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ABSTRACT

Emilio Portes Gil entered the service of the
Mexican Revolution at an early age and served in a
variety of governmental posts from 1914 until 1928
when he was elected as Provisional President of
Mexico. His administration covered a period of
fourteen months. During this time, he was confronted
with important internal problems concerning agrarian
reform, 1labor, Church-state relations, military
insurrection, and university autonomy. The study
includes a survey of the revolutionary background
of the Portes Gil administration as well as a
description of the measures employed in dealing with
internal problems. It also includes a chapter
composed of selected oral history text based on
tape-recorded interviews with Portes Gil by James
W. Wilkie and Edna Monzén de Wilkie. This oral
history material has been translated from Spanish
to English and annotation has been supplied for the
purpose of making the text more easily understood
by non-specialists with an interest in twentieth
century Mexican political history. An introductory
chapter describes the nature of oral history and
discuses the methodology employed by the Wilkies in
their interviews with elites.

The study represents a combination of political
history, biography, and autobiography; also, it
constitutes a case study of presidential politics
in a developing country. Emphasis is placed on
description rather than analysis, with the primary
objective to make available for English-language
readers or researchers a document that relates how
a former Mexican President viewed his presidential
service when duestioned by an oral historian
approximately thirty-five years after 1leaving
office.



PREFACE

Academic interest in the violent phase of the
Mexican Revolution (1910-1940) has increased in
recent years as scholars have attempted to describe
and to analyze the effects of the period on the
people and institutions of contemporary Mexico. As
is the case with all periods of national history,
time must pass before political events and
ideological changes <can be readily placed 1in
perspective. During the administration of President
Emilio Portes Gil,a Catholic guerrilla war was ended
and an army revolt was suppressed. Only sporadic and
small-scale violence broke out in the decade of the
1930's; thus it is now apparent that the Portes Gil
era (December, 1928, to February, 1930) marked a
final stage of the great armed struggle that began
with Madero”s attack on the Diaz dictatorship in
1910.

A detailed political history of the Portes Gil
administration has yet to be written, and a
biography of +this Mexican president is still
lacking. Although Portes Gil has authored two
autobiographical works, neither has been translated
into English. An important oral history source was
produced in 1964, however, when Dr. James W. Wilkie
(currently Professor of Latin American History and
Associate Director of the Latin American Center at
the University of California, Los Angles) and his
wife, Edna Monzén de Wilkie, taped interviews with
Portes Gil in Mexico City.

This thesis project was designed to make
available to English-language readers selected
portions of the Wilkies' important oral history
interview which combines biography with
autobiography. For the purpose of making the
translated document more easily understood by



persons lacking a back- ground in twentieth-century
Mexican political development, necessary
introductory and background information has been
supplied and bibliographical annotations have been
added.

The study begins with an introduction in which
the oral history method is described. The second
chapter provides historical background material on
the Mexican Revolution which brought Portes Gil and
his immediate predecessors to power. Chapter III
deals with five major internal problems that
confronted President Portes Gil and which are
discussed in those portions of the oral history
interviews that have been translated, annotated, and
presented in the final chapter. Hopefully, this
study will serve as a model for similar projects
designed to make oral history materials readily
available in a useful form.

Although the author assumes all responsibility
for the writing, translation, and annotation
involved in producing this work, appreciation 1is
expressed to Dr. Lyle C. Brown, Dr. Robert T. Miller,
Dr. Thomas F. Walker, Dr. James W. Wilkie, and Mrs.
Edna Monzén de Wilkie for their invaluable
assistance. As director of the thesis, Dr. Brown
supplied needed encouragement and facilitated
research by placing his private collection of
Mexican source materials at my disposal. A much-
appreciated graduate assistantship in the Department
of Political Science at Baylor University made
possible the completion of this past year of
graduate study. Lastly, I must pay tribute to the
assistance of Mrs. Nancy Dodd, who typed the
manuscript under the pressure of a fast-approaching
deadline.

Barbara Dianne Morrison

Waco, Texas
August, 1971
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

Reconstruction of the political history of a
developing country presents many difficulties.
Special problems are encountered by those who
attempt to chronicle and to analyze the political
events of a period of great violence, such as the
years of revolutionary upheaval in Mexico that
stretched from 1910 to 1940. Some participants in
revolutions may be illiterate and therefore
incapable of establishing a written record of their
activities. Others often lack the time or the desire
to compose memoirs or to maintain diaries. Still
others die before they have had an opportunity to
put their thoughtsinto writing. And of course, the
destruction that accompanies revolutionary strife
may sweep away public archival collections and
personal papers. While there is no substitute for
written source materials and carefully preserved
statistical data,some gaps of knowledge can be
filled in through employment of the oral history
technique; where records abound, oral history simply
provides an additional means of doing a good job in
a more thorough fashion'.

Recording oral history involves interviewing
individuals or groups for the purpose of creating

' For information concerning the origin and development of oral history, consul t the following: Charles William
Conway, "Lyman Copeland Draper, 'Father of American Oral History,” Journal of Library History, I (October,
1966), 234-241; Allan Nevins, "Oral History: how and Why It was Born," Wilson Library Bulletin, XL (March,
1966), 600-601; G. Robert Vincent, "The Sound of History: The Story of the National Voice Library--and the
Man Who Made it," Library Journal, XC (October 15,1965),4282-4290; Alfred B. Rollins, Jr., "The Voice as
History: Twenty years with Tape," The Nation, November 20, 1967, 518-521; Joel Lieber, "The Tape recorder
as Historian," Saturday Review, June 11, 1966, 98-99; and Louis Shores, "The Dimensions of Oral History,"
Library Journal, XCII March, 1967), 979-983. A growing number of books is being published based largely on
oral history sources or including many pages of quoted oral history interviews. In some cases, a book may be
composed entirely of oral history materials; for example, see John A. Garraty, Interpreting American History:
Conversations with Historians (2 vols.; New York: Macmillan, 1970).




"new source materials from the reminiscences of
their own life and acts, or from their association
with a particular person, period, or event."?
Recollections are tape-recorded and then transcribed
into typescript.

Although some oral historians have argued that their
proper role is restricted largely to being a good
listener so that there will be a minimum of danger
of influencing the narration of the interviewee,
this argument has been rejected by Professor James
W. Wilkie. He insists, "The role of the historian
is to stimulate a historical conscience in his
subject and to prod his man into talking about a
number of concepts which generally are of more
interest to academicians than to men of action.”’® In
short, oral history is more than oral
autobiography.’ Thus Wilkie has written:

There are many paths conversation can take
at any given juncture, and the investigator must
be quick to select the right one and skillfully
return to the others. For this reason, it can
be helpful to bring several scholars together
to conduct interviews in order to increase the
possibility that important points are not
omitted. As hard as he tries, the historian can
never cover all of the material which should be
developed analytically. The best he can do 1is
to try to ask sophisticated questions, knowing
full well that a student of the future will
lament that he missed many key elements.

% Elizabeth Rumics, "Oral History: Defining the Term," Wilson Library Journal, XL (March, 1966), 602.

3 James w. Wilkie, "Postulates of the Oral History Cent.er for Latin America," Journal of Library History, 11
(January, 1967), 50.

* Wilkie points out that Oscar Lewis, a cultural anthropologist, made extensive use of the tape-recorded oral
history interview in his research on the culture of poverty. Lewis, however, omitted his own participation as he
constructed the life histories of individuals whom he interviewed. See the following works on Mexico by Lewis:
Five Families: Mexican Case Studies in the Culture of Poverty (New York; Basic Book, 1959); The Children of
Sanchez: Autobiography of a Mexican Family (New York: Random House, 1961); Pedro Martinez a Mexican
peasant and His Family (New York: Random House, 19-6"4); and A Death in the Sanchez Family (New York:
Random House, 1969). Also, see a similar work-resulting from oral history research in a different setting: La
Vida, A Puerto Rican Family in the Culture of Poverty--San Juan and New York (New York: Random House,
1966).




Nevertheless, the recorded sessions offer more
to history than does either autobiography or
biography alone; and we can look upon the oral
history confrontation as an improvement in
method, not as any final answer to understanding
the past.’

Not only does the oral history interview allow
the person being interviewed a chance to record for
posterity his recollections, but also it gives the
interviewer an opportunity to assist in the
selection of the historical documents that will be
preserved for use by future generations.®
Furthermore, Wilkie proposes:

A sociology of knowledge will emerge as the
historian asks similar questions of leaders who
represent ideologies composing the whole
political spectrum.

As in a court of law, testimony may be taken
in an attempt to register facts and
interpretation for the official record. While
we must recognize that we shall never find the
whole truth, we are able to record knowledge
upon which representatives of major groups in
society have acted to determine which leaders
have worked with the most accurate information
at a given moment in time. Essentially, we are
interested in comparing men's lives to see how
the process of national history develops, and
we must remember that what men think happen? is
often as important as what actually happens.’

Also, Professor Wilkie explains that "the
development of oral history adds a humanistic as
well as a socially scientific dimension to the

5 Wilkie,"Postulates of the Oral History Center for Latin America," p. 51.
® Ibid., p. 47.
" Ibid., p. 48.



scholar's kit of tools.”® And he contends that "by
retaining the individual element in the recording
of history, we not only attempt to examine biases
of both historian and historical figure, but we
attempt to capture personal equations and shadings
of history which give balance and perspective to
impersonal investigation.”’

Although Emilio Portes Gil has written two
autobiographical accounts covering his
participation in Mexico's revolutionary politics
(including his fourteen months as Provisional
President of Mexico),' a reading of the oral history
document presented in Chapter IV of this study
indicates that Professor Wilkie's interview with
Mexico's former chief executive represents an
original contribution to our knowledge of twentieth
century political development in that country. So
that the importance of persons and events mentioned
in this interview can be better understood, the
following chapter will sketch the revolutionary
background of the Portes Gil administration.

® Ibid.

? Ibid. For further development of Professor Wilkie's oral history methods and concepts, see his "Oral History
of 'Biographical Elitelore” in Latin America" {paper presented at the Conference on "Folklore and Social
Science," Wenner Gren Foundation for Anthropological Research, Inc., New York City, November, 1967. Also,
see Wilkie's "Alternative Views in History: (1) Historical Statistics, and (2) Oral History," to be published in
Field Research Guide to Mexico, edited by Richard E. Greenleaf and Michael C. Meyer (Lincoln: University
of Nebraska Press, probably 1972).

' Emilio Portes Gil, Quince Afios de Politica Mexicana (3rd ed. México, D.F.: Ediciones Botas, 1954); and
idem., Autobiografia de la Revoluciéon Mexicana, Un Tratado de Interpretacion Historica (México, D.F.:
Instituto Mexicano de Cultura, 1964).




CHAPTER IT
REVOLUTIONARY BACKGROUND

Born in Ciudad Victoria, Tamaulipas, on October
3, 1891, Emilio Portes Gil approached manhood as the
dictatorship of Porfirio Diaz was crumbling under
the impact of the Mexican Revolution which broke out
in 1910.' Earlier, after decades of disorder, Diaz
had brought thirty-five vyears of peace and a
substantial amount of economic prosperity to the
country.

During this period Mexico was governed under the
federal Constitution of 1857, which provided for
separation of powers; but, in fact, governing power
was centralized at the national 1level and was
monopolized by the chief executive. Diaz celebrated
his eightieth birthday in 1910, and without doubt
the advanced age of the dictator contributed to the
weakening of the regime. Another factor leading to
his eventual downfall was the rising tide of Mexican
nationalism, which was accompanied by manifestations
of resentment at the enrichment of foreign
investors--especially citizens of the United States-
-who received the President's encouragement and
protection. Thus critics of Diaz charged that he had
made Mexico "the father of foreigners and the step-
father of Mexicans.'

Shortly after the +turn of the century the
Liberal Party, headed by Ricardo Flores Magodn,

1 See below, p. 40.

2 Frank R. Brandenburg, The Making of Modern Mexico (Engle- wood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-
Hall, 1967), p. 40. For a classic exposé of the Diaz regime, see John Kenneth Turner,
Barbarous Mexico: An Indictment of a Cruel and Corrupt System (London: Cassell and Co.,
1912).




challenged the dictatorship; but this opposition
movement was effectively suppressed and its
leadership was forced into exile.” As Diaz
approached the end of his seventh term, however, a
young landowner named Francisco Madero published an
important book, La Sucesién Presidencial en 1910.%
Critical of the Diaz system, the book sparked
renewed anti-Diaz activity and caused the author to
become a presidential candidate. As a young student,
Portes Gil became a supporter of Madero and assisted
in the publication of an anti-Diaz newspaper in his
home town.'> Before the election was held, however,
Madero was arrested. After being jailed briefly, he
was released on bond in the city of San Luis Potosi
but then fled to Texas. From San Antonio he issued
his Plan of San Luis Potosi, calling on fellow
citizens to rise up in revolt. Although unsuccessful
at first, with the assistance of a former outlaw
known as Pancho Villa and assorted patriots and
adventurers Madero was able to defeat the
government's forces in northern Mexico during the
early months of 1911. Almost simultaneously other
rebel bands came into existence throughout the
republic. Included among the insurgents was a
peasant leader named Emiliano Zapata who operated
in the state of Morelos.'

In May, 1911, Diaz was forced to abandon the

13 See Lyle C. Brown, "The Mexican Liberals and Their Struggle Against the Diaz

Dictatorship," In Antologia MCC, 1956, (México, D.F.: Mexico City College Press, 1956), pp.
313-362; and James D. Cockcroft, Intellectual Precursors of the Mexican Revotution, 1900-
1913 (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1968)

% Francisco I. Madero, La Sucesién Presidencial en 1910 (3d cd.; México, D.F.: Libreria de la
Viuda de Ch. Bouret, 1911). The first edition was published in San Pedro, Coahuila, 1908;
and the second edition was published in México, D.F., 1909.

> See below, p. 41.

16 See Jesus Silva Herzog, Breve Historia de la Revolucién Mexicana: Los Antecedentes y la
Etapa Maderista, No. 17 of Coleccidn Popular (México, D.F.: Fondo de Cultura Econémica,
1960), pp. 54-176.




country; and for a few months Francisco de la Barra
served as provisional president until Madero was
elected to succeed him. After taking office 1in
November, 1911, Madero soon disappointed the
revolutionaries who had helped to overthrow Diaz.
Instead of purging the government of pro-Diaz
functionaries and undertaking social and economic
reforms, the new president sought to govern with
disloyal civil and military officials while the same
time maintaining the status quo in regard to social
and economic policy. Finally, under attack by
dissatisfied revolutionaries such as Zapata and pro-
Diaz elements such as General Bernardo Reyes, Madero
was overthrown by General Victoriano Huerta in
February, 1913. Shortly thereafter he was murdered,
along with Vice President José Maria Pino Suéarez,
while being transported from the presidential palace
to the penitentiary in Mexico City. Although he had
disappointed most revolutionaries while living, in
death Madero became a martyr.'’

Refusing to recognize the legitimacy of the
Huerta government, Governor Venustiano Carranza of
Coahuila raised his standard of revolt and announced
the Plan of Guadalupe on March 26, 1913. As First
Chief of the Constitutionalist Revolution, Carranza
sought support from the land-hungry peasant masses
and the restless industrial workers by promising to
carry out all necessary economic, social, and
political reforms. With the able military leadership
of Alvaro Obregdén, Carranza's troops succeeded in
capturing Mexico City in 1914 and Huerta fled to
Europe. At this point, however, open conflict
developed between the Constitutionalist forces and
those led by Villa and Zapata. As a result of this
division within the ranks of the revolutionaries,

7 see ibid., pp. 177ff.



Carranza was forced to abandon the national capital
and with-draw to the port city of Veracruz.'® It was
there that Portes Gil entered the service of the
Constitutionalist government as a sub-lieutenant
clerk in the Office of the Military Assessor; and
after General Obregdn's army reoccupied Mexico City,
Portes Gil was 1licensed to practice law and was
appointed to the post of sub-chief in the Department
of rlilitary Justice.”

During the two years that followed, Zapata was
killed and his peasant forces were scattered; at the
same time Villa's army was crushed and the former
bandit was forced to seek refuge in the mountains
and deserts of his native Chihuahua.?* Mean-while,
Portes Gil became a judge of the Supreme Court of
Justice in the state of Sonora under the
governorship of Plutarco Elias Calles; and later he
was appointed by General Obregdén to a legal post in
the Ministry of War and Naval Affairs.?' Carranza
then decided that the time had come to hold a
constitutional convention for the purpose of
legitimizing his regime and paving the way for his
election as president. Under the guidance of the
First Chief, a draft constitution was prepared and

'8 For a detailed account of these military and political developments, see Lyle C. Brown,
"The Politics of Armed Struggle in, the Mexican Revolution, 1913-1915," in Revolution in
Mexico: Years of Upheaval, 1910-1940, ed. By James W. Wilkie and Albert L. Michaels (New
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1969), pp. 60-72. For a description of Villa's operations, see John
Reed, Insurgent Mexico, ed. By Albert L. Michaels and James W. Wilkie (New York: Simon
and Schuster, 1969). The best treatment of Zapata is found in John Womack, Jr., Zapata and
the Mexican Revolution (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1969). See also Robert E. Quirk, The
Mexican Revolution, 1914-1915: The Convention of Aguascalientes (Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 1960).

1% See below, p. 42.

2 See Jesus Silva Herzog, Breve Historia de la Revolucién Mexicana: La Etapa
Constitucionalista y la Lucha de Facciones, No. 17 of Coleccion Popular (México, D.F.: Fondo
de Cultura Econdémica, 1960), pp. 181-251.

*1 See below, p. 43.




submitted to the convention delegates who met in
Querétaro late in 1916. Despite the strong influence
of Carranza, more radical elements under the
leadership of Francisco J. Magica succeeded in
writing a new constitution which was similar to the
Constitution of 1857 but which included some far-
reaching reforms relating to education, land tenure,
labor, and religion.?” Mexico now had a national
constitution that incorporated a definite
revolutionary program. Thus Howard F. Cline wrote:

The years of seemingly inconclusive
revolutionary turmoil had not been wholly 1in
vain. Mexico's new nationalism had, at the cost
of innumerable lives, been slowly defined and
labeled "The Revolution." Its program
henceforth was the Constitution of 1917. Its
slogans could now be used to mobilize the new
forces in society and politics necessary to
implement its goals-- social justice,
exploitation and redistribution of national
wealth and resources, extirpation of special
privileges, especially corporate and foreign,
and the extension of "modernism" to the polyglot
and still heterogeneous Mexican people.?®

Under the new constitution, Portes Gil was
elected in 1917 to represent his native state in the
Chamber of Deputies of the federal Congress. Two
years later he beca.me involved in a strike of
petroleum workers in Tampico; and as a result of
this activity he suffered imprisonment and
banishment to Chihuahua.?® Meanwhile, in spite of

2 See Silva Herzog, Breve Historia de la Revolucidon Mexicana: La Etapa Constitucionalista y
la Lucha de Facciones, pp. 252-283.

23 Howard F. Cline, The United States and Mexico (rev. ed.; New York: Atheneum Press,
1963), p. 170.

24 See below, p. 43; and Portes Gil, Autobiografia de la Revoluciéon Mexicana, pp. 249-256.




opposition by Carranza, Obregén announced that he
would be a candidate for the presidency in 1920.
Prohibited from seeking reelection under terms of
the Constitution of 1917, Carranza supported the
candidacy of Ignacio Bonillas, Mexico's ambassador
to the United States.

When Adolfo de la Huerta, governor of Sonora,
declared his support of Obregdén, conflict between
state and federal authorities resulted. Finally, on
April 23, De la Huerta issued the plan of Agua Prieta
calling for rebellion against Carranza's government.
Within a few days most of the nation's military
forces had turned against the President, and he was
forced to abandon Mexico City. On May 21 Carranza
was betrayed and killed in the wvillage of
Tlaxcalantongo, and De la Huerta was elected as Pro-
visional President of Mexico. His administration
lasted only six months--just long enough to permit
a presidential campaign that resulted in the
election of Obregén by an overwhelming margin.

Obregén's opponent, Alfredo Robles Dominguez,
was not credited with a single vote in some states.?”

After nearly three years in office, Obregén made
known the fact that he favored the election of
Plutarco Elias Calles as his successor. This choice
prompted several generals to rebel in support of De
la Huerta. Despite the fact that half of the army
had turned against him, President Ohregdén took fast
and effective action. Within a few weeks the
insurgent forces were crushed, and the election of

2> See John W. F. Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico: A Chronicle of the Revolution, 1919-1920
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 1961), pp. 17-87.

10



Calles was arranged without further difficulty.?®
Meanwhile, because of his association with Obregén,
Portes Gil had become provisional governor of
Tamaulipas following the overthrow of the Carranza
regime; then 1in 1925 he was elected as chief
executive of his state for a four-year term.?’

During Calles' four years as president (1924-
1928), he was confronted with a revolt by army units
and with an insurrection of militant Catholics.
Although strongly opposed to some of the articles
of the Constitution of 1917, the Catholic hierarchy
did not mount a strong campaign against that
fundamental law until 1926. when Archbishop José
Mora y del Rio asserted the opposition of the Roman
Catholic Church to <constitutional pro-visions
concerning education, land ownership, and regulation
of religious activities, Calles reacted by expelling
all alien clergy from the country, closing Catholic
schools, deporting the pope's Apostolic Delegate,
and requiring that priests should register with
civil authorities. In response to this action, the
hierarchy announced that religious services would
be suspended as of July 31, 1926; and shortly
thereafter thousands of militant Catholics launched
a campaign of guerrilla warfare against. The
government. Because of their proclaimed dedication
to Cristo Rey (Christ the King), these rebels were
called Cristeros.?®

26 Ibid., pp. 218-263; and Edwin Lieuwen, Mexican Militarism: The Political Rise and Fall of
the Revolutionary Army, 1910-1940 (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1968),
72-79.

%’ See below, p. 44; and Portes Gil, Autobiografia, de la Revolucién Mexicana, pp. 294-297.
8 Good accounts of the development of the Church-state conflict are found in J. Lloyd
Mecham, Church and State in Latin America: A History of Politico-Ecclesiastical Relations
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1934), pp. 466-492; and Wilfrid Hardy
Calcott, Liberalism in Mexico, 1857-1929 (1931; reprint ed., Hamden, Conn.: Archon Books,
1965), pp. 268-369.- See also Alicia Olivera Sedano, Aspectos del Conflicto Religioso de 1926

11



As Calles' term of office neared an end,
Generals Francisco Serrano and Arnulfo G5mez made
known the fact that they would be candidates for the
presidency in the 1928 elections. Several months
before election day, however, they became involved
in a plot to overthrow the government. As a
consequence, both generals were executed; and
Obregén was elected on July 1, 1928, for a second
term.?”” His election was made possible by a
constitutional amendment which removed the original
prohibition against more than one term in that
office. But only two weeks after his election
victory, Obregdén was shot by José de Ledbn Toral, a
young fanatic who believed that he was being used
as an instrument of God against an evil government.
Subsequently, Portes Gil was named by Calles as
Minister of Gobernaciédn;’' and shortly thereafter the
Tamaulipan politician was elected by the federal
Congress to serve as Provisional President from
December 1, 1928, to February 5, 1930.°%

a1929: Sus Antecedentes y Consecuencias (México, D.F.: Instituto Nacional de Antropologia
e Historia, 1966).

29 See Vito Alessio Robles, Desfile Sangriento (México, D.F.: A. del Bosque, 1936), pp. 141-
150; Lieuwen, Mexican Militarism, pp. 95-99; and Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, pp. 332-354.
3% See Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, pp. 362-378.

31 Gobernacién defies translation. While the word means government, there is no
equivalent department in the United States. The Minister of Gobernacidon is the most
powerful member of a president's cabinet, and frequently this post serves as a stepping-
stone to the presidency. Jurisdiction of this ministry extends to elections, federal-state
relations, political affairs, and enforcement of federal criminal laws; thus in some ways this
ministry resembles the ministry of interior of some European governments.

32 See Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, pp. 388-396; and Portes Gil, Autobiografia de la
Revolucidn Mexicana, pp. 417-436.

12



CHAPTER IIT

MAJOR INTERNAL PROBLEMS OF THE PORTES GIL
ADMINISTRATION

A. Agrarian Reform

Uneven distribution of land was one of the
primary causes of the Mexican Revolution. By the
year 1910 approximately half of the nation's
population was composed of impoverished peons living
on large feudal estates known as haciendas.
Controlling over fifty percent of the privately held
land in Mexico, the hacendados (big landowners)
found an additional supply of cheap 1labor in
neighboring villages that had usually been deprived
of all or most of their ejidos (communal lands)
during the 19th century, especially after the
beginning of the Diaz era. Madero had promised
restitution of communal lands and private properties
that had been taken by fraudulent or other unjust
means, but no effective action was taken during his
administration. On January 6, 1915, Carranza issued
a decree law providing for restitution of lands that
had been taken illegally; furthermore, this measure
provided that where the land needs of villages could
not be met through restitution, such needs could be
satisfied through expropriation of adjacent hacienda
properties. Later the framers of Article 27 of the
Constitution of 1917 provided that the state
legislatures and the national congress could impose
limitations on the size of land holdings and could
redistribute excess acreages.

Although Carranza did little to implement the
provisions of Article 27, some progress was made

13



during the administrations of Obregén and Calles.’

As governor of Tamaulipas, Portes Gil gained a
reputation as an active proponent of land reform.
Under his leadership the government of that state
distributed more land to wvillages than was
distributed in any other state, with the exception
of thing state of Morelos.’ At the same time, with
the collaboration of Marte R. GOomez, he organized
the League of Agrarian Communities of Tamaulipas.
This peasant organization was used as a pressure

33 One of the first scholarly works in this area (and still a highly reliable source) is Frank
Tannenbaum's The Mexican Agrarian Revolution (New York: Macmillan Co., 1929); also see
Tannenbaum's Mexico: The Struggle for Peace and Bread (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1950),
pp. 136-149. For other sources on agrarian reform prior to the Portes Gil administration,
see JesUs Silva Herzog, El Agrarismo Mexicano la Reforma Agraria: Exposicidn y Critica
(México, D.F.: Fondo de Cultura Econédmica, 1959), pp. 13-363; Eyler N. Simpson, The Ejido:
Mexico's Way Out (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1937), pp. 43-97; and
Nathan L. Whetten, Rural Mexico (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1948), pp. 75-124.
Concerning the importance of agrarian reform, Charles C. Cumberland wrote: "Of all the
aspects of social and economic change ushered in by the Mexican Revolution, agrarian
reform took top priority and created the greatest dissension. Article 27 of the Constitution
reflected the demands of the vast majority of Mexicans for a drastic change in the tenure
system, but any change giving the peasantry legal access to land would mean the eviction
of those who already had title. The peasant himself thought of 'land reform' only in the
sense of tenure, a system which would allow him the opportunity to work the land as he
saw fit and to enjoy the fruits of his labor; but the intellectual agrarian reformer saw
something much more fundamental in 'land reform' than a mere redistribution of the land
itself. He accepted, as an article of faith, land reform as the basis for all other social and
economic change. He was convinced that redistribution of land would, ultimately, increase
productivity, since much idle land would be cultivated, but much more importantly he
believed that land ownership or usufruct would give to the peasant a sense of dignity, of
responsibility. Community-owned lands would serve as a practical school of local
democratic and representative government, and the entire process of marketing the
product would make the peasant more aware of the outside world. Only through this
process, the reformer held, could the vast submerged 80 or 90 percent of the population
become national and Mexican, and thereby make their contribution to the society as a
whole. Within this scheme of thought, increased agricultural production was secondary."
Cumberland, Mexico: The Struggle for Modernity (New York: Oxford University Press, 1968),
p. 294.

34 Simpson, The Ejido: Mexico's way Out, p. 109
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group for supporting the 1land reform program,
promoting public education 1in rural areas, and
obtaining financial assistance.’® Thus, in view of
his record in Tamaulipas, Portes Gil s election as
Provisional President was hailed as a victory for
agrarianism. A few weeks before he occupied the
presidency, his agrarian aims were publicized as
follows: creation of ejidos as provided for by the
Constitution of 1917, assistance for peasants in
obtaining animals and equipment, construction of
more rural schools, organization of rural
cooperatives for marketing and purchasing,
establishment of agricultural training schools, and
organization of rural credit institutions.’®

Despite Portes Gil's enthusiasm for agrarian
reform, both Calles and United States Ambassador
Dwight W. Morrow were opposed to further 1land
distribution. Morrow was concerned because United
States citizens were not receiving prompt payment
for expropriated properties, and Calles feared that
distribution of small parcels of land among
ejidatarios (ejido dwellers) would result in an
unproductive agricultural system.’ Nevertheless,
Portes Gil went ahead with plans for increased land
distribution; and during the fourteen months of his
administration, nearly 700,000 acres of land were

3> See Marte R. Gomez's oral history interview in James W. Wilkie and Edna Monzén de
Wilkie, México Visto en el Siglo XX: Entrevistas de Historia Oral: Ramén Beteta, Marte R.
Gomez, Manuel Gdmez Morin, Vicente Lombardo Toledano, Miguel Palomar vy Vizcarra,
Emilio Portes Gil, Jesus Silva Herzog (México, D.F.: Instituto Mexicano de Investigaciones
Econdmicas, 1969), pp. 75-139j and see below, p.

*® New York Times, October 14, 1928, Sec. V, p. 3.

37 See Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, pp. 393-394; Stanley P. Ross, "Dwight W. Morrow,
Ambassador to Mexico, The Americas, XIV (January, 1958), 286; and Ross, "Dwight Morrow
and the Mexican Revolution," Hispanic American Historical Review, XXXVIII (November,
1958), 521.
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distributed.?®
B. Labor and the CRON

Ernest Gruening has pointed out that prior to
the Revolution of 1910 "the industrial worker was
only little less a serf than the agricultural.”?
Under Madero organized labor made little progress,
and Huerta was openly anti-labor. Nevertheless, the
Revolution did promote the cause of organized labor
in Mexico. A first step toward modern unionism was
taken in 1912 with the establishment of a working-
men's center in Mexico City; it was called Casa del
Obrero Mundial (House of the world Worker).
Following the assassination of Madero, Huerta
suppressed the Casa; and its adherents rallied to
the support of Carranza.®’

A pact was signed by the First Chief and Casa
representatives at Veracruz on February 17, 1915.
Under the terms of this agreement the
Constitutionalist government was pledged to support
organizing activities of the Casa and to enact
appropriate laws for improving the conditions of the
workers; for their part, Casa members were obligated
to take up arms to combat the enemies of the Carranza
regime and to assist in d8fending cities and

38 James w. Wilkie, The Mexican Revolution: Federal Expenditure and Social Change Since
1910 (2d ed.; Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1970), p. 188; Jesus
Romero Flores, Anales Histdricos de la Revolucidon Mexicana, Vol. Il: La Constitucion de 1917
y los Primeros Gobiernos Revolucionarios (México, D.F.: Libro Mex, 1960), pp. 368- 370.

%9 Ernest Gruening, Mexico and Its Heritage (New York: Century Co. 11928), p. 335.

' 1n Ibid., p. 336, Gruening states: "Madero, little understanding the urgency of labor's
needs, believed a really free electoral system would ultimately solve all the nation's
problems. Under him the industrial system remained unchanged with one transcendent
difference: The Diaz ruthlessness was gone. Workers could meet, talk of organizing, and
dream of striking successfully. Though labor under Madero got nothing tangible, new ideas
germinated. Huerta with an iron-handed return to Porfirism closed the Casa del Obrero
Mundial, the working man's center which foreshadowed the coming unionism, and not a
few of the victims of his ruthlessness were labor organizers."
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villages held by the Constitutionalist army. Six Red
Batallions of workers were organized for combat
purposes, and Carranza turned the facilities of
Mexico City's famous Jockey Club over to the Casa
for use as its headquarters. Later, however, when
the Casa sought to carry out strike activities,
Carranza closed the Jockey Club and imprisoned
several strike leaders.®

At the OQueretaro constitutional convention,
pro-labor delegates prevailed and incorporated into
Article 123 of the Constitution of 1917 numerous
specific guarantees of labor rights.?* Then in 1918
the Regional Confederation of Mexican Labor or CROM
(Confederacién Regional Obrera Mexicana) was
organized at a labor meeting held at Saltillo.®’ As

*1 For two detailed accounts of the short but troubled history of the Casa, see Rosendo
Salazar and José G. Escobedo, Las Pugnas de la Gleba (México, D.F.: Editorial Avante, 1923);
Part |, pp. 95-223; and Salazar, La Casa del Obrero Mundial (México, D.F.; Editorial Costa-
Amic, 1962).

2 Concerning these provisions, Prank Tannenbaum wrote: "The promulgation of the
Constitution by Carranza on February 5, 1917, marks a revolution in the history of labor in
México more sudden and drastic than any that we can record except that of the Russian
Revolution, which had not then taken place. The workers of Mexico achieved at one stroke
a legal position which gave them rights, powers and prerogatives for which the workers in
other parts of the world had been struggling a hundred years. The industrial conflicts of
England, Germany, France, and the United States had all gone to shape and influence the
ends achieved by the Mexican workers. It was a victory which the Mexican laborer had a
few years earlier neither aspired to nor dreamt of and for which he was inadequately
prepared--for which the nation possibly was not prepared industrially. It was a full-blown
labor code in an agricultural country, and the code had its major justification in its bearing
upon the defense of the Mexican laborer against foreign exploitation. The code, too, was
revolutionary in the sense that it set out a definite and legally prescribed program for an
incipient labor movement. This distinguished the Mexican trade-union movement from
similar movements in the world. The Mexican labor movement now had a definite goal, the
enforcement of the specific provisions so fortuitously written into the constitution."
Tannenbaum, Peace by Revolution: An Interpretation of Mexico (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1933), p. 243. Also see Alfonso Lépez Aparicio, El Movimiento Obrero en
México: Antecedentes, Desarrollo y Tendencias (México, D.F.: Editorial Jus, 1952), pp. 163-
175.

43 Lopez Aparicio, pp. 177-180. El Movimiento Obrero en México, pp. 177-180.
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a result of CROM support of Obregdén in his conflict
with Carranza, ~~e new labor organization prospered
during the administration of Obregén. Later, during
the presidency of Calles, the CROM became even more
powerful; and in 1927 its political arm, the Labor
Party (Partido Laborista), could claim "one cabinet
member out of seven, eleven out of fifty-eight
senators, forty deputies out of 272, two governors
out of twenty-eight, the Mexico City municipal
government, and that of a number of surrounding
towns in the Federal District.”* The cabinet member
was none other than Minister of Industry, Commerce
and Labor Luis N. Morones, head of the CROM.?®
Between 1918 and 1927 CROM membership increased from
7,000 to 2,250,000.°

Although Morones did not favor the re-election
of Obregdébn for a second presidential term, he was
even less pleased with the selection of Portes Gil
as Provisional President. While still governor of
Tamaulipas, Portes Gil had clashed with Morones when
the latter sought to take control of Tamaulipan
labor unions which were strongly influenced, if not
controlled, by the governor. In an effort to make
peace between Portes Gil and the CROM, Calles
arranged for the President-elect to meet with CROM
leaders just a few days before Portes Gil assumed
the presidency. Although Morones did not attend, his
lieutenants exchanged views with Portes Gil
concerning problems in Tamaulipas, and the meeting
ended with an agreement to make peace. This peace
did not last long. On December 4, 1928, less than a
week after taking office as Provisional President,
Portes Gil was attacked by Morones in a speech given

44 Gruening, Mexico and Its Heritage, p. 360.

> See Rosendo Salazar, Lideres y Sindicatos (México, D.F.: Ediciones T. C. Modelo, 1953),
pp. 96-103.

% Lépez Aparicio, El Movimiento Obrero en México, pp. 180-181.
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at the ninth annual meeting of the CROM. Coming only
a few minutes after Calles had addressed the
convention delegates, Morones' move forced Calles
to make a public statement on December 8 in which
he indicated that Portes Gil enjoyed his
confidence.?’

During the CROM convention a resolution was
passed calling on the Provisional President to halt
the performance of a play then being presented at
the Lirico Theatre in the national capital. Entitled
"The Crumbling of Morones," the satirical play
depicted the CROM leader as a corrupt, licentious
gangster. Portes Gil insisted that he could not
impose restrictions on free speech, and he provided
special police protection as a guarantee that CROM
members would not disrupt the play.

other resolutions passed at the convention
resulted in the resignation of CROM members from
government positions and the withdrawal of CROM
delegates from the Labor and Management Convention
that had been convened for the purpose of assisting
in the framing of a new federal labor law.*

As governor of Tamaulipas, Portes Gil had been
responsible for the adoption of a new state labor
code which implemented provisions of Article 123 for
the benefit of Tamaulipan workers.®

After Obregdn's election for a second term as
president, he informed Portes Gil of his intention

*" Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, pp. 410-411.

8 See CROM, Memoria de los Trabajos Llevados a Cabo por el Comité Central de la C.R.0.M.,
durante el Ejercicio del 8 de Diciembre de 1928 al 25 de Septiembre de 1932 (Orizaba, Ver.:
CROM, 1932), pp. 65-95; see also Portes Gil, Quince Afios de Politica Mexicana, pp. 116-
134; idem, Autobiografia de la Revolucidon Mexicana, pp. 487-495; and Dulles, Yesterday In
Mexico, pp. 411-412.

¥ See below, p. 45.
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to obtain passage of a federal labor and social
security law. Invited by the President-- elect to
assist in the formulation of this measure, Portes
Gil had begun work on the project before Obregén's
assassination. Subsequently, as Calles' newly
appointed Minister of Gobernacidén, Fortes Gil
~resented a draft labor code to eight hundred
delegates to the Labor and Management Convention.
Convoked by out-going President Calles, the
convention was charged with the task of studying the
draft code and offering recommendations for change.
Finally, a Mixed Commission of Workers and Employers
was named to prepare a final revision of the draft
which could be submitted to the federal Congress.>
Much to the disappointment of Portes Gil, a new
federal 1labor code was not adopted during his
administration.® Apparently the national «crisis
precipitated by the Escobar revolt, opposition from
CROM and Mexican communist elements, as well as the
intensive political activity connected with the
presidential election of 1929 all contributed to
delay passage of the measure. With some changes,
however, it became law in 1931 during the presidency
of Pascual Ortiz Rubio.”

C. Church-state Relations

In spite of various anti-clerical provisions
found in Mexico's Constitution of 1857, the Roman
Catholic Church enjoyed a great amount of freedom

> portes Gil, Quince Afios de la politica Mexicana, pp. 139-146 idem, Autobiografia de la
Revolucidn Mexicana, pp. 512-516.

>1 For the text of the proposed code sent to the federal Congress in July, 1929, see Portes
Gil, Autobiografia de la Revolucidn Mexicana, pp. 516-547. A necessary amendment to
Article 123 was adopted in 1929. See ibid., pp. 547-549.

>2 For the text of the measure as finally passed in 1931, see Ley Federal del Trabajo, with
annotated text and concordance by Lic. Enrique Calderén (México, D.F.: El Nacional, 1938).
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during the era of Porfirio Diaz.

Likewise, even though the Church was generally
unfriendly toward Madero, it was not subjected to
significant restrictions or persecution until 1913
or later. Church sympathies for the Huerta regime
branded the clergy enemies of the Revolution in the
eyes of most Constitutionalist 1leaders. Although
Carranza's proposed draft of +the Revolutionary
Constitution was only mildly anti-clerical in tone,
the more radical convention delegates under the
leadership of Francisco Mujica were responsible for
incorporating into Articles 3, 5, 24, 27, and 130
many provisions that were viewed with great
repugnance and alarm by the Mexican ecclesiastical
hierarchy.”’

Despite continuing tension between Church and
state, relatively little was done to implement the
anti-clerical provisions of the Revolutionary
Constitution until 1926. The principal complaints
of the Catholic hierarchy concerned action by state
legislatures which restricted the number of clergy

>3 Professor Lyle C. Brown has summarized these provisions found in the original text of the
Constitution of 1917 as follows: "Article 3 declares that instruction in all public education
institutions shall be free and secular; also, it specifies that private primary schools must
impart secular instruction and may be established only subject to official supervision.
Further, no religious corporation or member of the clergy may establish or direct a primary
school. Monastic orders are prohibited by Article 5, and Article 25 provides for government
supervision of public worship. Other anti-clerical provisions are found in Article 130, which
prohibits establishment of a state religion, establishes marriage as a civil contract, and bans
religious oaths. This article authorizes each state legislature to determine the number of
clergy allowed to function within its territory, specifies that only native Mexicans may
practice the religious profession, and prohibits members of the clergy from holding public
office, voting, assembling for political purposes, or criticizing the Constitution. Also, it
prevents construction of new churches without government consent; and under the terms
of Article 27, religious institutions are prevented from owning land. Further, all places of
public worship, together with other properties used for religious purposes, are declared to
belong to the nation.” Brown, "Mexico’s Constitution of 1917," in Wilkie and Michaels,
Revolution in Mexico, p. 114.
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allowed to function within state boundaries and
government encouragement of the schismatic Mexican
Apostolic Catholic Orthodox Church (Iglesia Ortodoxa
Catdélica Apostolica Mexicana). On February 4, 1926,
a crisis began to develop as a result of the
publication of a statement by Archbishop José Mora
y del Rio. The archbishop confirmed a previous
newspaper report that the Church would open a
campaign against unjust laws, and he stated: "The
Episcopacy, clergy, and Catholics do not recognize
and combat Articles 3, 5, 27, and 130 of the existing
constitution.® President Calles interpreted this as
an act of defiance and subsequently began to apply
various restrictions based on the controversial
articles. In the eyes of the Mexican hierarchy, the
most serious governmental action came on July 21
when the President decreed that as of August 1lst all
clergy functioning in the Federal district and
territories must register with civil authorities.
The hierarchy's response was to announce that all
public religious services, would be suspended after
July 31. At this same time Catholic guerrilla bands
began operations in various parts of the country,
particularly in the states of Jaliso, Guanajuato,
Michoacéan, Colima, Querétaro, Puebla, and Veracruz.
Loosely coordinated and supported by the League for
the Defense of Religious Liberty (Liga Defensora de
la Libertad Religiosa), these Cristero elements were
openly supported by some of the bishops (who were
in exile or in hiding) and were accompanied by
priests serving as chaplains and even as military
commanders.> Upon his arrival in Mexico in October,

>* Quoted in Mecham, Church and State in Latin America, p. 479.

>> The best pro-Catholic account of this Church-state conflict is Antonio Rius Facius, México
Cristero: Historia de la ACJM, 1925 a 1931 (México, D.F.: Editorial Patria, 1960). See also
Aquiles P. Moctezuma, El Conflicto Religioso de 1926: Sus Origenes, Su Desarrollo, Su
Solucién (2d ed., 2 vols.; México, D.F.: Editorial Jus, 1960); Spectator [Dionisio Eduardo
Ochoal, Los Cristeros del Volcan de Colima: Escenas de la Lucha por la Libertad Religiosa en
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1927, United States Ambassador Dwight Morrow quietly
went to work to end the religious dispute. First,
Morrow was instrumental in setting up negotiations
between Rev. John J. Burke, of the National Catholic
Welfare Conference, and President Calles. These
negotiations progressed in a satisfactory fashion
until President-elect Obregén was assassinated on
July 17, 1928. In the months that followed, strong
public sentiment stirred up by the trial of the
assassin, José de Lebébn Toral, and the Catholic nun,
Maria Concepcién Acevedo y de la Llata, known as
Madre Conchita, who was charged with influencing him
to commit the c¢rime. Nevertheless, Provisional
President Portes Gil made known his willingness to
renew negotiations.’® After he refused to save Toral
from the firing squad with a pardon, Portes Gil
narrowly escaped death as his presidential train was
dynamited while rolling through the state of
Guanajuato on February 10, 1929. In spite of this
experience, Portes Gil <continued to seek a
settlement of the Church-state conflict. In the
weeks that followed Morrow, Rev. Edmond A. Walsh of
Georgetown University, Ambassador Miguel Cruchaga

México, 1926- 1929 (2d ed., 2 vols.; México, D.F.: Editorial Jus, 1961); and Mons. Leopoldo
Lara y Torres, Documentos para la Historia de la Persecucion Religiosa en México (México,
D.F.: Editorial Jus, 1954. The Mexican government's side of the story is told in Luis C.
Balderrama [José M. Gonzales], El Clero y el Gobierno de México: Documentos para la
Historia de la Crisis en 1926 (2 vols.; México, D.F.: Editorial Cuauhtémoc, 1927); Lic. Alfonso
Toro, La Iglesia y el Estado en México (Estudio sobre los Conflictos entre el Clero Catdlico y
los Gobiernos Mexicanos desde la Independencia hasta Nuestros Dias, (México, D.F.:
Talleres Graficos de la Nacidn, 1927), pp. 361ff; and Silvana Barba Gonzalez, La Rebelidn de
los Cristeros, (México, D.F.: Manuel Casas, 1967). For a graphic presentation of the Cristero
Rebellion, see Gustavo Casasola, Historia Grafica de la Revolucién Mexicana (4 vols.;
México, D.F.: Editorial F: Trillas, 1962), Ill, 1829-1837. One of the most recent works is that
of a Soviet writer, Nicolas Larin, La Rebelién de los Cristeros (1926-1929), trans. by Angel C.
Tomas (México, D.F.: Ediciones Era, 1968).

>6 See Sister M. Elizabeth Ann Rice, The Diplomatic Relations Between the United States and
Mexico, as Affected by the Struggle for Religions Liberty in Mexico, 1925-1929 (Washington,
D.C.: Catholic University of America Press, 1959), pp. 109-140.
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Tocornal of Chile, and others were involved in a
flurry of activity designed to bring Portes Gil and
leaders of the Mexican Episcopacy together. Finally,
in June, 1929, Apostolic Delegate Leopoldo Ruiz vy
Flores and Bishop of Mexico Pascual Diaz returned
from the United States and held a series of
conferences with Portes Gil.?” On June 21 the
negotiations were concluded with a public statement
from the President in which he declared "that it 1is
not the purpose of the Constitution, nor of the law,
nor of the Government of the Republic to destroy the
identity of the Catholic Church or of any other, or
to 1interfere 1in any way with its spiritual
function.””® Nevertheless, he did not indicate that
there would be any alteration of the controversial
articles of the Constitution or changes in the
decrees that had been issued in 1926. Speaking for
himself and Bishop Diaz, Archbishop Ruiz y Flores
announced, "As a consequence of the said statement
made by the President, the Mexican clergy will
resume religious services pursuant to the laws in
force.”

Actually, nothing had been settled; the
statements merely established a modus vivendi.
Probably there was little else that the Church could
do. Although Cristero bands still held out in the
mountainous regions of western and central Mexico,
their Supreme Chief, General Enrique Gorostieta y

>’ Ibid., pp. 141-182.

>% From text of statement printed in ibid., pp. 205-,206.

> From text of statement printed in ibid., p. 206. In his accounts of the diplomacy leading
up to the negotiations, Portes Gil minimizes the role played by Morrow. See Portes Gil,
Autobiografia de la Revolucién Mexicana, pp. 561-577; and idem, Quince Afios de la Politica
Mexicana, pp. 310-332. Cf. Miguel - Cruchaga Tocornal, "El Conflicto Religioso Mexicano,”
Revista Chileno de Historia y Geografia, CXlll (January-June, 1949), 216-255; and Edward J.
Berbusse, S.J., "The Unofficial Intervention of the United States in Mexico's Religious Crisis,
1926-1930,” The Americas, XXl (July,1966),28-62.

24



Velarde, had been killed on June 2.°° In August,
Gorostieta's successor, General JesGs Degollado
Guizar, ordered all Cristeros to lay dowm their
arms; and he explained, "His Holiness, the Pope, by
means of His Excellency, the Apostolic Delegate, for
reasons which we do not know but which we accept as
Catholics, has disposed that, without abolishing the
laws, worship services be resumed and the priest..
begin to exercise his public ministry.”®

D. The Escobar Revolt

Beginning with the Madero administration,
Mexico's chief executives had experienced a series
of military revolts. Thus, Portes Gil could not have
been greatly surprised when several of his generals
rebelled early in March, 1929. Included among the
insurgents were Generals José Gonzalo Escobar, Jesus
M. Aguirre, Francisco R. Manzo, and Fausto Topete.
All had been closely associated with Obregén, and
his assassination had come as a heavy blow to their
hopes for high places. Seeing that Calles was
determined to attempt to rule Mexico through the
newly-created National Revolutionary Party or PNR
(Partido Nacional Revolucionario), the dissident
generals decided that insurrection was their only
recourse. So it was that in February they drafted
their Plan of Hermosillo; and on March 3 they took
to the field, followed by some 30,000 troops and

%0 Rius Facius, México Cristero, pp. 425-429.

®! The text of this final order is printed in Degollado Guizar, Memorias de Jests Degollado
Guizar, ultimo General en Jefe del Ejército Cristero (México, D.F.: Editorial Jus, 1957), pp.
270-273. For data concerning the effect of the Cristero Rebellion on Mexican Catholicism,
see James W. Wilkie, "Statistical Indicators of the Impact of National Revolution on the
Catholic Church in Mexico, 1910-1967," Journal of Church and State, XIl (Winter, 1970), 89-
106.
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approximately a third of the officers of the army.®

Original plans of the rebels called for capture
of Partes Gil and installation of Escobar as
Provisional President. Early on the morning of March
3, however, Portes Gil received a visit from General
Abundio Gémez, the Deputy Minister of War. General
Gomez showed him a note that had just been received
from General Aguirre, who was Chief of Military
Operations in Veracruz. This communication stated
that Aguirre was on route to Mexico City 1in
compliance with orders from the Ministry of war;
Gomez also had a second note from Aguirre which
accused the governor of Veracruz, Adalberto Tejada,
of seditious acts. Certain that Tejeda was
completely loyal, Portes Gil immediately notified
Calles of this development.®’

Sensing that a revolt was in the making, Calles
promptly volunteered his services. Portes Gil
responded by naming him Minister of War®® and by
informing the nation that disloyal military elements
were in the process of rebelling.® At the same time
the Provisional President made it clear that his
government would take all necessary steps to
maintain itself in power. Later Portes Gil recalled
a meeting that he had had with Aguirre on February
7, less than a month before. At that time Aguirre

®2 |jeuwen, Mexican Militarism, p. 103. The text of the Plan of Hermosillo is printed in
Froylan C. Manjarrez, La Jornada Institucional, Part Il: La Crisis de la Violencia (México, D.F.:
Talleres G