_cnm‘ and wine producing. Just when he believed he had turned the nmwn .n
financially, however, the Law of Consolidation forced immediate re mﬂﬁmﬂﬁ o
the mortgages he had secured to invest in these ventures. Even ﬁ_‘owmm in ﬂmwmw
MHM w:wc_mEoP ﬁ&ﬁ: already kept a thick file on Hidalgo that monmamnﬁnm
n&&rm”.m_MWMMMWWMMMHW investigated him for criticizing Catholic orthodoxy
By then, chaos had broken out in the Spanish Empire. In 1807, Na
leon’s troops had invaded Spain on their way to occupying m.uom.ncmm._ .n_“mbvc,
ally .c» Great Britain. En route, French m:.m_um seized Lmnﬂnﬁ_ S mbT n.n.mw:
»mn::m to the political turmoil within the monarchy that had rMﬁTn,nm M rmw
m‘rnlcm IV’ accession to the throne. In March 1808 ﬁrmlmm m,_ummn ﬁ,i:mn
EE.:. of his oldest son and heir, Ferdinand VII. In _:%Mm of ncnm.o:%M ) m_.:
position, Ferdinand turned to Napoleon, who promptly m_swﬁncn.n& mn&q.ﬁ .:M
and forced his abdication. In place of Ferdinand, Zm‘ﬁcmncn, named Emﬁwﬁw
b u.ﬂrnﬁ Joseph Bonaparte, the king of Spain and its colonies. Many S mhww
m:_u_n.ﬁm did not accept the imposition of Joseph, and QQ,V._@» ﬂrwc% q?_uﬂn
Spanish America pledged their loyalty to Ferdinand. In this w.mmrwo,: the anc_n 3
m:g«n:.nm colonialism by arguing that they were subjects of the Evn just E%
%.n. ﬁn:_.nm&m_.nm, and as such equal in all respects to the Spaniards .Hmwn»mownr
MWDW_._HF.C .QJ.‘ thus used their support of the institution of Bc,mﬁnrﬂ to mﬁw
¢ : i i :
o cpos i osonch b s 150 e el ety s
. ar \ i ierto attended by many
of the city’s wealthy creole males petitioned Viceroy José de Iturri ) tay—z
leader Tm?i for his ruthlessness in enforcing the Crown's attempts mw,w Hfmalp
ncmnnzmz. The cabildo asked the viceroy to form a council ncBWﬁwmnm Mm MME\
resentatives of the largest cities in New Spain in order to address ,ﬂrw voi wm-
colonial leadership. Iturrigaray hesitated but agreed to Q.Eqnnn ,m me: nw._w mm
notable leaders from Mexico City only. Incensed over the viceroy’s nOM ﬁw. ,
to ﬁ.rn creoles, the peninsulares staged a coup d’état and overthrew ?EM ” :‘:w
This coup challenged the legality of colonial administration and set mwwmvw.
m_“m:a_:m precedent by which political power detived from the force of ﬁ“.m.,m
rather than the law. It also brought chaos to the viceregal palace, as Iturti Mﬁmpn
tWO successors were exceptionally weak leaders who never omww.:dm m%( M.,w
mc%mx,:w. By 1810, the quarrelsome audiencia of Mexico City had asst .
the functions of the viceroy. S
This dual power vacuum in Madrid and in Mexico City created an

opent ¥ i T, .
pet for lesser creoles such as Hidalgo, who embraced Ferdinand as z
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convenient figurehead for his own movement for greater autonomy. In 1810,
Hidalgo joined a circle that included other free-thinking creoles m:n.r as
Juan de Aldama, Ignacio Allende, Epigmenio Gonzélez, and Josefa Ortiz de
..Huca_.nmcnm, the wife of the local corregidor who écc_&\noﬂn to be known
in history as / corregidora. The group planned a coup d’état in the name of
ﬁﬁ%nﬁﬂl» coup that would have broken out on Ucnﬁ_ﬂunq 8, :ﬂc. if one
of the conspirators had not informed the colonial authorities. On September
13, the Crown’s men barged into Dominguez’s house and found a _.m_.ﬁm sup-
ply of weapons and ammunition. Informed by her husband, Ortiz m.&mwog
the news to Hidalgo, who—together with Aldama and Allende—decided to
begin the rebellion at once. .

The rebellion united Hidalgo and his creole co-conspirators, who were
steeped in Enlightenment thought, with a nsnmmgownw very %mmﬁ.nnﬂ from
them: the local campesinos and workers, who were looking to rumrﬁ their way ccﬁ.
of poverty. As a steady companion for most Zox_nmm n»m:umm_‘aom throughout
the colonial period, poverty had greatly increased in n.:m:m::ﬁ: m:m many
other regions, the result of the rapid population growth in ”rn.n_..mrﬂcn:%
century. This population growth contributed to an mmmcn._m:.i dse in food
prices. From the outset, the larger, uneducated, and ma?énawrwm mcnmn;cnmnw
gained the upper hand, and Hidalgo’s revolt found an mnﬂr:w_mﬁ_.a reception
in rural Guanajuato. Thousands of campesinos, many of them indigenous,
flocked to Hidalgo’s cause, and the priest suddenly and unexpectedly found
himself at the head of a popular army. .

To unite his disparate movement, Hidalgo naﬁqmnna an important
unifying symbol already alluded to in his grito. Cm T,; Ea.mr toward .Hrw
city of San Miguel, he picked up a banner of the Virgin of Guadalupe in a
church and proclaimed her the symbol of his _.a._gnzmcn.. By the end of that
day, Hidalgo’s forces had seized San Miguel, the first major town captured by
the rebels. The banner of Guadalupe brought even greater popular support
to the movement. .

With this first victory, the priest who, unfortunately, had never mnnn,:ﬂna
military training, began to lose his leadership over the movement. Eager to
exact mﬁdn%ﬁ for centuries of abuse upon the citys creole inhabitants, the
motley army began to pillage San Miguel before Hidalgo’s ally Allende was
able to restore a semblance of order. The following day, the mob got out of
¢ of destruction that Al-
r 28, Hidalgo’s popular
to, one of the wealthiest

control, now subjecting the city of Celaya to the tv
lende had just stopped in San Miguel. On Septen
army approached the famous silver city of Guan o . *
citics in the Spanish Empire. The military communder of Guanajuato hac
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heard of the destruction in Celaya and refused to surrender the city, instead
concentrating the population in his city’s granary, the Alhéndiga de Granaditas.
The rebels, however, would not be denied. They set the wooden door of the
granary on fire, stormed the building, and killed most of the people inside.
Much of the ruling class of the silver city died a cruel death that day. (One of
the young boys witnessing his father’s death was Lucas Alamén, who would
gain fame as the preeminent conservative statesman and histotian of the carly
independence years.) A month later, Hidalgo’s forces won another decisive
and bloody victory at Monte de las Cruces near Mexico City.

That victory, however, proved to be Hidalgo’s last. Within striking dis-
tance of the ultimate prize—the seizure of Mexico City—the priest had second
thoughts about pressing onward. He feared a repetition of the awful events in
Guanajuato, which had upset him deeply. He remembered that he, too, was a
creole and could not countenance the idea of a mob destroying Mexico City.
Moreover, his forces had sustained heavy losses during the previous battles.
Therefore, Hidalgo decided to retreat rather than press on toward the capital.
As a result, the royalist forces won enough time to obtain reinforcements,
and thousands of Hidalgo’s troops deserted his army, disappointed at the
waffling of their leader. In January 1811, the Spanish forces of General Félix
Calleja devastated the rebel army. Two months later, Hidalgo was arrested and
handed over to the Inquisition, which sentenced him to death by firing squad.
The sentence was carried out on July 30, 1811, but only after Hidalgo had
handed out candies to his exccutioners. Whether Hidalgo intended to show
forgiveness or cement his future as a martyr is unclear. Soon thereafter, the
Spaniards displayed his severed head—along with those of Aldama, Allende,
and other rebel leaders—on pikes on the wall of the Alhéndiga in Guanajuato
as a warning to any other would-be independence fighters.

After Hidalgo’s death, the leadership of the rebels fell to another priest,
José Maria Morelos y Pavon. Unlike Hidalgo, Morelos was a mestizo and
a brilliant military strategist. Aware that the Hidalgo revolt had scared the
creoles into submission to colonial rule, Morelos pursued a different strategy
of insurrection. He knew that the poor majority constituted the backbone
of his rebellion, and he relied on the use of guerrilla attacks, shying away
from any direct engagement with Calleja’s army. He was also aware of the
continuing tensions between Spain and its colonists. In 1812, the Cortes de
Cédiz, a government set up in Spain to oppose Joseph (the king of Spain) at
a time when Napoleon’s energies were concentrated on the vain enterprise of
conquering Russia, promulgated a liberal constitution guarantecing basic civil
rights and cquality before the law. The chaos in Spain weakened the resolve
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of the royalists to defeat the insurrection, and that same year, Morelos’s guer-
rillas in the New World managed to encircle Mexico City. At the same time,
however, the constitution also gave creoles the idea that reform was possible in
cooperation with Spain. In responsc to this challenge, Morelos demonstrated
that he—unlike Hidalgo—pursued clear political goals. In September 1813,
he convened the Congress of Chilpancingo, which announced the formal
independence of Mexico. The Congress also adopted Mexico’s first national
constitution, a document that promised to redress some of the worst abuses
committed against the poor majority. At a time when slavery remained legal
in the United States, the Mexican delegates decreed the abolition of slavery
and debt servitude. They also called for an end to the fueros, the extralegal
privileges enjoyed by the C “hurch and the army.

Yet despite his popular appeal, Morelos ultimately suffered the same fate
as Hidalgo. The peninsulares and creoles, afraid of mob violence, closed ranks,
preferring continued colonial rule over Morelos® rebellion, which they viewed
as chaos. In 1814, Spain once again fell under Bourbon rule following the
defeat of Napoleon. The newly installed King Ferdinand VII sent reinforce-
ments to New Spain. Thus assured of royal support, General Calleja went on
the offensive and broke the guerrillas encirclement of the capital. Although
Morelos managed to reconvene his supporters in Apatzingan, Michoacan,
to enshrine the principles of his movement in the first national constitution
of Mexico, he now witnessed the flip side of his guetrilla strategy. Without a
home base controlled by his forces, he was on the run from the Crown, and
in late 1815, the royalists captured him. Like Hidalgo, Morelos was tried by the
Inquisition, condemned to death, and handed over to secular authorities. After
his execution on December 22, 1815, his severed head joined Hidalgo’s on a
pike on the wall of the Alhéndiga. Among those who hunted down Morelos
was a creole royalist of aristocratic provenance named Agustin de Iturbide.

For the next five years there was a prolonged stalemate between the
remnants of Morelos’s guertilla and the royalist forces. The Crown could not
defeat the rebels, and two new leaders—Guadalupe Victoria in Puebla and
Veracruz, and Vicente Guerrero in Oaxaca—commanded formidable rebel
forces. Over time, Mexicans from all walks of life grew weary of the wartfare,
noticing the economic effects of war. As is often the case in history, the army
of occupation became increasingly unpopular, while nativist and xenophobic
sentiment increased. However, neither Victoria nor Guertero could expand
their pockets of resistance, and it is likely that the stalemate would have con-
tinued if not for events in Spain. The Bourbon Ferdinand, desiring to rule in

=

ol

PN S TS VY

i

INDEPENDENCE AND UPHEAVAL B 43

absolutist fashion as had his ancestors, disavowed his earlier pledge to accept
the liberal Constitution of 1812. In 1820, just as the king prepared to send a
massive force to the Americas to suppress the revolts for independence raging
not on.a, in New Spain but also in Venezuela and Argentina, liberal army mnmnwnam
in m?w,:ﬂ staged a coup d’état that demanded Ferdinand’s compliance with the
constitution promulgated by the Cortes de Cadiz eight years before.

.q‘r_.m coup changed the complexion of the war in New Spain. Creole
royalists like Iturbide feared the consequences of lower-class revolts such as
those witnessed under Hidalgo’s and Morelos’s leadership. He desired nothing
more ‘%ms to preserve the elitist social order in the colony. But from mnmﬁ:msu
experience, Itutbide knew that he could not defeat Guerrero and Victoria, and
he was aware that many royalist creoles had become weary of the war. Also,
:E&Em had spent much of the period from 1816 to 1820 r:mﬁﬁoﬂmmv as his
reputation as an excessively cruel commander during the QE%E.%.ME against
the Morelos insurgency had resulted in the termination of his command over
En royalist forces in Guanajuato and Valladolid. Hence, the outcry over the
liberal coup in Spain gave Iturbide the perfect pretext to pay back his former
employers by making common cause with the enemy. -

On FPebruary 24, 1821, Iturbide and Guertero announced the Plan of
Hmc&mq which proclaimed Mexico’s independence and postulated the new na-
tion as a constitutional monarchy. This plan, like the many subsequent ones
in mwn. course of Mexican history, was an announcement by military leaders
containing a political progam for the nation. The throne of the new nation
would be offered to Ferdinand VII, one of his three sons, or any other per-
son designated by the Mexican Cortes, or parliament. Subsequently, most
attempted coups d’état would feature such a plan, usually with lofty wm,.nwmsmmo
and promises for sweeping social and political change. mucampnnm with later
such plans, or even the proclamations of Morelos, the Plan of Iguala was
:.uc%mﬁ Designed to avoid upsetting the social structure, it contained three
simple provisions: a) equal treatment under law for peninsulares and creoles;
b) Catholicism as the official religion; and ¢) the independence of Mexico
ﬁ.:&ﬁ. a moderate monarchy. These provisions—usnidn, religidn, and independen-
cda—Dbecame known as the Three Guarantees, and the nmvaﬁuwmo& forces of
:E.ranw Guerrero, and Victotia called themselves the giérto trigarante, or the
Army of the Three Guarantees. These three guarantees are represented by the
three colors on the Mexican flag. Red stands for the union of America and
Europe, that is, the blood of creoles and peninsulares; white, for the purity of

the Catholic faith; and green, for the hope of” independence. The .Hnﬁmww:ﬁc
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army overwhelmed the colonial authorities. CD September 27, H.mmﬁn_gm F_unw,“
Cnn&&n& Mexico City, and the viceroy and his court fled to Spain. Mexico was
i ndent countty. .
. _nan“W triumph, however, bote a problematic legacy. The noéwnm.ﬁm n:m
not embody many of the ideals for which the qn_uﬁ.u_m had mrnﬁ_w HWCH ..Mwn
during ten years of warfare. _nn_nwnsmmnnn had arrived ﬁvmcsw &w Hn,.wnww_.nﬁ,
and deception of Iturbide, a creole military _nmaﬁ who ha U_.._M“Mrrm Mo :HM o
fighting the popular armies of Morelos and Guerrero. 5.\.“ ide M,Tmﬁ mﬁ..;b
and subsequent pact with the very men he had been pat :,um:m n aam.ﬂ.
unfortunate precedent for Mexican history. En. ann._cmmﬁe_mr. n_gr%?nw %
of opportunism and sclf-interest and the nmvmamnbnw 0 v.ﬂ EM» % _.cmmnnm
Against the backdrop of a devastated economy ina country M ,p_ﬁ rwﬁ M: poms
less than 25 percent of the silver mined the year before the Hidalg )
: political strife was ominous.
e v%ﬂ”ﬂwﬂ% of the newly independent Mexico did not w.?s.n a common
vision for the nation. After the American Revolution resulted in the .wcwam:n.uw_
of the United States, the basic form of .r:.éﬁ.:an:ﬁ, of the new n.mzcsﬁlm wr;
public with a division of power amonga ?.amans.r Congress, and ﬁp_omrw MHM
judiciary—was never in doubt. The politicians of the early republic squabh .n
over the extent of federal versus state power as well as the terms of incorpot M.
tion of any future territorial annexations. _ucwmnanmn_ins.nn ?_ﬁ.nm_nmg.”w me
other rmsm, featured both monarchists and _.c_uww_pnmsm. >==.Um of ”“E H,ﬁ WH MM
former group desired to elevate a m:ﬁu_uo.m: prince to a Znﬁwm”.._ﬂ, WAMHMQ rc "
though they had signed on to the Hu_m_.g of Iguala that %n_m_.w“ 1 rVM?En:ﬁE.d
monarchy, however, Guerrero, Victoria, and ﬁw?n_ﬁ advocated a parliz 3
democracy molded in accordance with the U.S. model.

THE SEARCH FOR STABILITY, 1821-1854

Independence, of course, did not guarantee lasting ?Mnn. M\E‘ﬁw.ﬂl ”_M.MMM
provided perhaps the greatest indicator of future trouble when x wc,nw_
the new nation’s interests with his own. As presiding c.m:nﬁ .S, a H,&Mj :.w_.ﬁ :
junta that governed Mexico, Iturbide instituted for himself a %r% E_n_/ﬂ_.,.w_
title, Generalisimo de Tierra’y Mar (highest ﬁnDnB._ of the earth anc ,,,.rmw . m .
as an annual salary in the exorbitant Edc:.n.: .3 180,000 pesos. :a.ﬂw Mu QW S:H.
designation nnd remuneration did not sufficiently flatter the mﬁwﬁw ,,.%.w Eﬂ
On May 18, 1322, Trurbide’s troops marched through the streets demanding his

i g ief - - feionine reluctance
coronation 2= \oustin I of Mexico. After a brief moment of »:mE:mFEME _
: i hioly i 1ttd rhide agreed to be
to accept th '« high honor—a ritual befitting a monarch—Iturbide agreed tc
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Mexico’s first emperor since the Aztec ruler Cuauhtémoc. On July 21, 1822,
he was coronated amidst great fanfare. His ascension to the throne signified
that political rule in Mexico remained personal in nature, and that loyalty to
the new emperor had substituted for the old allegiance to the Spanish Crown.
[t appeared that very little had changed with independence.

Iturbide’s coronation flattered his ego but pleased no one else. Monat-
chists had desired to elevate a European prince to the Mesican throne, while
republicans had remained determined to establish a patliamentary system. Dur-
ing his cighteen short months in power, the flamboyant and arrogant emperor
alienated his supporters in Mexico City. Those farther away simply ignored
or openly disavowed him: for example, in early 1823 the Central American
states, which had joined Iturbide in the Plan of Iguala, broke free from Mexico.
So weak was Iturbide’s hold on power that the first U.S. diplomatic envoy in
Mexico City, Joel R. Poinsett, openly lobbied for the U.S. annexation of vast
stretches of the Mexican north without losing his accreditation. In the end,
however, Poinsett was unsuccessful and returned to his native South Carolina,
his only souvenir the flowery plant that still bears his name. Alarmed about
the prospect of U.S. annexations, Iturbide invited English-speaking farmers to
settle in Texas as long as they promised to respect Mexican law and practice
Catholicism. This attempt to forge an Anglo-Catholic buffer between the
United States and Mexico finalized plans that dated from the late colonial pe-
riod. In fact, however, many Anglo settlers who had converted to Catholicism
continued the Protestant traditions in which they had been raised.

An even greater problem for Iturbide was the deepening economic crisis
following independence. The destruction of silver mining left the national
currency without support. Those who could take money out of Mexico and
invest it elsewhere readily did so. In addition, agricultural production had de-
clined dramatically during the years of guerrilla warfare, and as a resulr, food
prices rose steadily. Finally, Iturbide’s army of 80,000 e ymprised almost 40,000
officers, whose salaries drained whatever was left in the treasury. As if these
problems were not bad enough, Iturbide soured his supporters by his use of
nepotism and penchant for ridiculous pomp. He not only awarded noble titles
to his family, but he also decreed that the birthdays of his immediate family
members be celebrated as national holidays. Like an Old World monarch, he
ordered subjects who wished to see him to kneel and kiss his hand.

In the end, however, it was not pomp but repression that spelled the
end of Iturbide’s empire. His rule was authoritarian, and dissent was not
tolerated. For example, in August 1822, the emperor discovered a conspiracy
involving several distinguished creoles in Congress. In response, he arrested
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its ringleaders, Fray Servando Teresa de Mier and Carlos Maria de Bustamante.
After Congress protested against this act, Iturbide dissolved the legislature
on October 31, 1822—the first of many Mexican heads of state to abolish a
legislative branch that had opposed them. In refusing to respect the autonomy
of Congtess, Iturbide thus set a precedent that would plague Mexico for the
rest of the nineteenth century. He also served as a role model for his authori-
tarian successors both at the national and the regional levels.

Tturbide’s action elicited widespread outcry among influential creoles
such as the military commander of Veracruz, a man by the name of Antonio
de Padua Marfa Severino Lépez de Santa Anna y Pérez de Lebron. The name
was 2 mouthful, and most Mexicans knew him simply as “Santa Anna,” their
most influential leader during the three decades following independence.
Born in Jalapa, Veracruz, in 1794 to Spanish parents, Santa Anna had begun
his career in the army in 1810 and served with the royalist forces until 1821,
when he proclaimed his adherence to the Plan of Iguala. By that time, he had
become a successful land- and businessowner in the Jalapa region of Veracruz,
and he commanded a private army that controlled that strategically important
region located along the route from the port of Veracruz to Mexico City. An
opportunist par excellence, Santa Anna always anticipated the shifting politi-
cal winds. Thus he decided that Iturbide’s days in power were numbered, and
on December 1, 1822, Santa Anna proclaimed Mexico a republic in his Plan
de Veracruz. Soon thereafter, Guerrero and Victoria joined this plan, and the
spreading revolt forced Iturbide to step down from his throne. In March 1823,
the rebels took Mexico City to the jubilant acclaim of the city’s inhabitants,
and Mexico became a republic. Guadalupe Victoria and two of his closest
associates formed a three-man junta until a president could be elected.

Nonetheless, this victory did not end the strife. As their first significant
act in office, Victoria and his allies charged a constituent assembly with the
task of drafting a federal constitution. The convention met for the first time
on November 27, and within a few days, delegates had divided into two hos-
tile camps. A Centralist faction coalesced around Mier and Bustamante, the
leaders of the congressional opposition to Iturbide. Seeing themselves as the
heirs of Hispanic political traditions, the Centralists advocated a strong cen-
tral government and a significant political role of the Catholic Church. Their
rivals were the Federalists around Victotia who drew their political lessons

from the example of the United States. Desiring to emulate Anglo American
political traditions, the Federalists wanted a weak central government, strong,

autonomous states, and an end to the privileges of the Church. Ultimately,
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Ec Federalists prevailed on issues of political organization, and the Constitu-
tion of 1824 largely resembled its U.S. noc:ﬁmﬁmﬁ with m. system CW mm&.&
government and a bicameral Congress. Nonetheless, the Onmﬂmmm& emerged
victorious on three significant issues: Catholicism remained the state religion;
the president could invoke special executive powers in case of an annﬁnnﬂ“
and the colonial fueros remained (special privileges that allowed members Om
the &wﬁ% and army to stand trial in separate courts). It was an explosive com-
promise that satisfied no one, and the convention had exposed the principal
political fault lines of the early republic.

, Hu./s wwm%c. American political system such as the one reflected in the
P:E.EEucw .ow 1824 faced daunting obstacles in a socially, regionally, and
cthnically divided Mexico. The decade of fighting had destroyed an mbn.mmumnnn
large-scale distribution network of goods, people, and Eo»w‘“ and Mexicans
were more isolated from cach other than they had been in the late colonial
petiod. Outside the capital, most Mexicans expressed allegiance to their region
E:.J.nﬂ than their nation, especially since the social and political order of that
nation safeguarded the interests of the privileged classes in the capital. Mexico
remained a rural country, and over a third of the population was indigenous
Mostof the indigenous people lived in small villages, or paueblos, having :B:H,L
contact with surrounding areas. Rural towns featured a Emmncm wsm_.mmboﬁ
people and mestizos. The inhabitants of these towns felt the authority of the
mﬁ:ﬁm government only in negative ways, such as by taxation and the much-
feared /fera, or military draft. Only in Mexico City and other latge cities did
:vm.naqnﬂm tind any sense of national identity, and even within ﬁrcm%ﬂ&mm sharp
.mcﬂm_ distinctions divided the rich from the poor. Urban Mexicans ﬁmccmwn
in terms of three different social classes. The gente alta, the “high people,” or
elite, consisted of the property owners. The gente decente, the “decent vwomu_o &
or middle class, included both professionals and artisans. Finally, the gente .?”h.
NMK...M%, the “humble people,” or poor, included the urban workers w:& wnmmmnm.

A derogatory term widely used to describe the begoars was #
Class identity had strong cultural elements: while &.BWMDR mﬂm M%CH”W% M MWMMM
wasgaa: and aspired to mimic European ways, the gente humilde engaged
in an everyday struggle for survival. Like the vast Em_mc_.xﬂ of rural inhabit-
ants ,@:L almost all women), the urban poor remained illiterate. Thus, when
fﬂcnx: politicians wrote lofty programs and political plans, they mmLH.n.wmnm
a tiny, wealthy, urban, and almost exclusively male audience. .

. To make matters worse, foreigners continued to play important roles in
nineteenth-century Mexico. To be sure, Spanish colonial rule had ended with
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the triumph of Iturbide. But at least initially, the monw.mm&nnnm nc:q.,m.nwnm to
control petty commerce, and Spanish priests occupied a.d@OnB:H. positions in
the Church hierarchy. British banks held much of the Dmmo:.m foreign debt, m:m_
European merchants—especially Spanish, mimmw.r and French ﬁm&oa&lmo.n:-
nated wholesale commerce, particularly in the imported clothes and luxury
items craved by the gente alta and the gente decente. . . o

In light of these divisions, itis not m:_.ﬁ.ﬂ.mmm:m. that clientelist nn_aacavw%m
trumped political ideas and partisanship. Orwn.nn:ma mmwcﬁmm the practice 0
using ties of family, marriage, and friendship to forge ,HE?UH,@.: onOﬁ%W_n
and political networks. In Mexico, as in the »,.awﬂ of Hkﬁﬁa America, nmmn i ow
(regional military leaders), had emerged during the Wars of Indepen: Nﬁnr
With the help of military forces at their ;ﬁowmowa nonﬁmmnm: these caudi Hum
vied for power after the disintegration of mwmb_mr. colonial E_w. Their power
rested on charisma and personal alliances in which the caudillos ?cuum.ﬁm
a material benefit to their followers (clients), who reciprocated by pledging
loyalty to their leader. In turn, the allics of mn.:u ..nmﬁ&:c ﬁuwwm& on mo_u.:w of
this material benefit to their own clients, again In nwmrmﬁmm for their loyalty
and support. Many of these followers were called caciques, Of _cﬁ.”m_ Uommnmu .n
term used in adaptation of the Néhuatl word w.mﬁ a village chief. The caciques
often, but not always, held formal ?Enﬁ.& cmmwnw such as that C.». vaaw Mﬂ
jefe politico. On the national scene, the nmﬁr:@ a.;néaa the Pnbﬁ»ﬂmﬂ and Tes -
cralist factions as mere vehicles for their ambitions, and many of them easily
changed political affiliation. . . ' .

Among the first generation of political leaders of ;.un new tepu mn,
some of the foremost caudillos were Santa Anna and Vicente 'Oznﬁ..n:y
relatively uneducated military leaders who enj oyed large personal followings.
Another important caudillo, Juan Alvarez, ruled Eﬁcm:v.‘ :mnrn:n:mn& ,9. er
southern Mexico for more than five decades. All three of these caudillos wmnm
large followings in their regions—followings that accepted the Bmsmﬁcv'cﬁ
their caudillos over those of the federal government. The trouble for mrn :nm_“
president of republican Mexico, Guadalupe am.nﬂon»u was ﬂ.rm_“ mrn nm‘:&wow a_..mw
not respect the newly created pe blitical mDmﬂmﬁcﬁcnm. In their minds, it was &.__FM
who had won independence on the battlefield, and they were not about to be
subordinated by city slickers under the guise of vm&mgﬁwg&‘ procedures. /.,
Victoria mc_._EHOEW Santa Anna was a particularly amam:wgﬂ adversary. :».m
appeal stemmed from his military stature, but also from his success as vs&.-
\ddition, the caudillo of Veracruz also found adherents
Jolitics—someone who wanted nothing to do with
l-dressed, bureaucratic politicians from the city

ness- and landowner. In ¢
as the embodiment of @nty
Centralists, Federalists, and we
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in general. In that fashion, Santa Anna resembled South American caudillos
such as José Antonio Piez of Venezuela and Juan Manuel de Rosas of Ar-
gentina. Thus Victoria confronted the same political and economic problems
that had proven Iturbide’s undoing, and the president never exerted effective
control over most of the national territory. In 1827, his vice president, Nicolas
Bravo, staged an unsuccessful coup against him, and the following year his
own party demonstrated its lack of respect for democracy when it refused to
recognize the triumph of the opposition in the presidential elections. Aided
by Santa Anna, they imposed Guerrero as the second president of Mexico.
With Guerrero, the caudillos had reached the presidency.

Guerrero had hardly uttered the oath of office when he learned that Spain
had launched an attempt to repossess its former colony. In July 1829—one
vear after the remainder of Spanish South America had attained indepen-
dence—General Isidro Barradas launched an invasion from Cuba, one of
the three last Spanish colonies in the Americas along with the Dominican
Republic and Puerto Rico. Barradas’ forces seized the northeastern port town
of Tampico but got no further. In August, Santa Anna’s forces laid siege to
Tampico and took the city two months later. Afraid of reprisals, most of the
remaining Spaniards fled Mexico after the failed invasion. With this exodus,
the majority of all retail merchants had left the country. British, French, and
German traders filled the gap in wholesale commerce, accentuating Mexico’s
dependence on what would be the rising European industrial powers of the
nineteenth century. The Spanish exodus also capped a decade of capital flight
that left the government starved of significant sources of revenue until the
rebuilding of the mining economy in the 1880s.

The Spanish invasion inaugurated the heyday of Santa Anna. In the words
of Lucas Alamdn, one of the survivors of Hidalgo’s assault on the Alhdndiga
and a foremost politician of this era, postindependence Mexican political his-
tory was the history of Santa Anna’s revolutions. As the linchpin of both the
anti-Iturbide alliance and the coup that elevated Guerrero to the presidency,
Santa Anna emerged as the most important leader of the new republic, and he
soon demonstrated his ability to transcend the Centralist/Federalist conflict
by his own, extensive clientelist network. He had an uncanny ability to portray
himself as the defender of his fatherland. His role in repelling the Spanish
attempt at reconquest carned him the reputation of a defender of national
sovereignty. In 1832, he allied with the Federalists in a successful coup against
President Anastasio Bustamante and became president (for the first time) on
May 16, 1833, serving just cighteen days until June 3, 1833, when he stepped
aside in favor of Vice President Valentin Gomez Farias, a radical Liberal who
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desired to end all privileges of the Church and army ,E Mexico. Just a few
months later, Gomez Farias’s anticlerical reforms led Santa mwnnm ﬂ.o reverse
his stance and return to the presidency in alliance with &n mhbg:mﬁu Thus
began a pattern in which Santa Anna occupied ﬂi relinquished the wnnm&n.nmq
eleven times; his longest term was his last, which .mmmnmm &Bwﬁ. twenty-eig t
months (April 1853—August 1855). Most of n“_n time, he enjoyed U,_m Qw_o_mm
a power behind the scenes who came to the rwmm /i,_wnoa.qnw he J,Unrnawn L the
nation needed him. For example, in 1836; he gained fame in wnm.a_a.m Mexican
troops at the battle of the Alamo during the war that led to the _n&nﬁnb.&cw_nc
of Texas. Two years later, in 1838, he coordinated the &nmwoma of 7_528
against a French invasion force sent to collect debts n”.éna to French nnm&_%?“
including a baker in Mexico City who had once lost his pastrics mo a ,Bmamﬁw ing
mob. During what French journalists Jater dubbed Hr..m _wmmﬁq War, vmﬁﬁ.g Anna
lost his left leg to a cannon shot, and in 1842, astonishingly, he gave his leg a
state burial with a twelve-gun salute. Even more bizarre, two years Eﬁﬁm one
of Santa Anna’s many presidencies ended ina coup H_H:; resulted in the victors
digging out his leg from its mausoleum E”_& waving it &:ccmw the munmnﬁm. "
Although many historians have ﬁa._‘_uﬁmnm m.ﬁ.:m Anna’s success Qw. the
chaos of the postindependence decades, his &.ﬁr&.‘ to dominate Enﬁ.nms
politics over a petiod of twenty-five years requires a different Gnvibﬂnwm._
In fact, opportunism alone could not have guided a leader nr_.ccmr a ﬁc. tica
universe ordered by chaos; hence, historian Frank ‘HmE.._nD_umcH,s s as mmmaaoa
of Santa Anna as “the evil genius of Mexico’s destiny” misses its mark.
Instead, Mexicans repeatedly called upon Santa Anna’s _nwaﬁ.mr:u ._unnmumn
there was no one else, and because the caudillo 405.&.5 %Hn&, ﬁ_mn interests
of the propertied classes even as he cﬁwom,m& and :A,rnc_na their _nww_,_n,nﬁmw
representatives. Santa Anna was steadfast in both his wcvwcﬁ.ﬁwm t r own_m
order and in his folksy defense of antipolitics. He also mo_.mcnimm Mexican
nationalism: as evidenced by his role in defeating %m‘ mwnﬁw: attempt at re-
conquest as well as numerous acts of bravery and military successes against
enemies both domestic and foreign. ) . .
Despite Santa Anna’s efforts to unify the nation, he and other Zoy\_nﬂ
leaders could not prevent U.S. land grabbing, In 1835, Santa Anna mvw, ygated
the Constitution of 1824 and imposed Onbﬂ.mmmm rule upon “.(Hnﬁ‘ncu.ﬁrm
«Qeven Laws” that antagonized many inhabitants of H?.u distant #cn.acw.. I ‘rn
abrogation of the constitution gave &.?.. ..../Jm_s American scttlers ,:.chﬁ.,w
an opportunity they had long been looking for, and under _,:P.“ wnm...“r_m E.u. M “m
Stephen E Austin and Sam Houston, they took up arms under the yannet

independence following the devastating defeat of Santa Anna’s army at
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Jacinto, the Texans easily triumphed over the Mexican forces. In 1836, the
“Lone Star Republic” was born, and eight vears later Texas was admitted to
the Union. The US. annexation of Texas in 1845 sparked one of the many
instances in which Santa Anna left the presidency, overthrown by a coup d’état
that ended with him in exile.

Disputes over the Texas-Mexico border, in particular the question of
whether the Rio Grande or the Nueces River formed the proper boundary,
resulted in further complications with the United States. The issue was not
a small one, as the US. claim doubled the size of Texas to include not only
San Antonio but also Albuquerque, the present state capital of New Mexico.
To enforce this claim, US. President James K. Polk sent envoy John Slidell to
negotiate with the Mexican government. Slidell carried instructions to secure
the border claimed by the Texans, as well as to make an offer to buy Califor-
nia and the rest of New Mexico for a grand total of $30 million. Confident
that its army, which matched the U.S. military forces in size, would repel an
invasion, the Mexican government sent Slidell packing, Polk’s response was
to send a U.S. contingent under General Zachary Taylor across the Nueces
River at Corpus Christi. After Mexican troops killed several of Taylor’s troops,
the U.S. Congress declared war. Thereafter, Taylor’s army slowly wound its
way south, occupying the strategically significant city of Monterrey and tak-
ing control over the northeast. Farther west, U.SS. forces scored easy victories
and reached the city of Chihuahua and the Pacific coast at San Diego. The
shocking course of the war revealed the ineptitude of the Mexican army, as
its commanders were far more interested in battling for the presidency than
in repelling the invaders. It was time, once again, for Santa Anna to save the
nation. In 1846, he reassumed the presidency.

The worst, however, was yet to come. Near Saltillo, Coahuila, Santa Anna
failed to dislodge the US. forces in February 1847, and three weeks later Gen-
eral Winfield Scott’s Army of Occupation landed near Veracruz and invaded
the heartland from the same direction that had brought Cortés success more
than three hundred years earlier. On September 13, Scott’s troops occupied the
capital. The last stand came on Chapultepec Hill, where six Mexican cadets,
still remembered as the wédos béroes, or boy heroes, fell to their deaths rather
than surrender to the North Americans, also known to Mexicans as gr7ngos.
Except for some guerrilla warfare in Veracruz, the war had ended. On February
2, 1848, the Mexican government signed the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,
in which the nation ceded half of its territory to the United States, including
the present-day states of California, Nevada, Arizona, and New Mexico as
well as parts of Colorado, Texas, and Utah. The war with the United States
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marked an important turning point in ways other than these tremendous ter-

ritorial losses, which involved vast, if spatsely populated, areas. The invasion
also brought many Mexicans living in the ceded lands into first-time contact
with the people and culture of the United States, and particularly the Protes-
tant religions, Anglo American food, and industrially manufactured products.
Finally, U.S. land grabbing in the north served as a clarion call to all Mexican
leaders to set aside their differences. The defeat lefta deep wound in the hearts
of nationalists, and many political leaders vowed never again to let foreigners
exploit internal dissensions for their own benefit.

ivents in the southeast—and particularly the Yucatan peninsula—
sounded an equally dire warning. In 1847, even as Mexico waged war with the
United States, Yucatin’s Maya campesinos revolted against the white elite in

the largest and most serious regional uprising in modern Mexican history. As

had happened before, squabbles among the elite created an opening for an
oppressed group to express its grievances. Dubbed the Caste War, the revolt
brought the Maya troops to the cusp of conquering the Yucatan state capital of
Mérida. The state government regrouped and defeated the rebels, who finally
sought refuge in the peninsula’s abundant w sods and shrublands, where they
continued to organize under the banner of Chan Santa Cruz, or the Cult of
the Speaking Cross. It was not until the Mesican Revolution that government
forces finally crushed the rebellion, although isolated fighting continued into

the 1930s. Along with the Yaquis in Sonora, who fought a virtually endless

serics of wars to keep their land and autonomy until their defeat in the late

phases of the Mexican Revolution, Maya resistance proved one of the most
successful and persistent indigenous challenges to central authority.

This example not only showed the strength of indigenous resistance, but

it also demonstrated the regional character of Mexican history. As mentioned,

most of Mexico’s inhabitants professed local and regional rather than national
allegiances. Indeed, a silver lining of the war with the United States might
have been the fact that the conflict constituted a significant turning point in
the emergence of a Mexican national consciousness. The lost war prompted
a majority of propertied Mexicans to agree on 2 common front vis-a-vis the
US. invasion force. They knew that Texas and all points west were lost forever,

but they hoped to maintain the M exican heartland under the authority of the

federal government.
As a result, the Mexican clites bre sadly agreed on the need for some form

of central government contie 1. By the 1840s, the debate between Centralists

and Federalists had shifted to one between the underlying political tenden-

cies of both movements, Conservatism and Liberalism. For the most part,
the Conservatives held many of the views of the former Centralists, and the
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_L_.r.cqm_m, H..Dmbw of those of the former Federalists, but there had been plenty
of exceptions to this rule. The new conflict involved factions that were ideo-
logically aligned to a greater extent than the Centralists and Federalists had
been. .,H.mrm:m their cue from the progenitor of their movement, the statesm
ﬁ:& r.aﬁcamn Lucas Alaman, Conservatives clung to Catholic tradition, a mwb
cial hierarchy, and limited engagement with the outside world. They m,mm:mm
to protect the socioeconomic order inherited from the colonial Hun\icﬁm and
preserve the privileges of the Church and army. The Liberals, following the
F,mm of two nm.zu_ Mexican Liberals, Valentin Gomez Farfas and José Marfa
:_.a v.r.unm, desired to follow the example of the American and French revo-
lutions in abolishing the fueros and all other special legal privileges, and they
E,,?dnmﬁ_mm.&nacﬁmmn reforms to guarantee individual :vﬁ.mmm mnm_ﬁ HTW
P‘c:mm?m:dnmv the Liberals were split into two camps: the paros. ‘On radical
Liberals, who wanted to emulate the free-market capitalism and @mm:ﬁdmng y
democracy of the United States and to break the influence of the Church “
order .8 bring Mexico into the modern wortld; and the moderados, or g.:\o.,_mﬁﬁn
who feared popular uprisings and wished to retain the m:nmm_u hierarchy w:.,mm
some aspects of authoritarian rule. .

REFORM, CrviL WAR,
AND FRENCH INTERVENTION, 1854—-1867

M,é Liberals, whether puros or moderados, agreed on the definitive removal
of Santa Anna m.m.uB the politics of their nation. In 1854—just after Santa
W::ﬂ rmﬁmo_a off a mﬂ.:u of Sonora to the United States in the Gadsden
urchase—they got their chance, as the long-time caudillo of the South
Juan Alvarez, joined their cause. On March 1, Colonel Florencio ﬁ:‘:.nnmm
proclaimed the Plan of Ayutla in the city of the same name in Ccnz.r”g It
not only proclaimed the intention to end the rule of Santa Anna once and .mﬁ.
all, but also .nm:& for a constituent assembly to write a new ncB&EMCn A
new generation of Liberal leaders supported the plan: among them were wrm
creoles Ignacio Comonfort and Miguel Lerdo de Tejada, Melchor Ocam c.
who had studied in Furope for many vears, and the N»mﬁnn Indian mmsﬂﬁ“
Juarez. It Scma;mndmu?v.n: months for the Liberals to reach their goal. On Au-
,Wzﬁ. 8,1 W.mm, Santa .a/:nx resigned the presidency for the r.._ndnﬂﬁr and final
A.H“H“MAMHM,C,HMA arez briefly became president before giving way to the moderado
Among the Liberal victors, none was > important the ito Judres

A Zapotec, Judrez was born in 1806 W:A M_.Hg ”AH._“ waﬂ H.W_”_,_ﬂ_b..\.w: mnD:'.:,_ e
eC ag suelatao, Oaxaca, into

a poor family. He became an orphan as a three-year-old and ,ﬂ:wrnn_, as a
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shepherd at a very young age to sustain himself. At twelve years of age, he
walked forty-one miles to the city of Oaxaca and began an apprenticeship as
a printer. It was only then that Juarez learned Spanish, and he soon realized
that the way up was through obtaining a formal education. After a brief stint
studying in a seminary, Juirez studied law. Highly intelligent and articulate, he
became the first attorney to receive official certification in the state of Oaxaca.
He began his political career at the age of twenty-six, when he was elected to
the Oaxaca city council, but returned to the practice of law, where he distin-
guished himself in defending a village againstits local priest. He became a man
of means, which enabled him to marry a white woman, Margarita Maza, the
daughter of Italian immigrants. He returned to politics, and in 1848 he won
election as governor of his home state—the first indigenous Mexican ever
clected to a governorship. During Santa Anna’s last term in office, the caudillo
had Juérez arrested and escorted to Veracruz, where the Qaxacan departed
for exile in New Orleans. From Louisiana, Juirez plotted the overthrow of
Santa Anna and secured Alvarez’s support as well as the provision of arms
and money to the rebels. Therefore, he played a crucial role in the victory of
the Liberals in 1855.

Thus began the Liberal Reforma, a vast experiment to modernize Mexico
along the lines of Great Britain and the United States. Even though the mod-
erado Comonfort was president, it was puros such as Judrez and Lerdo de
Tejada who took the lead in writing the most significant reform laws of the
era. Juirez and Lerdo desired a capitalist, democratic, and secular nation in
which individuals were equal before the law. In such a society, they believed,
both the rich and the poor would compete for power on equal terms, free
from the odious ethnic and professional distinctions created by the fueros,
which allowed the clergy and members of the military to avoid trial in civil
courts. The very first reform law, the Ley Judrez of 1855, restricted the fueros
to violations of ecclesiastical and military law. The other reform laws entailed a
direct attack on the Catholic Church. Authored by another puro Liberal, the Ley
Lerdo barred what it labeled “corporations”’—chiefly Church institutions and
local governments—from owning land and real estate not essential to running
their cveryday operations. The law decreed that most of the vast landholdings
of the Church would be auctioned off to private citizens. Liberals were not

thinkine, however, of providing landless campesinos with a plot to call their
own; instead, they intended to foster private landownership in Mexico, with
the lands going to the highest bidder. President Comontort also approved a
law ¢ ing the state—rather than the Church—the power to register births

mast s, and deaths. This law took away one of the principal sources o
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revenue of the Church. Finally, the new Constitution of 1857 codified these
laws and created a parliamentary system in which the president would have
to share power with a single legislature. Mexico, as the framers of this docu-
ment believed, needed safeguards against dictatorship, and the E_unw&m, hoped
that the new document would prevent the emergence of a new on:mAMm:
_nmmna such as Santa Anna. The new constitution also omitted any mention
m: Catholicism as the state church, although it did not expressly safeguard
freedom of religion, either. Neither the Church nor the Conservatives could
accept %wm new state of things. From distant Rome, Pope Pius IX denounced
ﬁw,c. constitution. He and the Conservatives found help from the Mexican
military, which—just like the Church—had lost important privileges through
the .Emcncimﬁ_‘m. In 1858, General Félix Zuloaga pronounced himself in re-
bellion against Comonfort, jailed Jurez, the next in line for the presidency;
and dissolved Congress. ;
« Zuloaga’s coup plunged Mexico into a most devastating civil war, the
dﬂ_.\.s, of the Reform (1858-61). While the army proclaimed Zuloaga pre amnnr
._E.s.om escaped to Querétaro, whete he was named president by his Liberal
m:.ﬁm as the first and only indigenous Mexican to occupy the nc:mnnﬂw highest
office. The two national governments then went to war to determine Dmmcaw_
supremacy and the fate of the reform. The three-year war that ensued defied
casy ideological or political categorization. For nWmBEP indigenous people
wowﬁ‘wﬂ on both sides of the conflict. Some of those who sided with the Hkmvmﬂ.
&m did so out of conviction that an open political system would provide them
with more opportunities to express their maoa‘mmnmm,‘mnn_ others admired Juirez
ﬁwﬁrﬁ. E&.mnnccm Mexicans such as the cacique Tomds Mejfa supported ﬁrm
Conservatives because they feared that the Ley Lerdo might not just disentail
_.,rn lands of the Church, but those of mnﬂm,ﬁomccw villages as well. Yet Nu%mmm
3:.04&. the lead of the Conservative Party because they had been threatened
or intimidated by the Church. Likewise, creoles and bwcmawom, city dwellers
and country people, could be found on both sides of the conflict. After three
vears, the Liberals finally won a decisive defeat under General Ignacio Zara-
goza. At the cost of tens of thousands of lives, it appeared that the advocates
of reform had prevailed. o
. Yet a military victory such as this one could not breach the deep divide
manifested by the Conservative-Liberal conflict—a divide that transcended
En, conflict between political factions dominated by the gente alta and decente
to include the lower classes. The Liberal attack on the Church not only pro-
voked the wrath of the Church hierarchy and other defenders of traditional
privilege, but also the opposition of popular Catholicism. One anEvF cﬁm
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the way traditional Catholics understood the conflict was through the cult of
Madre Matiana, a sixteenth-century nun said to have been plagued by terrify-
ing visions of a Satanic plot to throw the nation into turmoil by means of a
constitution, an egalitarian legal code, and the establishment of legislative rule.
According to nineteenth-century Catholic pamphlets, Matiana prophesied the
incursion of U.S. armies, civil wat, and the expropriation of Church property.
These pamphlets ascribed to Matiana the role of a visionary who mnnnwﬁmﬁ&
the chaos and violence of nineteenth-century Mexico. On the other side of the
debate, the Liberals viewed the Catholic Church as the primaty obstacle toward
the establishment of a capitalist and democratic society like the United mﬂm_.hm.
Popular liberalism also viewed the Church as a foreign-controlled mnmafncn
that purposefully kept millions of Mexicans in ignorance and poverty. ._ L_u.wm.
als believed the Church to be the last holdover of Spanish rule, an institution
that kept Mexico repeating colonial patterns.

Hopes for peace thus proved ephemeral. The Liberals bickered over
the treatment of their enemies, and President Juirez confronted a Congress
that took its charge to check executive power seriously. Mexico was .&mc, :.._
a deep financial crisis. Due to the war, the government had not paid its civil
servants or police for three years. The country’s infrastructure lagged decades
behind that of many other Latin Ametican countries. While investors in the
United States mnwcnw together a network of railroads that soon connected
the Atlantic to the Pacific coasts, not a single serviceable railroad line existed
in Mexico that linked two major cities. A typical journey from Mexico City
to Veracruz took at least three days, and several weeks in the rainy season.
The government was also deeply in debt to its creditors from France, Great
Britain, and Spain and besieged by claims from private citizens from these
nations who had suffered losses during the War of Reform. On October 31,
1861, delegates from the creditor nations agreed to collect on these debts in
the Convention of London. The terms of the agreement stipulated the oc-
cupation by forces of the three signatory powers of both coasts and forced
debt collection by means of seizing the customs house of Veracruz. dcﬁ.ﬁwn
French Emperor Napoleon 111 had even more ambitious plans. He desired
to establish a virtual French colony in the Americas. When the British and
Spanish officers in Veracruz realized the scope of these ambitions, they sent
their troops home; their departure left Napoleon’ troops alone to carry out
their leader’s grandiose plans for conquest.

Iess than a month after Queen Victoria of England and Queen Isabella
11 of Spain withdrew their forces from the Mexican coasts, more than six thou-

3 the success of General Scott’s

d French troops marched inland. Aware of
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army just sixteen years before, the French did not expect much resistance; and
they were encouraged by the fact that both the Conservatives and the Church
supported the invasion. But on May 5, 1862, Zaragoza’s soldiers defeated the
invaders in the Battle of Puebla, a victory still celebrated each year during
the Cinco de Mayo festivities. Among the Mexican officers distinguishing
themselves in the battle was a young mestizo from Oaxaca, Brigadier General
Porfirio Diaz, who would become Mexico’s longest-serving ruler later in the
century. But the Mexican triumph was short-lived. Aided by more than thirty
thousand reinforcements, the French regrouped and laid siege to Puebla in
March 1863. The city fell after two months, and in late May, Juarez gave up
Mexico City without a fight. While Judrez and his cabinet evacuated to San
[uis Potosi, the French seized the capital and named a provisional govern-
ment consisting of thirty-five Conservative notables, including several former
allies of Santa Anna. The French had found domestic allies to support their
occupation and hunkered down for what they believed would be a long-term
presence in Mexico.

But this was only an intermediate step to Napoleon’s larger goal: the
naming of a European monarch as Emperor of Mexico, a2 monarch who
would rule by the force of French arms. He found his man in Archduke Fer-
dinand Maximilian of Austria, the younger brother of Emperor Franz Joseph
1. Maximilian readily assented provided that a plebiscite would validate his
reign. This condition indicated that the future emperor would not always do
the bidding of his Conservative and French backers. Although the plebiscite
administered by the French army confirmed Maximilian in his new office,
he had served notice that he, like Juirez and the other Liberals, valued the
principle of popular sovereignty. But he also knew who his master was. In
the Convention of Miramar, Maximilian accepted the throne and promised
to reimburse Napoleon for the costs of the military occupation, including the
wages of the French troops while in Mexico. He also guaranteed the payment
of all French claims in full.

In late May 1864, Maximilian and his wife Charlotte (known to Mexicans
as Carlota) arrived in Veracruz aboard an Austrian vessel. They brought with
them all the accouterments of a European court: furniture, china, servants,
cooks, bureaucrats, and even two ladies-in-waiting. Hot and humid Veracruz,
however, offered a rude awakening to the realities of a very different region
of the wotld from the one Maximilian and Carlota had left. Upon viewing
the dilapidated port facilities, the royal couple realized the enormous rask of
achieving economic development in a country that had secen more than half a
century of political unrest and economic stagnation. In Mexico, yellow fever
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plagued the coast, striking down thousands of people each year. Black vultures
hovered over the town, ready to pick at moldering carcasses in the streets.
The welcome party sent to greet the monarchs arrived late, and the journey
to Mexico City took several days. The railroad ended in a tiny village in the
Sierra Madre, whence stagecoaches brought the royal party to the capital. Once
there, the couple felt more at home, as the cool mountain air of Mexico City
was much more to their liking, Maximilian and Carlota installed themselves in
lofty Chapultepec Castle, the residence of Mexican presidents.

Maximilian’s rule contributed to the growth of foreign cultural influence.
The French brought their cuisine to Mexico, and the Austrians their pastry.
French thought already molded the worldview of the elite in Mexico City, and
the French and Austrian presence gave further impetus to those ideas. The
Austrian polka left its imprint in the waltz rhythms and brass instrumentation
of rancheramusic, and French soldiers left their genetic imprint in the provinces
such as Los Altos, Jalisco, in the form of their children from mixed unions.
But just as the new emperor advanced the Europeanization of Mexico, so did
Maximilian endeavor to make himself Mexican. Upon entering Mexico City, he
made his first stop at the Basilica de Guadalupe, a gesture designed to appeal
to both the Church and the indigenous and mestizo majority. Maximilian also
opened his palace to the public once a week; he spent alot of time wandering
around in marketplaces; he ate Mexican food; and he sometimes even wore
indigenous garments. According to French military officer Charles Blanchot,
Maximilian visited indigenous communities in order to relieve a tortured soul
that was taxed beyond its limits by the task of governing Mexico: “When his
state of irritation became too acute, and when the burden of his job seemed
too heavy, His Majesty would go on a little trip. Amidst the ovations of the
poor, morose Indians, he found relief and pleasure, as he considered himself
adored by his subjects.”

While the blond and blue-eyed Maximilian’s efforts to Mexicanize him-
self produced bemusement among both the French occupation army and the
Mexico City elite, his policies engendered controversy. To the consternation
of his Conservative allies, Maximilian issued a series of decrees reminiscent
of Liberal policies. Assisted by Mexican advisers steeped in modern French
thought, a group dubbed /os imperialisias, he decreed freedom of the press and
the abolition ot debt peonage. The new emperor did not treat the Church
much differently than had Judrez. He refused to reinstate lands lost during
the Reforma, and he even imposed several forced loans on the Church. A
Freemason, Max in line with those of the Liberals
than those of the iherals, however, refused to come to
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terms with the emperor. From their point of view, Maximilian was a usurpet,
a foreign ruler imposed by an army of occupation. Driven back all the way to
the ULS. border near El Paso, Texas, Judrez and his allies realized that a Mexi-
-an Empire was not viable in the long run and drew nationalist credentials
from their rejection of Maximilian and the French occupation. They knew
that U.S. President Abraham Lincoln could not but reject Maximilian on the
arounds of the Monroe Doctrine, which denounced the establishment of new
l{uropean colonies in the Americas. In 1865, the victory of the Union over
the Confederacy in the U.S. Civil War assured Juirez of U.S. military support,
as Lincoln wasted no time pressuring Napoleon to withdraw his forces from
Mexico. Tired of an occupation that had become increasingly expensive and
ineftective, Napoleon began to remove French soldiers in late 1866 and early
1867. The Lincoln administration also allowed the Juaristas to purchase arms
in the United States.

In the end, these three factors—Liberal nationalism, the position of
the United States, and the French withdrawal—doomed Maximilian’s empire.
In the spring of 18606, the Juaristas seized the offensive and occupied the
strategic northern cities of Chihuahua, Monterrey, and Matamoros. During
the remainder of the year, the Liberals seized the rest of the north as well
as Guadalajara and Oaxaca and encircled Maximilian in central Mexico. The
end came in June 1867, when the Juatistas captured Maximilian in the city of
Querétaro. Mindful of the fact that the emperor had ordered the execution
of all captured Liberal commanders at the height of his power in 1865, Juarez
had Maximilian court-martialed and sentenced to death. On the morning of
June 19, 1867, a firing squad executed Maximilian and some of his closest
Mexican allies on a hill outside Querétaro.

The executions sent a message that Mexico was a sovereign nation, but
they also served up an eerie reminder that being a Mexican head of state was a
hazardous profession. Sovereignty had come at a terrible price: at least 50,000
casualties in the last war alone, decades of political strife, economic crisis, and
foreign intervention accompanied by the loss of half of the country’s terri-
tory. But this hard-won sovereignty had only heightened the sense that Mexico
needed a strong central government and a series of reforms to survive. It fell
to Juarez and his allies to oversee the resulting process of Liberal moderniza-

tion intended to make Mexico, at last, a nation equal to the invaders that had
plagued its first decades of existence as an independent country.



