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The result of lengthy archival investigations, The Mexican Inquisition
of the Sixteenth Century by RICHARD E. GREENLEAF will be published by
the University of New Mexico Press late in April 1969.
Now a Latin American Teaching Fellow, sponsored by the Fletcher
School of Law and Diplomacy, at Central University in Caracas, Venezuela,
WILLIAM F. LEWIS III spent 1965-1966 as a Fulbright Fellow in Spain. He
is completing a book on Xavier Mina, based on his research there.
DAVID WESTPHALL (Lt. Victor David Westphall III, USMC) died in
action in Vietnam on May 22, 1968, at the age of 28. Lt. Westphall graduated'from the University of Montana with honors. His article on the Battle
of Glorieta Pass was found among his papers. NMHR deeply regrets that
this first contribution by a promising young historian must also be the last.
Following his discharge from the Army after World War II, S. H.
NEWMAN III, a native of El Paso, Texas, studied sculpture in the studio of
the late Urbici Soler, then painting in New York. After a year in Mexico,
three in New Mexico, and three in Spain, he returned to his birthplace,
where he is presently employed as administrative assistant, University
Archives, The University of Texas at El Paso. The article published here
is taken from the biography of his grandfather which he is now writing.
MICHAEL C. MEYER, Associate Professor at the University of Nebraska,
is the author of Mexican Rebel: Pascual Orozco and the Mexican Revolution, 1910-1915 (University of Nebraska Press, 1968) and other publications
on the Mexican Revolution.
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THE MEXICAN INQUISITION AND THE
MASONIC MOVEMENT: 1751-1820

RICHARDE. GREENLEAF

ENLIGliTENMENT MAN was'cosmopblitan, a person devoted to the
promotion of brotherhood across social classes and national boundaries. ,The close association of philosophe thought with Freemasonry was evident in France and in Spaindurihg the eighteenth
century, and secret Societies all over Europe encouraged the idea of
the 'fraternity of man. Freemasonry proposed to break down bartiers which separated man, integrating within its ranks intellectuals,
professionals, and other men of good will, encouraging fellowship
and philanthropy among them. Often the transcendental views of
Masons were transfused with the new social and political phi~os
ophies of the Enlightenment, and Masonic groups carried on
political activities. The members kept their ideas within the group,
and each depended upon the others to be loyal and to keep'discussions secret so that.' established 'institutions would not feel challenged by the Masonic quest to better the huirian condition. Those
in the professions, and the middle class, saw economic security in
Masonry since the brotherhood waS pledged to help individual
members in time of need,l Despite Masonic attempts to avoid
open pbliticalactivity, the movement was soon condemned by enlightened monarchs and 'Catholic bishops alike, who felt that
Masons were encouraging the spread of philosophe and Francophile
ideas and were tiying to undermine and ridicule the Crown and the
Roman Catholic Church. The Holy Office of the Inquisition
viewed Masons' as social revolutionaries who were trying to subvert the established order.
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I. THE ENLIGHTENMENT

THE SPANISH INQUISITION began to feel the inherent dangers of
Masonry in the milieu of religious and political orthodoxy as early
as 1721.2 Already French Bourbon ideas were being implanted in
Spanish social and bureaucratic life, and the new royal line had
brought with it the afrancesado mentality which was to characterize
the Spanish intelligentsia in the eighteenth century. The secret
societies of France were just another aspect of French life which
was to permeate Spain, and since they were organized along extralegal avenues, the Spanish Masonic groups tended to inherit all of
the suspicion which Church and State reserved for the unknown,
the occult, and the quasi-orthodox. In order to gain knowledge of
the activities, ceremonies, and beliefs of the Masons, the Holy
Office of the Inquisition infiltrated the lodges with its officers or
with clergy who agreed to act as agents provocateurs. After the
Inquisition had determined that Masonic activities were potentially
dangerous to the status quo, the king was prevailed upon to outlaw
the movement on July 2, 175 1.3
The Spanish Inquisition took first formal notice of Freemasonry
in the Spanish Empire on February 22, 1754, when it warned the
bishops to be on guard for congregations of Freemasons who might
be within their sees "for reasons of commerce."4 No doubt there
were persons with Masonic ties in Mexico prior to the Holy Office's
warning, because from the end of the seventeenth century there
was an increasing peninsular and foreign colony in the viceroyalty.5
As the Mexican colony entered the Enlightenment in the second
half of the eighteenth century, the intellectual ambiente became
more viable, providing a cultural environment in which Freemasonry thrived. 6 Since Masonry aimed at recruiting important
and influential members, it is not surprising that the Holy Office
launched six decades of Masonic investigations in Mexico with a
probe into the alleged Masonic affiliation of a Mexican viceroy.
On December 3, 1760, an Inquisition dossier was opened when a
French chef in Mexico City, Juan Maria Reynaud, gave secret
testimony about one of his acquaintances in the employ of viceroy
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Joaquin de Monserrat, Marques de Cruillas (1760-1766), a man
named Santiago, who was also a cook. The Marques had sent
Santiago to be initiated into a Masonic group, or so the gossips
said. It was alleged that the relatives and staff of the Marques had
Masonic associations. 7 There is no evidence that the judges pursued the matter, but the denunciation was filed in its proper place.
A curious sequel to the denunciation of Cruillas was an Inquisition investigation of some mysterious papers sent to the Mexican capital in 1762 by the captain of the fort at the Bay of Espiritu·
Santo, don Manuel Ramirez de la Piscina. The Indians of the region, who had torn apart an English ship that had run aground,
brought a book to Ramirez de la Piscina. He wrote: "On the cover
is a coat of arms on which two lions and various instruments are
found such as a Compass, Ruler, Level, etc., and a motto Spes
Tutissima Coelis, and below, in monographic lettering, To the
Right Worship Fulland, Right Honorable Grand Master of Masons
in Ireland for the years 1749 and 1750."8 The book was remitted
to the Censor of the Inquisition, Dr. Francisco Antonio Fernandez
Vallejo, who reported on December 7, 1762, that it contained information on the sect of Freemasons. Fernandez Vallejo identified
the manual as The New Constitutions of the Most Ancient and
Honorable Fraternity of Free and Accepted Masons and said that
it was divided into three parts: The History of Masonry from
Earliest Times; Ordinances, Constitutions and Ceremonies; and
Songs "sung in the initiation of the officers into their specific mysteries and duties, to which they pledge the sovereign and detestable
secrecy which they keep about their scandalous meetings."9
In I 765 the Mexican Inquisition concluded a celebrated trial
of a Spanish Protestant who was also accused of being a Freemason. 10 Juan Pablo Echegoyen, forty years of age, was a Basque,
born in San Sebastian about 1725. He was baptized a Catholic,
and confirmed later on in Ireland. When he was nine years old,
Juan was taken to England by a British sea captain, George Chapin,
who reared him in his household and educated him in the Anglican
faith. According to the description in the trial record, Echegoyen
got as much Presbyterianism as Anglicanism from his formal
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education and Sunday School teachers.· The young Basque sailed
with his guardian to many ports of the North Sea where he associated with Protestants. By the time he was eighteen years old,
Echegoyen had not only become a Protestant but probably had
entered a Masonic Lodge in London. In 1755 he Bed England and
went to Alicante to avoid marrying Chapin's niece. Between 1758
and his arrest by the Holy Office in 1764, Juan Pablo Echegoyen
lived and worked in Cadiz, Jamaica, Havana, Campeche, and Jalapa. He had consorted with Protestants during all of this time, according to testimony before the Inquisition. He had in his possession a religious manual written in English which interested the Inquisition greatly. Many hours of interrogation concerned points of
theology in this book, Articles of Religion. Echegoyen also had two
embroidered colored insignia which were meant to be sewn on
Masonic paraphernalia used in ritual meetings. l l
In secrettestimony an acquaintance of Juan Pablo Echegoyen
said that the accused had told him he was a member of a London
Lodge of Scottish Rite Masons. He had described the details of his
initiation, including the signs and signals used by Masons to greet
and identify each other in public. Proud of his membership, Echegoyen claimed that many monarchs, princes, cardinals and other
Church dignitaries were members of the sect. He had attended
lodge meetings in Madrid on the Puertadel Sol. Although a great
deal of the evidence against Juan Pablo Echegoyen was circumstantial; the Inquisition dealt with him harshly; He was required
to stand while Mass was said in the chapel of the monastery of
Santo Domingo, gagged and with a penitential candle in his hand,
and to abjure publicly his heresies and heretical associations. The
Mexican Inquisitors banished him perpetually from New Spain,
and from the Madrid area for ten years. He was to spend four years
incarcerated in the Presidio of Ceuta on the African coast. The
judges warned him that any relapse into heresy would result in his
being turned over to the civil authorities to be burned at the stake.
Juan Pablo Echegoyen was placed in the royal jail on May 21;
1765. A priest from the BethlemiteConvent, sent to hear the
prisoners' confessions, reported that. Echegoyen was acting very
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strangely, that.he demanded to speak with his Holiness the Pope,
and said other ridiculous things. On July 10, 1765, Echegoyen
wrote a letter to thejudgesof the Inquisition Tribunal complaining
of the treatment he had received. He told how they had made him
do chain-gang work until he could no longer walk and became
paralyzed. Then he was thrown into jail and 'abandoned until he
lost his sanity. He said the jailers constantly referred to him as
"Jew." Finally he was transferred to the Hospital de San Juan de
Dios. There they were starving him to death! He claimed that they
gave him only one-third of a French roll a day. To what extent
Echegoyen was exaggerating and putting on an act is a moot point.
How he wrote the letter of July 10, 1765, and why it Was incorporated into the trial record, is not clear.
On August 7, 1769, Inquisitors Julian Vicente Gonzalez de
Andia and Julian de Amestoy began a three-month investigation of
Masonry in the Second Battalion of the Ultonia Regiment of foreign soldiers stationed in Mexico City. The major focus of the probe
was the Masonic background of a young soldier in the Company of
Don Diego Quint. The judges suspected that Francisco Testori had
denounced himself as a Freemason to escape military punishment,
and they remained in doubt about the luridtestimony he gave about
his Italian career as a Freemason. The soldier spoke onlyItalian and
a hybrid Italian-Spanish, and the chaplain of the Uhonian Regiment, Father Thomas Connelley, acted as interpreter. 12 Testori
testified that he was a native of Cremona, district of Milan, and that
he was twenty-seven years old. Through friends in the army he had
become interested in Masonry and entered the. brotherhood in
Venice. In his testimony he described in detail the instructions he
had received and the ceremony of initiation. Perhaps he made the
story up as he went along, playing on the credulity of the Inquisitors. Or perhaps he had indeed joined one of the Italian offshoots
of the French rationalist lodges. The Inquisitors presiding at the
trials of Echegoyen and T estori took great interest in the initiation
proceedings, particularly parts performed in the nude. 13 They were
aghast when Testori told them ten of the major things he had been
taught. Father Connelley did a meticulous, job of translation and
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clarification. Among the ten "articles of belief" of the Italian Masons Testori joined were the following: The belief in one God but
not the Trinity; negation of the institution of marriage; that after
death there was no retribution; disbelief in the sacrament of confession; non-veneration of images; contradiction of the power of
the Pope; disbelief in the doctrine of the Incarnation; the Mother
of God was not a virgin; impossibility of the priest to invoke transubstantiation; the obligation to do good to everyone. Testori often
mentioned the name of Voltaire.
The judges spent many hours questioning Testori about the
exact meaning of these articles. Many character witnesses from the
regiment were called. One of them said that T estori had told him
that he had been arrested by the Inquisition of Ferrara on two separate occasions. He had secured his release because of Masonic
connections. When the Mexican Inquisition demanded to know
why he had denounced himself, Testori replied that a beloved
comrade had died because of Masonic involvements, and he had
come to realize the falseness of the teachings of the Freemasons.
He agreed to make public abjuration of his heresies and to live
within the faith of the Roman Catholic Church in the future.
The Inquisitors were far from satisfied with Francisco T estori's
protestations of contrition. This attitude was strengthened when
the Captain of the Regiment made it clear that Testori had been
jailed because he tried to persuade a companion to desert the company with him, and that he had been on the desertion lists twice
before.
On November 28, 1769, the Mexican Inquisition came to a decision. In view of his desertion record, and assurances by his superior officers that he would desert again if he were allowed to stay
in New Spain, and taking into account a report of Chaplain Connelley that Testori's remorse was doubtful, the Inquisitors determined to deport him under guard to the Fortress of Santa Catarina
de Cadiz, where the Inquisitor General of Spain should decide his
fate. Whether Francisc9 de T estori was a disreputable young man
justly condemned by the Inquisition depends upon one's criteria for
evaluating his character. The judicial process left the question of
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his Masonic affiliation unresolved. The Mexican Inquisition proceeded with caution when other self-denunciations by Masons
came before the T ribunal. 14
During the decade prior to the French Revolution Freemasonry
of the French variety was making great headway in the Spanish
realms. The influx of Frenchmen into New Spain and the Philippines accelerated the growth of French Masonic lodges. 15 The
Frenchmen in the Viceroyalty of New Spain openly espoused Enlightenment ideas, and in their professions as naval technicians,
soldiers, royal cooks, hairdressers, and artists they had quite a wide
field for the spread of their ideas. 16 It is uncertain whether the
Masons tried by the Holy Office in the Philippines were suffragan
to French or to British lodges. Mexican soldiers stationed in Manila testified that the British had established Scottish Rite lodges
in the Islands during the 1762-1763 occupation. 17 But there were
also French Masons in Manila as early as the 1780's, and they
were actively pressing revolutionary ideas. The most famous investigation of a Mason in the Philippines was that of Manuel Zumalde, a sargento mayor of provincial militia in Manila in 1780.18
The Commissary of the Inquisition supplied the Mexico City Tribunal with a biographical sketch of the accused. Zumalde was a
member of the Madrid nobility, well educated in arts and sciences,
who had been exiled from the Spanish Court "for political reasons." He was sent to Manila as an army officer, but one gathers
that he cared little for military pursuits and that he spent most of
his time studying, reading books, and conversing with the local intelligentsia. The testimonies indicated that he was intelligent and
self-confident, that he spoke freely and often (muy hahlador), and
that he was a skeptic in the classical sense of the word. It is questionable whether Zumalde was a Scottish Rite Mason as the denunciation charged. The trial record stated only that he had "protected" an English Mason named Wilson who had openly walked
about town wearing Masonic insignia. A don Francisco Taboada,
on his death bed, told a witness that he had gone to Zumalde's
house to burn certain papers presumed to be Masonic. The Inquisition Commissary Masvidal told the Mexican Tribunal that the
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investigation of Zumaldewouldcontinue, andthathe had uncovered evidence of French Masonry in 'Zumalde's background.
There were further investigations, but because of lack of proof,
Zumalde was never prosecuted.
A letter sent to Mexico by the Commissary of the Holy Office,
Fray Nicolas Cora, added to the suspicion that French Masonry
was active in the Philippines. He had confiscated some books from
a French physician, Dr. Luis Robert, a resident of the Province of
Languedoc who had sailed from Marseilles in 17880n the Frigate
El Resuelto. Among them was a tome entitled Recueil Precieux de
la Maconnerie printed in Philadelphia in 1787, which Fray Nicolas· sent to Mexico to the Holy Office. The Mexican Inquisition
censor was of the opinion that the book was the same Act of Freemasons which the Papacy had condemned in 1738.19
Viceroy Juan Vicente de Gtiemes Pacheco de Padilla, the Second Count of Revilla Gigedo (1789-1794) brought many Frenchmen in his entourage, and he encouraged many more to migrate to
New Spain. The Viceroy's household included French doctors,
architects, cooks, and barbers. Most of the Frenchmen came from
Paris, and they established themselves in businesses along the
Calle de San Francisco. Pedro Leroy, Nicolas Bardet, Vicente Lulie, Juan Malvert, and Pedro Burdales were among the group, who
added ta the· Francophile Ravor of the Mexican capital. They j
along with other French residents, helped to propagate French
Enlightenment and French Revolutionary ideas. 20 Several of these
immigrants were later denounced and tried as Freemasons and
revolutionaries. 21
Pedro Burdales, a barber and hairdresser, arrived in Mexico
sometime between 1782 and 1784. He traveled through the Mexican provinces exercising his trade in Queretaro, Meztitlan, and
Molanga. In Molango he became a good friend of the curate and
ecclesiastical judge Jose Ignacio Muniz. Burdales tried toindoctrinate him into Masonry, since Muniz already was well versed in
French literature. Burdales gave the curate several books "that
might have been prohibited by the Holy Office." Muniz, fearing
that someday Burdaleswould be caught by the .Inquisition, de-
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cided to denounce him. The Burdales investigation lasted from
October 7, 1793, to May 13, 1796.22 The Molanga priest told the
Inquisition that Burdales not only defended Masonry but attacked
its detractors calling them learned asses (burros bachilleres). He
said the most important men in the Mexican colony were Masons,
including the Viceroy and the Archbishop. Indeed, Burdales told
the Curate of Molango that the French Rite Masons intended to
found a formal lodge in Mexico City, and that the Viceroy would
provide a meeting place for them and would give money and protection to the group.
The Archbishop, who acted as interim Viceroy until Revilla
Gigedo arrived, was Dr. Alonso de Haro y Peralta. It was he whom
Burdales implicated as a Mason and a patron of the lodge. NicoLlS
Rangel researched something of the life and intellectual fiber of
Haro y Peralta who was a multilingual philosophe, medical doctor,
and philanthropist, as well as a member of the council of advisers
to the Pope..It is very possible that the Archbishop had joined a
Masonic lodge during his long years of study and service in Italy,
for in almost every Italian city, Rome included, there were growing numbers of lodges which the most illustrious men attended.
Rangel felt that it was probable that Haro y Peralta encouraged
Masonry in Mexico during his episcopate. 23 What is extremely
interesting is that Pedro Burdales was allowed to leave Mexico
without ever appearing before the Holy Office of the Inquisition.
Could this investigation have been supressed to protectthe names
of the Archbishop and Viceroy? Had Burdales been tried, the Inquisition records would contain much reliable data on Mexican
Masonry, since Burdales without a doubt belonged to the French
Rite of Freemasonry.
In the summer of 1785 the news circulated that a well-known
Italian portrait painter and sculptor, don Felipe Fabris, had been
jailed by the Inquisition. From the moment he landed in Veracruz
the Holy Office had him under surveillance since the chaplain of
the ship. on which he arrived had denounced him as a Freemason. 24 The priest turned over to the Inquisition agent in Veracruz
some Masonic insignia which Fabris had attempted to throw over-
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board before reaching Mexico. The priest also had evidence that
Fabris had thrown away his diploma of Master Mason. While the
Holy Office was digesting the chaplain's report, a letter arrived in
Mexico from the Inquisition of Sevilla informing the Mexican Inquisition that they had evidence that Felipe Fabris was a heretic,
and they were prepared to charge him with lack of respect for images, lascivious and immoral painting, and heretical propositions. 25
At the time of his arrest the Mexican Inquisition charged Fabris
as a Freemason, and an enthusiastic propagator of Masonry. The
trial record shows that Fabris was born in Undine, Province of
Venice, and that he was thirty-five years old in August 1785. After
he had received a good Catholic education from his parents, Fabris
left home at the age of eighteen. He traveled extensively in Italy,
France, and Germany, working as a painter when he could get
commissions. He achieved some reputation as a portrait artist after
studying three years in Rome under the master painter Geronimo
Ricci. Finally, he journeyed to Grenoble, France, where he contracted to paint murals in the Masonic Lodge. There he was initiated into Freemasonry. Felipe Fabris gave detailed, but restrained
testimony about the initiation, and he told of his travels to Montpellier where he had attended Lodge meetings along with bishops
and other clergy.
Fabris was a specialist in pornographic paintings, which he
executed in miniature on the inside of powder boxes and watches.
Apparently there was a market for his work and his income permitted him to travel in comfort, to have a valet, and a mistress who
helped him to forget a wife and child whom he had abandoned in
Avignon. Later Fabris tried to reunite the family, but he claimed
that his wife was unfaithful to him, and he had to leave her for
good. He went to Marseilles to paint, and for a time contemplated
a military career, but soon he met Sofia de Limat who traveled
with him as his mistress to Barcelona, San Roque, and finally
Cadiz where they parted company. Sometime in early 1784 the
Sevillian Inquisition became interested in Fabris and commanded
its agent in Cadiz to investigate him. The commissary, Manuel
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Bolea, provided the Holy Office with evidence of Fabris's immorality and his reprehensible conduct as an artist. The Sevillian
Inquisition had a rather complete dossier on Felipe Fabris by the
time he left for Mexico in 178+ Most of the information had
been provided by his valet Renolfi. Fabris may have had some
suspicion that he was under investigation; hence his decision to
depart for the colonies. He did not suspect Renolfi of denouncing
him.
In November 1784 the Mexican Inquisition began its secret
inquiry into Fabris's conduct. Twenty-nine witnesses testified
against him~friends from Sevilla, one of his art students, traveling
companions on the trip to Mexico, the chaplain on the ship-and
a picture emerged of an amoral, talented, genial, gregarious rascal.
The most important testimony came from Renolfi, evidence that
in the end led to Fabris's trial for Freemasonry. Fray Jose Sorribas,
Renolfi's confessor, told the Inquisition that Renolfi had confided
in him after confession on October 3 I, that his master was a
Freemason. Renolfi said Fabris had brought· his diploma with
him on the voyage to Mexico, but that he had thrown it away before they reached port. What concerned Renolfi more was Fabris's
attitude toward formal religion. He had told his valet "that there
was no God, or life after death, for when man died all was
finished." He had ridiculed the dogmas of the Church and the
Sacraments. When Renolfi appeared before the judges to denounce his master, he testified that he had heard Fabris say he
was the "Great Prior of the Freemasons," and that he could admit
anyone he wanted into. the organization with the approval of two
other brothers. The valet said· Fabris often displayed his diploma
of Freemasonry and Renolfi claimed he had held the document
in his own hands. Fabris had urged his servant to join the brotherhood for reasons of economic and social advancement. Other witnesses testified about Fabris's lack of religion, his contempt for
the society of New Spain, his amoral paintings, and his active
support of Masonry. Apparently Fabris talked too much, and some
of his social commentaries were quite cutting. He ridiculed the

104

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XUV:2 1969

Spanish people and their religion because they confused "the
saintly with the pagan, and the divine with the human." When
he attempted to escape from the Inquisition jail, the judges took
this action as admission ofguilt.
Surprisingly, Felipe Fabris confessed to being a Mason. He defended the fraternity ably, and boldly informed the Inquisition
that Freemasonry was not against religion, and that "Kings and
Popes misunderstood its purpose, which was to promote brotherhood among all peoples." One cannot help but wonder why Felipe
Fabris was not sentenced in Mexico. Did he, like Pedro Burdales,
know Masons in high political and ecclesiastical office? Did they
intervene on his behalf? Did they secure a change of jurisdiction
for his trial in order to avoid embarrassment? On April 7, 179 I,
the Mexican Inquisition Tribunal declared, "As for his sentence,
among other penalties, it is understood that he will be transported
to Spain under custody . . . and the master of the ship in which
he travels will be responsible for handing the prisoner over to the
Inquisitor Commissary of Cadiz . . . to be [placed] at the disposal of the Supreme Council of the Inquisition for prosecution,
whatever that may be."
Between September 1794 and August 1795, the most celebrated
trial of a Mason by the Mexican Inquisition occurred. 26 It was
widely believed that Juan Laussel, a chef of great fame who came
to Mexico to cook for Viceroy Revilla Gigedo, was the victim of
political scheming of Viceroy Branciforte to embarrass his predecessor. 27 Branciforte pushed Laussel into the halls of the Inquisition
even though he allowed other Frenchmen, equally guilty of
Masonic activities in Mexico, to leave the colony. Soon after he
arrived in Mexico, Juan Laussel had gravitated into a social circle
of other Frenchmen who held meetings in the watch shop of Juan
Esteban Laroche. This group read newspapers and pamphlets from
France and Holland, and the unexpurgated editions of the French
encyclopedists. Laroche was never tried by the Inquisition, but his
name often appears in proceedings against Frenchmen and
French sympathizers during the 1790'S, In the Inquisition papers
he often appears under his nickname, "el Jorobado" (the Hunch-
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back). Laroche had little formal education, yet he kept large
numbers of books in his shop. When he was deported with other
Frenchmen in the general roundup of 1795, Vicente Francisco
Vidal, one of Laroche's associates, was in such a hurry to burn
the incriminating books that he failed to take note of what was
destroyed. 28 Later, he informed the Inquisition that "they were
mostly English and German works, and there was only one French
copy of 'Letters of Rousseau in the Mountains.' " He went on to
give the judges some highly illuminating information: "I fo~nd
several other books which were unbound, twenty or thirty in number, which I burned, seeing how small and unvaluable they were."
It is most probable that these unbound items were the logs,
manuals, and statistical data of a Masonic lodge, since it was
widely believed that Laroche's home and his place of business
were the meeting places, formal and informal, of Mexico's earliest
Masonic lodge. Laussel, during his trial, declared that "it was
there I recognized Dr. Durrey, and the barbers Lulie and DuRoy
by the signs established by the Fraternity," and it was there,
finally, "where the summer solstice of 1791 was celebrated."
Laussel testified that in France he had become a member of a
brotherhood of Freemasons, and that the organization was a good
thing, since it was patronized by the King of France who was
also a member. Laussel's lodge had been a Masonic order of cooks
who were pledged to help one another professionally. He knew
of similar lodges in Montpellier of other craftsmen. He recounted
for the Inquisition the ceremonies of initiation into his particular
lodge and the description corresponded to other data the judges
had on Masonic ritual. Laussel's ridicule of formal religion and
the Sacraments confirmed the Tribunal's suspicion that he was a
Mason. He had affirmed that the "true religion was honorableness"
and that confession was "cowardice" and hearing Mass a waste of
time. He refused to divulge the names of other Masons in Mexico
City but he did admit that several had given him the sign of
recognition. It was Laussel's unabashed commitment to French
revolutionary ideas which added strength to the case against him.
He approved of regicide and the killing of tyrants, saying that the
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Spanish ought to follow the French example. He expressed the
wish that someday all people would be governed by a republican
system.
On November 24, 1794, the prosecuting attorney of the Holy
Office made his final accusation against Juan Laussel. He said
Laussel had embraced "the ugly, impure and abominable heresies
of the Lutherans, Calvinists, libertines, 'modern philosophers,'
anti-evangelicals, and other ancient and recent heresies."29 The
judges officially charged him with belonging to a secret society
that "threatened to destroy the Papacy, royal prerogatives, the Inquisition and religion," and on August 4, 1795, he was sentenced as a Mason. Laussel was ordered to hear Mass while standing, with a gag in his mouth and a conical mitre (coroza) bearing
the insignia of heretical blasphemy and Freemasonry on his head.
He was exiled from "the Court of Madrid and the City of Mexico,
and the rest of America" to spend three years in an African presidio
to be determined by the Inquisitor General of Spain. On Sunday,
August 9, 1795, in the church of the Convent of Santo Domingo
the Holy Office staged a private auto de fe for Juan Laussel and
forced him to make a statement of abjuration of his heresies as
part of the ceremonies.
What are the possibilities that Laussel and the other Frenchmen met in a formal Masonic lodge? Although the Inquisition
records lack precision on the point, it appears that the Laroche
group constituted a lodge, and when Laussel and others testified,
they probably omitted as much as they could in self defense. It
is perhaps true that the lodge was a purely Masonic gathering
without any political philosophy. Unfortunately this can never be
proven owing to the Francophobia of the early 1790'S and the
necessity for extreme secrecy. The caution was justified as the
records of the Holy Office of the Inquisition prove. Anyone who
had any remote connection with Masonry was liable to prosecution
as plans were made in 1794 and 1795 to expel the Frenchmen as
social revolutionaries and insurrectionists in the Mexican colony.30
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II. THE INDEPENDENCE STRUGGLE

THERE ARE NO RECORDED investigations of Masonry in Mexico by
the Inquisition during the years 1796 to 181 I. Francophobia moderated after 1796, and French Masons were tolerated by the Holy
Office and the Mexican viceroys. Since Viceroy Jose Miguel de
Azanza was an important Spanish Mason and a Councillor of the
Spanish king, during his viceregency (1798- I 800) his patronage
of the movement in the colony was a foregone conclusion. 31 It
appears that the religious and political posture of Masonry in
Mexico during the revolutionary era, 1808 to 1820, was conditioned
by the Spanish political climate rather than the independence
movement per se. Trials for the years 1811-1820 always picture
Masonry as a subversive and insurrectionary force. Probably the
lack of trials before I 8 I I suggests that Masonry was pro-royalist,
and the Inquisition did little to suppress the movement, especially
since many of its members were army officers. Solidarity in the
drive to expel the Napoleonic invader, and to restore the Spanish
king to his throne, led most Spaniards to support the Cortes ruling
in his place. As long as the Cortes represented resistance to the
French, most Masons upheld the government, particularly after
the Cortes promulgated a liberal constitution in 1812. The Cortes,
based upon popular representation from metropolitan Spain and
the empire, included many Masons. The Mexican Holy Office of
the Inquisition technically was subordinate to the Cortes in the
years 1808-18 I 3, and consequently the inquisitors found it difficult to prosecute Masons. The closest it came to anti-Masonic activity was to compile secret lists of soldiers in the Yucatan area in
181 I suspect of being Masons,32 and to probe into Mason-like
activities of a companion of Father Miguel Hidalgo, Canon don
Jose Martin Garda Carrasquedo in the same year. 33 The Holy
Office made veiled accusations that Father Hidalgo was a Mason,
but this was a highly speculative charge without documentation,
difficult to substantiate even after the Cortes took a dim view of
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the Hidalgo Revolt, and the Regency reissued Ferdinand VI's
1751 prohibition of Masonic orders on January 19, 1812.34
The bulk of membership in the Spanish Cortes supported a
political system of constitutional mOl:iarchy.35 Many liberal members of the Cortes, some of whom were Masons, equated the independence of the colonies with the independence of Spain from
French rule. The complicated political commitments of Spanish
Masons during the Napoleonic era needs serious study. The division of liberal and conservative Masons and dichotomy of French
and English lodges in Spain is later reflected in the development of
political Masonry in Mexico. 36 The English military with their
Scottish rite affiliation played a crucial role in the development of
revolutionary Masonry, and they influenced and converted many
Spanish soldiers to their views. It is likely that these same Spanish soldiers carried the Scottish rite ideas with them when they
were transferred to Mexico.
By the time the liberal ideas of the 1812 constitution reached
New Spain, formal Masonic lodges were being established in
Mexico. Members included not only Spanish soldiers of the
Scottish rite, but also Mexican creoles and many so-called conservative Mexicans who were assuming a gradual pro-independence
view. Important in the lodges was a group of liberal clergy who
espoused a political philosophy of Mexican independence. An
inquisitorial investigation of one of these priests in 1812 provides
evidence that an insurrectionary lodge was in existence in Jalapa,
but it was not until 1817 that the Holy Office had complete
dossiers on the Caballeros Racionales of Jalapa. 37 Tradition has it
that the first lodge was founded in Mexico City in 1806, but it was
short-lived because the Church quickly brought about its suppression. 38 While chroniclers of Mexican Masonry may have had
private documentation for the genesis of the movement in 1806,
there appears to be no public record to substantiate the date, nor are
there any records in the Inquisition papers regarding the 1806
lodge. There can be no doubt that lodges with an insurrectionist
political philosophy had appeared in Jalapa as early as 1812, and
in Veracruz and Mexico City during 1816-1818. Eyewitness ac-
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counts and other primary sources document the presence of these
lodges. 39 Since Viceroy Juan Ruiz de Apodaca (1816-1821) was
acknowledged as a Mason, and some of his staff as well as officers
of the Inquisition were members of the lodges, it is easy to see
why the lodges were allowed to Hourish. 40 Perhaps the revolutionary Masons expounded their ideas softly, so that the total movement would not suffer any reprisals.
. .
It was a difficult task for the Holy Office of the Inquisition to
formulate a policy vis-a.-vis Freemasonry in Mexico during the
turbulent era of -1808-1820. In the first place the judges had to
decide whether the movement was dangerous to the establishment.
Secondly, they had to devise ways to combat Masonry without
treading on the toes of powerful officials in the government, the
military, and in the church, where many had masonic affiliation.
As the status quo changed, and as the Mexican hierarchy shifted
from a royalist to an independence allegiance, the Holy Office was
forced to tolerate Masons as political allies. Confidential reports
on Masons and Inquisition trials of Masons in the Holy Office
archive must be considered against this complicated background.
While the Holy Office was abolished and moribund as a result
of the Cortes's decree of February 22, 18 I 3, before Ferdinand VII
reestablished the Inquisition on May 4, 1814,41 the Mexican
Masons consolidated their power and grew in number because of
freedom from censure and an inHux of liberal immigrants from
Spain. After 18 I 4 and the restoration of Ferdinand VII, the Spanish Inquisition dealt harshly with Masonic societies because they
had too liberal a tinge. Ferdinand had reports of a Masonic group
in Cadiz which had liaison with a lodge in Caracas, "the sole purpose of which was to bring about the independence of America,"
and that the Cadiz organization had branches in England. 42 What
the King's intelligence agents did not uncover was that the Cadiz
society had a quasi branch in Jalapa!
Because of their propagation of French liberal ideas, and in
many cases their outright collaboration with Napoleonic forces,
and because Masons were encouraging revolution in the colonies,
on September 14, 18 14, Ferdinand VII prohibited Masonry in his
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realms as a treasonous movement. The Pope had issued a denunciation of Freemasonry on August 15, in which he claimed that
Masons were subverting the foundations of monarchy and religion.
Pursuant to these decrees the Spanish Inquisition issued an edict
on January 2, 1815, charging orthodox Catholics to withdraw from
Masonic activities or face the full penalties of the Church. 43 Inquisitor Dr. Manuel de Flores circulated a copy of the edict in
Mexico between July and October 1815. The Mexican Holy
Office commanded that, within a specific period of grace, all "who
had joined Masonic lodges or corporations must appear before the
Tribunal of the Holy Office and relieve their consciences of guilt."
The decree stated that those who came forward and confessed
voluntarily would be treated benignly, but those who did not
could expect harsh punishments. 44 After publishing the Mexican
edition of the decree on July 15, 1815, Flores extended the period
of grace to October 10. After that time prosecutions were to begin.
Soon the Inquisition secretary began to receive data from the
capital and the provinces on the extent of Masonic influence.
Secret dossiers containing fragmentary data on Masons in the
capital in 1815 were compiled, but no further action was taken. 45
In 18 16 a report detailing Masonic activities in Zacatecas arrived. 46
Although several individuals were kept under surveillance,47 for
the most part the renewed caveat on Masonic activity was ignored
and forgotten. Perhaps the Holy Office realized that political
Masonry was too deeply entrenched in New Spain for it to be
eradicated by Inquisitorial activity. Certainly each passing year saw
the movement more securely established.
The reactionary policies of Ferdinand VII and his steadfast
prosecutions of Masons after 18 I 4 had led many Spanish liberals
to emigrate to the colonies. The new exiles helped to bolster the
incipient Masonic organizations in Mexico. The "triangles" of
Masonic brothers and small lodges that managed to survive the
viceregency of Felix Maria Calleja (1813-1816) became centers
of subversion and active agents in "the conservative revolt" that
finally consolidated the Mexican independence movement under
the leadership of Agustin de Iturbide in the early 1820'S. The
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Holy Office of the Inquisition concentrated its efforts on uncovering Masonic activities in Jalapa and possible liaison of the Jalapa
group with the insurgents in the Valladolid-Guadalajara area. By
August of 1817 the Inquisition had fairly complete information
on the Jalapa Lodge, which called itself the Caballeros Racionales.
Two major trials had produced data on the objectives, political
philosophy, and membership of the Rational Gentlemen. On
August 14, 1817, Fray Servando Teresa de Mier was accused of
heresy and Freemasonry. From him the Holy Office was able to
document the affiliation of the Caballeros Racionales with Carlos
de Alvear's Society of Americanists in Cadiz. 48 Fray Servando in~
formed the judges that the Argentinian had established the Society
as a political organization of colonials who used the group to
press their rights before the Cortes. He indicated that the Cortes
permitted the Society to meet because it served the purpose of insuring the loyalty of the American Spaniard to the mother country. In 1812 Teresa de Mier related that most of the members came
back to the colonies because of the deteriorating military position
of the Cortes and the possibility that Napoleon would conquer the
entire peninsula.
Fray Servando tried to convince the Mexican Inquisition that
the Society of Americanists was not opposed to royal authority.
He related that when he was admitted into the Society Alvear
told him, "Sir, this Society is called the Caballeros Racionales, for
there is nothing more rational than to love one's country and people."49 He also attempted to deny that the Society of Americanists
was a Masonic organization. Knowing that being a Mason was a
treasonable crime, Fray Servando had to deny that the Caballeros
Racionales of Cadiz and Jalapa was Masonic, since he could not
deny that he was a member. But Fray Servando was charged with
Masonry, and it was apparent in his testimony that he described
his initiation in Cadiz with great caution bent on veiling its similarity to Masonic initiations. 50 The Inquisitors were not deceived and
they pointed out to Fray Servando the resemblance of the "two"
societies. In answer to this, Teresa de Mier told them that Alvear
had instructed him: "One has to be a Catholic and a monarchist
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to be in the Society."51 Fray Servando also made it clear that none
of the members of the group were Masons, with the exception of
their founder Alvear, and since he concocted the ceremony of
initiation, the ceremonies were "similar."52
What is known about the Jalapa Lodge comes largely from the
Inquisition's trial of the senior canon of the Cathedral of Guadalajara, Ramon Cardena y Gallardo. 53 In 18 I 2 and in 18 16 the Holy
Office investigated Cardena. 54 Cardena was forced to admit that he
was one of the founders and the first President of the Caballeros
Racionales in Jalapa. He informed the Tribunal that the Society
of Americanists in Cadiz sent a young Spaniard to Mexico to
found a branch of the organization. This officer, Vicente Acuna,
often referred to as "Tacones," also gave important testimony in
another connection. Acuna took part in the assault on the Fortress
of San Carlos in Perote, and when the attack failed and he was
captured, he was sentenced to death by being shot in the back.55
Before he was executed, Acuna confessed to having been initiated
into the Society of Americanists in Cadiz. In the ceremony he had
recognized Carlos de Alvear. He said that because of his membership in the Society, he was given entree to the homes of members
in Havana, Veracruz, and Jalapa. It was in Jalapa that he had become friends with a curate named Cardena. Acuna was executed
"for crimes (against the State) and also as the propagator and
organizer of this clandestine assembly to which he most energetically devoted most of his time."56 Acuna's confession illuminates
many facets of the Jalapa Lodge left very vague in the Teresa de
Mier and Cardena testimonies.
Canon Ramon Cardena y Gallardo was tried as an insurgent and
a Mason. In his own testimony he defended himself ably, and
since he held a high position in the Church, he got a light sentence because of the ecclesiastical fuero. Cardena, like Fray Servando, insisted that the "Society was not Masonic, and that he
did not associate with Masons, nor had he ever read books dealing with Masonry."57 In an interview in his cell, the canon insisted: "I have always thought of the Society as defending the
Holy cause of Religion and Country."58 Although these insurgent
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clergymen were probably Masons, the Holy Office of the Inquisition chose to avoid scandal and let the culprits off with surprising
lenience.
The real identity of the Lodge ofJalapa as the progenitor of the
Mexican Masonic movement cannot be questioned. The Society
used the same signs and ceremonies as the Masons. The speci6.c
purpose of the Lodge was to promote independence. Many of
the Caballeros Racionales became Masons, and once ~he independence movement succeeded, and after the 6.nal abolition of the Inquisition in 1820 called themselves Masons. The connection between the Caballeros Racionales, Fray Servando Teresa de Mier,
and the expedition of Xavier Mina in 1816-1817 is not clear, 59 but
there is some evidence which points to a Masonic undercurrent in
this famous attempt to rekindle the Mexican revolution at its
nadir. 60
During the closing years of the struggle for independence the
Holy Office continued to compile Masonic dossiers. The most
celebrated trial occurred in 1818 when Don Juan Francisco de
Oran y Arguello was convicted of being a Mason and was exiled
to the Presidio of Ceuta in Africa. 61 Denunciations of soldiers in
the royalist army for having Masonic affiliations continued, and a
list of these was drawn up in 1819.62 Many trials between 1800
and 1820, in which defendants were reconciled for Protestantism
and allowed to convert to Roman Catholicism, lead one to suspect
that the defendants initiated proceedings to conceal their Masonic
activities and escape more serious prosecution. 63 Certainly the
lodges that were to· play so important a role in the political
Masonry of the 1820'S were forming by this time, and Masonic
associations during the wars of independence were to provide a
vehicle for Mexican political expression in the troubled years to
come. 64 .
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XAVIER MINA AND FRAY SERVANDO MIER:
ROMANTIC LIBERALS OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY

WILLIAM FRANCIS LEWIS III

I

December 2 I, 18 I o. The large room was filled with
royal officials and prisoners. A ceremonial meeting of the Spanish
Inquisition in Valencia, Spain, was about to begin. All was quiet
as the first case was announced. The defendant, one who called
himself Andres Vomeri/ stepped forward to speak. His words were
like those he had spoken before under his true name, Servando
Mier. The booming voice and eloquent expression of this man
captivated all who bore witness on that cold December morning.
Mier's theme was "the rights of man," the freedom of all men to
think and believe as they wish. His denunciation of tyranny and
absolutism was vehement, perhaps too vehement. Within five minutes he was forcibly removed from the podium and returned to his
cell. Less than nine hundred miles away in a French prison a
young Spaniard, Francisco Xavier Mina, sat silently gazing out his
small window. His thoughts too were of freedom.
Hispanic history has produced many dynamic personalities, Fray
Servando Mier and Xavier Mina are two of the most colorful. The
coming together of Mier, an aged man of letters from Mexico, and
Mina, a young rebel Spaniard, is indeed a fascinating story. Together they organized a daring expedition to Mexico to help free
the land from Spanish domination.
Fray Servando Noriega y Guerra Teresa de Mier first saw the
light of day in the year 1763, twenty-six years before Mina's birth.
Mier was born in Monterrey, Mexico, at a time when New Spain
T WAS FRIDAY,
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was just beginning to feel the influence of accelerated Bourbon reforms. A brilliant student, he studied philosophy and theology at
£1 Colegio de Coeli, receiving his doctoral degree in theology at
the age of twenty-one. Immediately thereafter he was appointed
lecturer at the Dominican Convent in Monterrey. While his vibrant personality and imposing candor brought him early popularity, his keen, critical mind and boldness of spirit soon destroyed
that popularity, at least among the brothers of his faith.
Mina was five years old on the day Fray Servando delivered his
sermon on the deeply loved Virgin of Guad~lupe. It was November 1794 and a large audience had gathered to hear this brilliant
and controversial young man. As Mier spoke, the crowd was silent.
Slowly, logically he destroyed the accepted tradition of the Virgin's
origin and attacked the Spanish justification for the conquest.
Gasps of disbelief rose from his listeners as he proceeded; soon the
audience became a rumbling mass of protest, so violent that Mier
was forced to cut short his presentation. 2
This event was certainly the pivotal point in his life. Without
knowing it he had "purchased" his ticket to Spain. The price was
dear to him. He was ousted from the order and stripped of all religious privileges. The Archbishop Alfonso Nunez de Haro y
Peralta recommended that the Inquisition sentence him to ten
years imprisonment at the Convent of Santo Domingo in Cadiz.
In June 1795 Mier boarded the ship La Nueva Espana and set
sail for Spain. Says Santiago Roel, "thus began a life of imprisonments, escapes, humiliations, torments, hunger, and miseries
which would continue to plague him for the next twenty-seven
years. "3
Mier remained in confinement a short time in Cadiz and was
then transferred to a prison somewhere in southern Spain near
Granada, a place called Las Caldas. The Padre escaped twice, the
second time journeying to Madrid to appeal for justice-to no avail.
In June 1796 Mier fled Spain altogether traveling to France where
he spent six years. There he translated La Atala by Chateaubriand
and wrote a dissertation denouncing those who did not believe in
Jesus Christ.
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Mier's romantic wanderings took him next to Rome where he
arrived without money, title or friends. What he did in Italy is uncertain; he was there but a few months.
By the end of February 1803 he was again back in Spain and
by March 15, back in prison. This time he was taken to a dungeon
in Sevilla .known as Los T oribios. The miseries of his stay knew
no limits. Denied the pleasure of reading and exercise, Mier found
his confinement unbearable. He escaped once, but was returned
to what he called "la mas barbara de las instituciones sarracenicas
de Espana." In a poem entitled Gritos del Purgatorio Mier describes an existence which degrades and destroys the dignity of
man. The Padre did not long remain in that position. 4
Napoleon's dramatic surge across the Pyrenees into Spain in
1808 brought Fray Servando to the side of the Spanish underdogs.
Having escaped from Toribios, he took full advantage of the chaos
produced by the French invasion and journeyed north where he
enlisted in the Spanish army as a priest. It was on the field of battle that Mier and Mina first came together, though without knowing it. Both took an active part in the battle of BeIchite.
Mier was captured by the French in 1808 and turned over to
the Spanish authorities, who sent him to Zaragoza, and from there
to Valencia where he remained until his escape and Right to London in 1810.
Meanwhile, the story of young Xavier Mina was unfolding.
Born in 1789, the year of the French Revolution, Mina was destined to become one of Spain's greatest guerrilla warriors. While
little is known of his early years, it is certain that the boy was restless and volatile. Though he toiled with his father in the fields and
dutifully rode the bumpy wagon to Pamplona on market days,
Mina never accepted the farmer's lot, but longed instead for
something different. Boyhood pranks, like stealing chickens and
stampeding neighboring herds, won him the reputation of troublemaker and horsethief. 5 Severe punishments by his father, however, did little to dampen the fiery temperament of young Xavier.
His parents were pleased, therefore, when their son elected to
study for the priesthood.
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Like Mier, Mina was a good student, but he lacked the intellectual enthusiasm of the Padre. His moments of genuine interest
and dedication were sporadic. Inspiration came like a gust of wind
and carried him soaring, but only for brief periods. He remained
dissatisfied. As a pupil in Pampiona's religious school, Mina did
not stand out academically. In 18°7 he transferred unexpectedly
to Zaragoza to resume his studies and there found himself in an
atmosphere that stimulated him. While Mier sat incarcerated in
southern Spain, Mina fast became aware of the political corruption
and unrest in Madrid and took an active part, along with a score
of other students, in political demonstrations. 6 Meanwhile, Napoleon's armies rolled over Europe like mighty indestructible
machines, and after a victory at Jena, turned toward Spain and
Portugal.
Mina's transformation from cleric to guerrilla fighter, though
sudden, was in keeping with his lusty personality. By the end of
May he was fighting in the ranks of a volunteer brigade just outside the Aragonese capital. His days of uncertainty had ended;
Napoleon had decided his future.
The war was vicious. All who were physically able fought tenaciously, using pistols, knives, axes, and even stones. French sentries were ambushed in the night and brutally slain. It was a dogeat-dog war of sabotage, arson, and plunder. Ruthless resistance
movements sprang up throughout Spain. Amidst the chaos, those
profeSSing loyalty to Ferdinand and a return to orderly government
found themselves involved in terrorism in which the French, the
afrancesados, and even innocent Spaniards became victims. The
civilized society of Spain had nearly collapsed as the ravages of
war increased.
The month of July 1809 found Mina's enthusiasm undaunted
as he organized his own soldiers. The nucleus of this band consisted of twelve men, all of whom gathered in Pampiona to hear
his proposal. The colorful group included a number of Mina's boyhood friends, among them Feliz Sarasa, Ramon Elordio and Lucas
Corriz. 7 Soon the unit received local recognition and became
known by the name "Corso Terrestre de Navarra." As its ranks
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grew in number so did its heroic deeds, and by the end of the year
French generals in the north knew well the name, Xavier Mina.
Physically, Mina was a striking man, solidly built and handsome, with wide-set green eyes, a straight nose and thick black
hair; and though he was short of stature as was his enemy Napoleon Bonaparte, his courage inspired confidence and determination.
Success after success crowned the efforts of Mina's brigade,
which by October 1809 had swelled to two hundred fifty men.
Ambushing supply trains and cutting off enemy lines of communication became sport for the rebel "Corso." Complete familiarity
with the rugged terrain facilitated Mina's hit-and-run tactics and
frustrated enemy pursuit. In a surprise assault at Tafalla in January 18 I 0 Mina captured five hundred enemy soldiers including
twelve officers, and two months later in Pamplona he won a decisive victory over the respected French general, Georges Dufour,
commander of the French Legion of Honor. 8 Within a year the
reward for Mina's capture increased three times. In a statement to
his men in 18 10 General Rene D'Agoult ordered that Mina be
stopped "at all costS."9
Mina was captured in March 18 I 0 during a surprise attack on
the village of Labiano. Though active little more than a year, he
had left his mark. He was the father of guerrilla warfare in the
noith. He had turned rowdy, undisciplined troops into an effective
fighting unit, more effective than Spain's imperial armies. And
though his loss was a bitter blow to the rebels, other guerrilleros
including his uncle, Espoz y Mina, would continue to battle
Napoleon. 10
As Mina began a prison term in France that would last four
years, Padre Mier, having escaped from a long endured confinementin Valencia, traveled to London. There, under the name
Jose Guerra, he wrote his most important book, La historia de la
revoluci6n de Nueva Espana. By the end of the summer of 18 I 3
many copies were shipped to Buenos Aires and Veracruz to be
circulated among the rebels. He sought to inspire them with his
dedication to liberal principles. En route the ship to Argentina was
seized by Spanish vessels and the cargo taken to Spain. Mier's book
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was immediately denounced as subversive and Jose Guerra branded
a dangerous radical. l l
While Mier was busy in London, young Mina was a prisoner
at Fort Vincennes in France. He soon became the close friend of
the French general, Victor Fanneau Lahorie, who had been imprisoned for his part in an alleged plot to assassinate Napoleon. 12
Like Mina, Lahorie was a true romantic in an age that produced
some of history's finest. Impetuous, passionate, and dedicated to the
liberal cause, Lahorie was to have a profound influence on his
Spanish friend. He encouraged Mina not only to study military
strategy and tactics but also to read the classic liberal writings of
the time. Mina adhered to a rigid reading schedule and greatly
furthered his education.
Meanwhile the war in Spain raged on. The Cortes which gathered in Cadiz in September 1812 produced the famous Constitution of that year. This document, enunciating the doctrine of
popular sovereignty, asserted that the Spanish monarchy was not
the prize of anyone family but that Ferdinand VII would be recognized only if he swore to uphold a constitution which greatly
limited his powers.
The tide of battle gradually turned in favor of the Spanish and
English forces. The British army under Wellington soon became
the superior fighting force in Spain. And with the aid of Spanish
. guerrilla fighters led by Espoz y Mina and others, the enemy was
on the run by 18 I 3. Early in 18 14 the warended.
Mina was released from prison in April 18 14 and allowed to return to Spain. 13 Unable to stomach the "enlightened" policies of
Ferdinand, he, together with his uncle Espoz, attempted an abortive revolt in Pamplona, and when this failed, both fled to France. 14
Shortly thereafter Mina journeyed to London to seek adventure,
fortune and a liberal cause for which to fight. The stage was set
for his meeting with the venerable Padre Mier.
They met in May 18 I 4; the Padre was then fifty-one years of
age, Mina, twenty-four. Though there are no records of their initial encounter it can be assumed that they were mutually impressed. Despite the age gap they were amazingly alike and had
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much in common. Both had studied for the priesthood. Both were
well educated and quite articulate. Each had rebelled against existing conditions in his own country for personal and ideological
reasons, and each had been branded a traitor. Both had fought
against the French during the Napoleonic Wars and had experienced the sufferings of imprisonment. Now, the two found themselves together in London at a time when Europe was in the midst
of a titanic transformation.
By April 1815 Mina and Mier were organizing an expedition
to New Spain. Their plan was to lead an army into the interior,
consolidate all existing rebel forces under Mina's command, and
to march on Mexico City. Though the revolutionary cause had
degenerated badly since the death of Jose Morelos in December
181 3, there was still hope for, victory.
Servando undoubtedly persuaded Mina to choose New Spain
as a center of operations. Being a native of Mexico and an expert
in the causes of insurrection, Mier was deeply involved in the
struggle of "his people." Mina had many opportunities to seek his
fortune in other areas. Both Simon Bolfvar of Venezuela and Miguel Carrera of Chile sought to enlist the services of the dashing
Xavier. 15 Not wanting to place himself under the command of another, Mina chose to lead his own expedition.
The determined pair did not delay in contacting influential
London merchants who might back their enterprise for commercial
gain. Among the most illustrious of these were Lord John Howlland, John Cochrane, Lyle Miller, and George MacGregor, all of
whom had been active in supplying munitions to the rebellious
patriots long before Mina arrived in London. Each assured Mina
of financial support.
In August 1815 Lord Howlland aided the cause by hosting a
dinner for Mina, Mier, and a visiting young general from the
United States, Winfield Scott. Scott assured Mina that a warm
reception awaited his expedition in the United States should he
stop there en route to Mexico. Though Scott left no complete record of his dealings with Mina, he did leave some impressions:
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I had a few days since, at the house of Lord Howlland, an interview
with General Mina whose objective was to learn of me whether an
armed ship he now has ready to take himself and some forty other
Spanish officers to America to join the patriots, would be permitted
to touch our ports and depart unmolested. I replied that I had no
doubt but that in the event of our being at war, he would be able to purchase in our ports the arms which he requires to complete his equipment. It seems that he has already found the means of shipping some
of his associates, some of whom are on the continent. His ship is in
port and he is not a little apprehensive of discovery and detention. 16

Scott further explained that Lord Howlland was present at the
interview and that the whole affair was handled with discretion:
I was invited to meet the General under many precautions of secrecy,
for the General is known to be in London. His associates have been
named by Ferdinand at different times as liberals of the adherents of
Porlier. . . . these gentlemen will constitute an important acquisition to the patriots, particularly General Mina, who has been the author of the guerrilla system in the Peninsular WarP

During this period, the strain between England and Spain grew
more intense. Pressures from powerful commercial interests in
London, who supported the independence movement, warred continually with the English government, whose official policy was
to uphold Spanish sovereignty. This situation frustrated Spain's
ambassador in London, the Conde de Fermin Nunez; he could believe no one in the English government. While Viscount Castlereagh, the English Foreign Secretary assured Nunez that Mina
would be apprehended, little effort was made to do SO.18 London
was an open city, alive with foreign intrigue and plots of all kinds.
Mina and Mier were two of many involved in secret preparations,
and partly for that reason they were able to operate with little
obstruction.
By April of 18 I 6 the expedition was ready to set sail. A ship,
the Caledonia, was purchased from a man named Stewart. In all,
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there were twelve London stockholders backing the expedition,
each with a substantial investment. Nevertheless, additional funds
and manpower from the United States were needed. Thus, on
May 15, in the dead of night, Mina, Mier, and some two hundred
men sailed quietly out of port at Liverpool and headed west to
North America.
The expedition arrived at Norfolk in mid-June. Spain's Minister Plenipotentiary in the United States, don Luis de Onis, was
warned that an expedition had landed and was deeply concerned.
ConRicting reports as to the size of the expedition ranged from one
ship and fifty men to fifteen ships and four thousand men. 19
Though he knew that the· force which landed at Norfolk was
small (200 men) Onis believed there might be other segments of
the expedition coming in at ports in the Caribbean. His apprehensions were heightened by the knowledge that Mina and Mier were
capable and daring. Onis was well aware that the author Jose
Guerra and Padre Mier were one and the same person and that
Mina was a talented guerrilla fighter. And like Nunez in London,
Onis was dealing with a government which "unofficially" supported the independence movement.
Immediately following a rendezvous in Norfolk, Mina, Mier,
andan American named Anderson began preparations. The Caledonia sailed on to Baltimore while Mina made a hasty trip to
Washington to confer with inRuential people there. Though there
are no records of these meetings, it is not unlikely that Winfield
Scott introduced Xavier to either James Madison or President
Monroe. 2Q Certainly Scott assisted Mina in enlisting the services
of some United States military officers; the most illustrious and
daring being Colonel Alan Young, a man destined to die a hero
while fighting for the independence of New Spain.
In late July Mina won the support of two Baltimore merchants,
Dennis and Alexander Smith, who were willing to risk their capital for the cause of· independence and profit. The Smith brothers
provided suffiCient funds for the purchase of the Calypso complete
with arms and other supplies. In addition, they put up $I 10,000
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to pay for the outfitting of three other ships. Dennis Smith became
one of Mier's close friends and did much to establish contacts for
him in Philadelphia and New York. 21
Despite repeated plots either to destrQyor divert the expedition,
Mina set sail on September 26,1816, for Port-au-Prince to seek
additional manpower. In the meantime, Mier was sent to New
Orleans to gain support of merchants there. The two planned to
meet at Galveston in December in order to make final preparations.
Prior to his departure from Baltimore, Mina corresponded with
Haiti's president, the controversial mulatto, Alexandre petion.
Petion promised Mina a division· of men. The Haitian president,
however, was under pressure for assistance by Simon Bolivar, a
resident of Port-au-Prince, and Petion found the needs of the Venezuelan greater than he had anticipated. Having lived in the Carib-bean for two years, Bolivar was in a much better bargaining
position than was Mina.
BolIvar fled New Granada in May 181 5 and sailed to Jamaica
at the same time Mina was breasting Atlantic waves from London
to Norfolk. Bolivar remained in the Caribbean area until the spring
of 1816, living a life of dissipation, and after a brief attempt to
land at Puerto Cabello, returned to Haiti where he remained until
February 1817. Thus, the Libertador was there when Mina arrived
in October.
Mina's meeting with Bolivar and Petion must have been disappointing for the young Spaniard who found that Petion had
pledged nearly all of his avqilable forces to Bolivar. It is believed
that Mina met with Bolivar in a small home just outside Port-auPrince owned by an Englishman named Sutherland and that
neither man would consent to help the other. 22 Mina's disappointment was furthered by the desertion of several of his men.
Mina left Port-au-Prince on October 27, narrowly escaping a
French blockade. 23 He had four ships under his command as he
headed northwar~ calling on Caribbean winds to carry him to
Galveston. Bad luck rode the high seas with Xavier as his vessels
battled thick fog and angry waters. Matters worsened when yellow
fever broke out on one of the ships claiming fourteen lives before
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port was reached. This event, coupled with the desertion which
had taken place in Port-au~Prince, left Mina with one hundred
eighty men, including officers, when he arrived in Galveston on
November 22,1816.
Mina remained in Galveston through November and December trying to organize what remained of his expedition. Early one
morning in December Mier entered Mina's quarters and after a
warm embrace from his commander, the Padre related the latest
developments from New Orleans. Mier had attended a number of
conferences with a group of southern merchants, lawyers, and
privateers willing to aid Mina in Mexico provided he first lead an
attack against Pensacola. 24 Though Mina was anxious to begin the
expedition to Mexico, the terms of the proposal were sufficiently
attractive to merit a trip to New Orleans for further discussion.
Leaving Mier in charge in Galveston, Mina, accompanied by
Colonel Young, journeyed to New Orleans. Seeing that the merchants had no real desire to aid him in Mexico, Mina declined
their offer. He remained in New Orleans long enough to purchase
three ships, the Neptune, the Cleopatra, and the Bergantine Paz,
and then sailed back to Galveston. 25 Two months later he was
ready to depart for New Spain. On April 7, 1817 the sun rose to
shroud the sea with a shimmering coat of light as Mina and Mier
sailed away on the most dramatic adventure of their lives.
Howling winds and incessant rains battered Mina's seven vessels as they tossed their way southward along the coast. A motley
three hundred fifty'men now made up the crew. They were not
confident. Ruthless weather, disease, and desertion had deflated
the balloon of optimism long before the expedition left Galveston.
Nevertheless, most were glad that the waiting was over and none
could deny the atmosphere of excitement and adventure as the
ships moved through grey waters on the way to war.
The situation which awaited them in New Spain was grim. The
death of Morelos and the abolition of the Mexican Congress in
1815 were bitter blows to the patriot cause and led to confusion and
dissension among the insurgents. Rebel leaders like Manuel Mier
y T enln in the province of T ehuacan, General Guadalupe Victoria
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in the province of Veracruz, General Ignacio Rayon in the province
of Valladolid, General Manuel Osourno in the province of Mexico, and General Jose Manuel Torres, the supreme commander of
the patriot forces, were almost completely isolated from one another. And when they did communicate, none of the leaders could
agree.
Conflict among the insurgent leaders was crippling to the rebel
potential. Had these generals "discarded from their breasts the
ambition and jealousy which unfortunately had become the ruling
passion with each of them, then would the patriot cause have triumphed." For certainly, a "concentration of their forces and a
cordial cooperation would have enabled them to contend with any
enemy army the royalists could have raised." Mina hoped to ac~
compIish such a consolidation of power under his command and
so defeat the armies of Spain decisively.26
On April 18, 18 I 7, a landing was made at Soto la Marina. Little
time was wasted in setting up a printing press from which were
issued a series of proclamations made by Mina to be distributed
throughout the country. Though all went exceedingly well during
the first few days, Mina and Mier knew they must act quickly before the royalists had time to overwhelm them.
Mier immediately began enlisting manpower from a number of
small nearby villages. One morningin mid-May, the Padre, standing atop a large rock formation, spoke dramatically to a group of
farmers gathered below. As they listened to their countryman from
Monterrey their faces may well have revealed the strain and anguish brought on by six years of constant struggle. Said Mier:
Americans! Don't delay; now is the time to take up anns and to throw
out the Spanish. . . . I have come here accompanied by that celebrated General Xavier Mina, who was one of the most distinguished
defenders of his homeland against Napoleon. Under Mina's leadership we shall be able to rid ourselves of Spanish tyranny forever.
. . . We are fighting for a just cause, and right will always prevail.
All of Britain could not stop three million Americans, all of France
could not stop four hundred thousand Negroes in Santo Domingo and
for three centuries Spain has not been able to kill completely the spirit
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of independence in Mexico.
. Nothing can stop you if you unite
yourselves under the command of a man as able and dedicated as
Xavier Mina. 27

By the end of May Mier had rallied about three hundred men
to Mina's banner. He then returned to Soto la Marina to assist in
final preparations. By May 24 the task was completed. Mina rose
early that morning and assembled his division. Four hundred men
would go with him into the interior. Another two hundred under
Major Jose Sarda would remain to defend the fort, among them,
Padre Mier, who insisted he be present to receive and welcome
possible reinforcements from Galveston or New Orleans. He
would serve as a priest for Sarda and his men, and in time of battle
would become a soldier.
Bidding farewell to the Padre, Mina led his men out of the fort.
By a series of rapid marches he intended to journey to the best
protected rebel strongholds, Peotillos, Jaujilla, Sombrero, and Los
Remedios. In each, he hoped to win the support of a large contingent of fighting men who would serve under his command.
Then, with an estimated ten thousand men he would launch a
decisive battle against the crown's army in Mexico City. Essential
to the realization of this plan was the cooperation and assistance of
Jose Torres.
The battle for independence in Mexico during the years 18 I 61817 was very much like the Peninsular War in Spain in 180918 I 0. In both struggles guerrilla warfare in all its brutality and
injustice became the basic mode of combat. Elements from both
sides pillaged and looted with little discrimination, and trust became an unused word. It was only after Mina's heroic exploits in
northern Spain in 18 I that guerrilla warfare achieved a status
and guerrilla fighters gained "respect." Now, seven years later,
Mina found himself facing a similar challenge in the midst of
Mexico's chaotic conflict; this time, the Spaniard was his enemy.
Mina's march to Sombrero by way of Peotillos and Jaujilla was
a tremendous success. Stunning victories at El Valle del Maiz,
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Real de Pinos, and Peotillos against overwhelming odds were
dramatic proof that Mina was not to be taken lightly by the royalists. Within a month he had captured over seven hundred enemy
troops and had moved from Soto la Marina to Sombrero where he
was welcomed by the fort's commander Pedro Moreno on June
25. 28 Mina's band had covered a distance of two hundred twenty
leagues through the heart of enemy territory. Although royalist
publications minimized this achievement, their government in
Mexico at no time since the beginning of the revolution had been
in a situation so critical and embarrassing. 29
At Soto la Marina the rebels were not so fortunate. On June 15
General Joaquin Arredondo launched an all-out attack on the
small fort. Three days later, on the very same day and nearly the
same hour that Mina won his most impressive victory at Peotillos,
Mier led a handful of survivors from the mud walls of Soto la
Marina. This was a major victory for the royalists. They had
captured Servando Mier. Immediately, he was separated from the
rest of the captives and conducted under guard to Mexico City
where he was incarcerated in a prison of the Inquisition; to the
Padre this was a familiar abode. 30
Meanwhile, at Sombrero, Mina continued to confound the
enemy. Throughout the month of July he led a series of surprise
attacks against neighboring royalist outposts. By the end of the
month reward notices were posted throughout many of the provinces of New Spain:
Anyone who assists the rebel Xavier Mina in any manner will
suffer the penalty of death and confiscation of all property.
2. Anyone who captures Mina and delivers him to a royalist military
commander or judge will be given 1,500 pesos and will be forever
freed from royalist taxation.
3. If this person is a military man he immediately will be raised in
rank. If he is a man who is now a rebel, he will receive immediate pardon from his crimes and a reward of 1,500 pesos. If he is
a foreign adventurer, he will receive the same amount of money
and free passage to his homeland unharmed.
I.
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4. For everyone of the adventurers in Mina's band who helps us,
100 pesos will be given plus immediate pardon and passage
.
home. a1

In August a powerful force under the command of royalist General Pascual Lifian led an attack against Sombrero. Though greatly
outnumbered the rebels held out bravely for two weeks, while they
awaited promised reinforcements from Torres; the reinforcements
did not arrive. On August 15, Mina and a handful of followers
escaped; three days later the fort fell to Lifian. a2
Mina then carried his operations to the BajIo region near Los
Remedios. There, for three months, he bafHed the royalists with his
patented guerrilla tactics, but with so few men in his command, he
could do little more than harass the enemy. Being a Spaniard did
little to help Mina. Torres, Moreno, and other insurgent leaders
were reluctant to place their trust in him. They too wanted to
champion the independence movement and refused to subordinate
themselves, particularly to a Spaniard.
In September 18 I 7 a highly trained cavalry unit under Francisco de Orrantia was sent out to destroy Mina. For a month Orrantia unsuccessfully pursued the elusive Xavier and by early October
was ready to abandon the mission. It was then that Orrantia was
approached by an old peasant woman from the Bajio who, for a
price, betrayed Mina's whereabouts. On October 27, 1817, at
dawn, Orrantia's men swooped down on the ranch house of EI
Venadito where Mina was encamped. An hour later Mina became
the prisoner of a dragoon named Miguel Cervantes, and was taken
to Irapuato.
The news of Mina's capture brought great satisfaction to the
royalists. So pleased were the authorities in Spain that they gave
Viceroy Apodaca the title Conde de Venadito in honor of the successful capture of Mina. Both Orrantia and Lifian were awarded
military crosses, and all the men who served with Orrantia on that
fateful morning of October 27 were presented with special coats
of arms and an increase in pay. A special seal was presented to
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Cervantes, and on the front of this insigne were inscribed these
words: "Prendi6 al traidor Mina."33 Cervantes was also made a
captain and was honored at a number of official military festivals.
On a foggy November morning in I 8 I 7 Xavier Mina was
marched from the stockade and taken to a small clearing on the
green hillside above Los Remedios and there executed by a firing
squad; he was twenty-eight years of age.
The death of Mina and the capture of Mier did not mark the
end of the revolution. Four years later in July 182 I Mexican independence was achieved by the decisive hand of Agustin de
Iturbide. Nevertheless, both Mier and Mina made significant contributions to the winning of the struggle. Mina gave his life and
remained a symbol of romantic liberalism for those who followed.
Mier, until his death on December 3, 1827, was active in shaping
the future of the new Mexican nation. Even during his last years
Mier often remembered the gallant Mina and spoke fondly of him,
for enduring was their relationship, and amazing the hand of fate
that bridged the Atlantic to bring them together.
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THE BATTLE OF GLORIETA PASS:
ITS IMPORTANCE IN THE CIVIL WAR

DAVID WESTPHALL

THE CIVIL WAR in the Territory of New Mexico culminated in
the battle of Glorieta Pass, which took place near Santa Fe on
March 28, 1862. The battle, although almost forgotten today, is
important because it deprived the Confederacy of four potential
advantages which could have altered the course of the War between the States.
A Confederate victory at Glorieta Pass would have meant not
only the addition of New Mexico to the Confederacy, but would
also have opened the way for the Confederate conquest of the
American West, including Colorado, Utah, Nevada, and California. Arizona was already under Confederate control. The addition
of this territory would have more than doubled the size of the Confederacy, and assured it sufficient area for national settlement,
economic development, and the expansion and strengthening of
slavery. Moreover, the resulting prestige could have brought the
European diplomatic recognition which the South coveted. During
this early part of the war France and England were even more
sympathetic toward the South than they were when Lee made his
bid at Gettysburg for, among other things, diplomatic recognition.
A victory at Glorieta Pass would have opened the way to the
gold fields of Colorado and California. Because of the Northern
blockade, the South was not able to use its chief resource, cotton,
to finance the war as planned. Nevertheless the Confederacy put
forth stiff resistance. If the South had had funds to match its sterling military talent, who knows what the result would have been?
If a Confederate victory at Glorieta Pass had opened the road to

138

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLIV:2 1969

the western gold fields, the Union would have been deprived of
one of its most important sources of war-making ability. With the
Confederacy controlling twelve hundred miles of Pacific shoreline, the Union blockade which strangled the South would have
become much more difficult to maintain and much less effective. 1
The South could have exported its cotton again, and imported arms
and other necessary supplies. The South would have had a chance
to develop an effective navy, instead of a smattering of raiders
launched from British and French ports.
Of the four potential advantages to the South, the last two are
the most important. Had the Confederacy been able to seize the
gold fields and the coast, the Bow of gold, which Lincoln called
"the life-blood of our financial credit,"2 would have been diverted
from Washington to Richmond, and "the oceans would have
swarmed with Alabamas."3
New Mexico was the geographic key to the surrounding areas,
and to the eventual conquest of California. The invasion was assigned to Texas, and by October 3 I, I 86 I, about three thousand
frontiersmen and Indian fighters had assembled at San Antonio
for the march to Fort Bliss, near EI Paso, and the advance up the
Rio Grande into New Mexico. 4
The South had several reasons for believing the Texans would
be successful in New Mexico. The commander of the invasion
force, Brigadier General Henry H. Sibley, was a graduate of West
Point with a distinguished record including service in the Seminole and Mexican Wars. 5 Equally important, he had recently
served with the Union Army in New Mexico and was familiar
with the territory. The troops sent into New Mexico were frontiersmen schooled in Indian warfare and inured to hardship. Some of
them were veterans of the Mexican War. Many of them brought
their own horses and weapons for the campaign, and all knew how
to ride and shoot.
Southerners believed that the Apache and Navajo would keep
Federal troops busy and divert them from the campaign. There were
never enough troops in New Mexico to control the Indians, and
as the Civil War approached the Indians seemed to sense that the
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whites were quarreling among themselves, and their raids became
even more numerous than before.
The Confederacy believed that there were many Southern sympathizers in New Mexico. The Territory's delegate to Congress,
Miguel A. Otero, expressed' a pro-Southern viewpoint which became even more pronounced after his marriage to a lady from South
Carolina. New Mexico's governor and territorial secretary were
from North Carolina, and the Territory's military commander was
from Mississippi. Several prominent New Mexico newspapers disseminated a pro-Southern point of view. New Mexico had commercial ties with pro-slavery Missouri, and most of the traders who
came into New Mexico over the Santa Fe Trail were from the
South. In 1859, after Southern friends had made the suggestion to
Governor Otero,6 New Mexico had enacted a stringent slave code.
The Confederates believed that they had support in other areas
of the Southwest. A convention at Tucson had already declared for
the South. Northern sympathizers in Arizona had Bed into Mexico,
and Arizona had become a Confederate territory. In California
Federal troops were used more than once to break up secessionist
rallies, and it was, estimated that as many as thirty thousand men
would have taken up arms for the South at the approach of a strong
Confederate force. 7 In the newly formed territory of Colorado the
situation was similar. On October 26,1861, while the Texans were
marching from San Antonio, Governor William Gilpin wrote a
friend: "The malignant secession element of this Territory has
numbered 7,500. It has been ably and secretly organized from
November last, and requires extreme and extraordinary measures
to meet and control its onslaught. . . . To prepare for what may
be accomplished by them is my duty."s In Utah the United States
government was persecuting the Mormons for their practice of
polygamy, and the South believed that the Mormons would welcome a chance to aid the enemies of their tormentors.
For these reasons, when the Texans advanced into New Mexico
from Fort Bliss their prospects for success seemed good. The T erritory's southern governor and military commander had been replaced, but this did little to dim Confederate hopes. On February
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the Confederate Army of New Mexico met a Federal
force of about 1,200 regulars and 2,600 native militia and volunteers at Valverde in southern New Mexico. The Federal troops
were led by the Territory's new military commander, Colonel Edward R. S. Canby, brother-in-law of the Confederate commander,
General Sibley.
The engagement began when the Confederate advance guard
tried to cross the Valverde ford from the east to the west bank of
the Rio Grande, but was driven back by a Federal detachment.
Soon both armies were concentrated at the ford and a full~scale
battle was in progress. Under cover of their superior artillery, which
drove the Confederate guns from the field, the Federal infantry
crossed the river to the east bank; then the guns came across and
took up a position in the Federal lines. Confederate dragoons and
lancers9 charged several times, but under the deadly Federal fire
the screams of wounded horses mingled with the groans of their
riders. Colonel Canby ordered a charge to complete what appeared
to be a Federal victory when about a thousand Texans on foot
climbed from an old channel of the Rio Grande where they had
taken refuge from the Yankee artillery. Armed with riRes, pistols,
shotguns, and bowie knives, their determination reinforced by
desperate thirst, they hurled themselves at the key Union battery.
Cannister and grape ripped gaps in their onrushing ranks, but
the Texans pressed forward to the battery and overwhelmed it in
a savage hand-to-hand struggle. "Never," reported a Confederate
officer, "were double-barrelled shotguns . . . used with better
effect."lo The gunners fought back bravely with pistols and ramming staffs, but most of them were killed. The Confederates nOw
turned the captured guns on the supporting infantry who, terrorstricken by the rebel yells and the slaughter of the gunners, Red
into the Rio Grande "more like a herd of frightened mustangs than
like men."l! Many of them were killed as they tried to wade across,
and a correspondent for the Houston Tri-Weekly Telegraph described the Rio Grande as "literally dyed with blood."12 Although
he may have exaggerated, in relation to the numbers involved, the
21, 1862,
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hard-fought Confederate victory at Valverde was possibly the most
lethal battle of the Civil War. 13
The Confederate invasion of New Mexico had started off successfully, but for several reasons it was destined to fail. The Confederate dependence on the Indians as inadvertent allies worked
in reverse. According to the Confederate plan, the invading army
would be self-sustaining, without a supply line reaching back into
Texas, and despite a large supply train the Texans expected to rely
heavily on New Mexico sheep and cattle for food. But with an invasion imminent, Canby had decided to let the civilians fend for
themselves, and as a consequence the Indians had ravaged the
countryside. After the campaign Sibley wrote: 'The indespensable
element, food, cannot be relied on. During the last year, and pending recent operations, hundreds of thousands of sheep have been
driven off by the Navajo Indians."14
Because of lack of discipline the Texans alienated the native
population. Sibley's official policy was to treat the natives with restraint and to pay them for any provisions confiscated. Sibley's
troops were hard fighters, but even after rigorous training at San
Antonio, they lacked the discipline of the professionals under Sibley's command. They let their horses graze in the "Mexican" wheat
fields, saying that they just happened to "get loose." No amount of
extra duty could cure them of this. On nights of bitter cold many
of the soldiers forced their way into the New Mexicans' adobe
homes and crowded the families into one room or evicted them altogether. The Texans simply took whatever they wanted. In answer to Federal charges, a Confederate soldier insisted in later years
that no woman was "appropriated" without her consent. 15 In any
case, an indifferent native population16 soon became intensely hostile toward theinvaders. The arrogance of the Texans, who had
nothing but contempt for "Mexicans," renewed an enmity which
had its roots in the Texas War for Independence in 1836 a~d in
an abortive Texas invasion of New Mexico in 184 I to enforce boundary claims. The Texans soon learned that with only twenty-two
Negro slaves in the territory17 the New Mexicans had little in-
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terest in slavery, and that any strong pro"Southern feeling in the
territory was the result of an Anglo-Saxon minority vocal out of all
proportion to its strength. The slave code of 1859 had resulted
from the efforts of this minority and a few politically ambitious
New Mexicans like Otero. When the crisis came, Otero, who believed that the war would end in several independent republics in
the West, urged his fellow New Mexicans to remain neutral, then
join the strongest after the war. l8 Most New Mexicans, who
wanted nothing better than to be left in peace, concurred, but the
behavior of the Texans stirred them from their apathy. After the
Texans had been in New Mexico a short time, any herds and flocks
that had not been run off by Indians were driven elsewhere by
their owners when the invaders approached.
The vigorous action of Colorado's Governor Gilpin not only
effectively suppressed Southern sympathizers in that Territory,
but a force of 9 I 6 volunteers, mostly Denver miners, was raised and
sent into New Mexico. In California too, secessionists were controlled, and troops were raised and shipped around Cape Horn to
join the Federal armies in the east. In addition, although they arrived too late to do any fighting, a force of some I AOO California
Volunteers made an extraordinary march across the Colorado and
Gila deserts with the intention of saving New Mexico for the
Union. l9 However it was the First Colorado Regiment of Volun-
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teers commanded by Colonel John P. Slough,20 a Denver lawyer,
which proved decisive in stopping the Confederate invasion of
New Mexico. In order to arm and equip the regiment, and also to
keep weapons out of the hands of potential rebels, Governor Gilpin purchased all the available firearms in the Territory and paid
for them with drafts on the Federal treasury. He also jailed all
known Southern sympathizers. Perhaps more than any other Single
person, Gilpin" was responsible for the Confederate defeat in New
Mexico. An officer of the First Colorado said Gilpin's actions
"proved to be the salvation of this country [Colorado] from the
hands of the rebels."21 Ironically, Gilpin was recalled to Washington and dismissed for issuing unauthorized drafts.
A final reason for the Confederate failure was the battle of
Glorieta Pass itself. After the Confederate victory at Valverde the
Federal army took refuge at Fort Craig near the battlefield. The
Confederates wanted the supplies at Fort Craig, but did not have
heavy enough artillery to attack the fort's earthworks. By going
north they at least cut the fort's supply line, so they continued up
the Rio Grande; hoping to find supplies at Albuquerque. There the
small garrison had burned what they could not carry away and retreated to Santa Fe. The Conferates followed them to Santa Fe,
still hoping to find supplies. The Santa Fe garrison also destroyed
everything they were unable to take with them, and retreated to
Fort Union, the last Federal stronghold in New Mexico. The Con~
federates entered the capital unopposed and prepared to march on
Fort Union, about fifty miles northeast of Santa Fe, which they believed was only weakly defended.
Meanwhile, the First Colorado had hurried into New Mexico by
forced marches, making sixty-seven miles in one twenty-four hour
period. After resting at Fort Union, Colonel Slough added 336
regulars from the fort to his 916 Colorado Volunteers, and advanced on Santa Fe. At Bernal Springs he dispatched Major John
M. Chivington22 with 210 cavalry and 180 infantry to proceed
ahead of the main body and raid Santa Fe. Chivington was to
march as far as he could that day, remain encamped the next day,
then the next night continue to Santa Fe and surprise what Slough
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apparently believed was a small Confederate force occupying the
town. About twelve o'clock that night Chivington's force reached
Kozlowski's ranch near the old Pecos ruins, where they learned
from the owner that Confederate scouts were about five miles ahead
at Pigeon's ranch 23 near the eastern entrance of Glorieta Pass.
While the rest of the men encamped for the night Lieutenant Nelson and twenty cavalrymen were sent ahead with orders to bring
back a prisoner. They returned about dawn with four well-armed
and mounted Texans who, in the darkness, had mistaken the patrol
for their own comrades and were easily captured. Chivington
learned, or deduced, from the prisoners that a sizeable body of
Texans was in the area. He discarded his original plan and decided
to march ahead for a daylight battle. After breakfast the Federal
force set out along the Santa Fe Trail with the infantry in front,
the cavalry in the rear, and a wave of scouts screening the advance.
While the Federals were marching from Bernal Springs to Kozlowski's ranch a Confederate advance guard of about three hundred men and two artillery pieces set out from Santa Fe. They
encamped that night at Johnson's ranch near the mouth of Apache
Canyon. The canyon forms the western end of Glorieta Pass,
which is about seven miles long, narrow at both ends, and a quarterof a mile wide in the middle. The next afternoon the Confederates also took the Santa Fe Trail, completely unaware as they
made their way through Apache Canyon that a Federal force was
moving toward them. They were commanded by Major Charles L.
Pyron, who had been one of the leaders of the final charge at Valverde and who was about to meet in Major Chivington an officer
of equal dash and presence of mind.
Chivington's force continued past Pigeon's ranch and entered
Glorieta Pass. About two o'clock the Federal scouts turned a short
bend in the canyon and found the Confederate scouts resting in a
thicket of trees and bushes. The Confederates were taken completely by surprise, and a lieutenant and thirty men surrendered
without firing a shot. When the main body received word of what
had happened they knew the enemy was just ahead. Chivington
ordered his men to close ranks and advance at the double. The
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Coloradoans ran forward eagerly, as if they were hurrying to a
Denver saloon instead of to mortal combat. As they advanced they
stripped for action by throwing aside blankets, canteens, and knapsacks. After about three-quarters of a mile they turned a bend and
saw the Confederates some four hundred yards ahead. At the same
time the rebels spied their adversaries. Major Pyron immediately
deployed his men as skirmishers across the canyon Boor. The howitzers were unlimbered, the Lone Star banner was unfurled, and the
howitzers opened fire. When the shells screamed over them, the
Federal ranks were thrown into confusion; horses bucked and shied
and the men milled about uncertainly. Chivington quickly divided
the infantry into two groups and sent them clambering up either
side of the canyon with instructions to get on the Confederate
Banks. The cavalry, consisting of 132 regulars from Fort Union
and a company of 88 Colorado Volunteers, was ordered to a protected position ~n the rear. Captain Howland of the regulars was
instructed to wait until the Confederates showed signs of retreating, then to charge with the cavalry.
As the Colorado infantry climbed, they were protected by the
rocky, wooded terrain which tended to nullify the howitzer fire.
Eventually, as Chivington had foreseen, the Confederates were
forced to withdraw. They limbered up their guns and retreated
about a mile and a half to a ditch about fifteen feet wide and as
many deep which ran across the canyon. Howland failed to seize
this opportune moment to attack. Pyron ordered the guns set up
behind the ditch and the bridge which spanned it destroyed. This
time the Texans were positioned across the canyon from summit
to summit. Chivington surveyed the situation and decided to repeat his previous tactics. Because the Confederate front was now
wider, the regular cavalry was sent forward on foot to fight with the
infantry. The volunteer cavalry under Captain Cook was held in
reserve with orders to charge when the Confederates should again
appear to give way.' After about an hour the Confederates were
enfiladed on their left Bank, and once more they limbered up their
guns to retreat. Chivington shouted at the cavalry. Even before
the words had left his mouth Cook had drawn his saber, spurred
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his horse, and ordered his men to charge. As the Coloradoans galloped forward, many of them, in their first experience under fire,
thought the musket balls whizzing over their heads were cannon
balls. Captain Cook was one of the first hit when one of the standard loads of the day, an ounce ball and three buckshot, lodged in
his thigh. He managed to stay on his horse until it stumbled and
fell on him, adding a sprained ankle to his shattered leg. His company thundered past him wielding their pistols and sabers. Only
one horse failed to clear the fifteen-foot arroyo. Half the cavalry,
under Lieutenant Nelson, pursued the coveted guns, but the artillery horses were too swift and soon outdistanced them. The two
rear sections, under Lieutenant Marshall, attacked and scattered
the Confederate reserve. The infantry closed in on the Hanks and
completed the roUt. 24 Various sources report Confederate losses of
from 16 to 32 killed, and 30 to 40 wounded. All sources agree,
however, that at least 70 Texans were taken prisoner. Reports agree
that Federal losses were 5 killed, 14 wounded, and 3 missing.
Night had fallen and the Federals now withdrew to Pigeon's
ranch where they buried their dead and cared for their wounded.
Although jubilant over their victory, now that the excitement of
battle had worn off, they were also sobered by the sight of the dead
and the agonies of the wounded. The Confederates retreated to
Johnson's ranch. From there they sent a party under a Hag of truce
to remove their dead and wounded from the battlefield.
The next day, because there was not enough water for their
horses at Pigeon's, Chivington's force went back to Kozlowski's
ranch. Here they found Slough and the rest ofthe Federal force,
who had hurried forward when they got word of the fighting. After
being apprised of the situation, Slough formed his plan of action.
Lieutenant Colonel Manuel Chavez,25 one of the few native New
Mexicans who had not deserted or been sent home as useless, had
offered to guide a force over the mountains to the Confederate rear
at Johnson's ranch. Slough accepted the offer and decided on a
pincers movement. The next morning about four hundred infantrymen, commanded by Major Chivington and guided by Chavez,
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set out into the mountains south of Glorieta Pass. Slough and the
rest of the command, about eight hundred fifty men, continued
on down the Santa Fe Trail with the intention of engaging the
Confederates at Johnson's ranch until their comrades could attack
them from the rear.
. They reached Pigeon's ranch about ten o'Clock and stopped for
a rest. Some of the men visited friends wounded in the fighting
two days before who had been left at the ranch; others filled their
canteens, and others just lounged around. Suddenly pickets hurried in with the news that the Confederates were in the trees half
a mile ahead. Bugles blared and men scrambled to find their weapons and fall in. The ranks had barely been formed when the roar
of rebel artillery echoed through the mountains.
After the skirmish in Apache Canyon, Pyron had sent for help,
and the rest of the Confederate forces in the area, about seven hundred men under Colonel William R. Scurri6 had hurried to his
aid. Scurry had placed his men in a strong natural position in the
canyon at Johnson's ranch. Then he waited throughout March 27
for the expected Federal appearance. The enemy failed to show up,
and on the morning of the 28th he started through the canyon to
find them. Scouts soon brought word that the Federal army was
halted at Pigeon's ranch, about half a mile ahead. The horses were
sent to the rear, the men were deployed, and the three artillery
pieces were ordered to open fire on the Federal skirmishers who
now began to appear about a quarter of a mile in front of the ranch.
Shortly after that the Confederate infantry moved forward. The
Federal forces, with the cavalry dismounted, advanced from the
ranch to meet them, and the eight Yankee field pieces began a brisk
return of the rebel fire. The crackle of small arms fire mingled with
the guttural roar of the artillery, and the engagement became general.
One Colorado company made its way in a ditch to the Confederate left Bank. From there they planned to assault the Bank
and capture the Confederate guns. Scurry, however, had seen the
danger; a force armed with pistols and bowie knives ran to the
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ditch under heavy fire and threw themselves in on top of the
startled Federals, who were driven back to their own lines after a
sharp struggle.
Now the Confederates launched an assault. The Coloradoans
recoiled and fell back to the ranch, and there was a lull in the
fighting. The Confederate cannons, as at Valverde, were smaller
than the Federal and again outnumbered. Although several of the
Confederate gunners had sacrificed themselves in an attempt to
keep their weapons in action, after all their officers had been struck
down and one of the guns had been demolished by a direct hit, they
withdrew from the field. At this point Scurry called them back
with instructions to probe the Federal lines by fire: there was an
adobe wall in front of the ranch buildings, and a rocky outcropping
behind them, and Scurry wanted to find out where the Yankees
had established their new line. This phase of the battle was marked
by sniping and maneuvering in the trees and rocks around the
ranch, and was what Colonel Slough called fighting "of the bushwacking kind."
After Scurry determined to his satisfaction that most of the
enemy were on the rocky ledge behind the house, he organized
another attack. The men were exhorted to capture the Federal guns
as they had at Valverde, then they moved forward. "Soon they appeared in front," recalled a Federal private who fought in the battle, "encouraged and shouted on by as brave officers as live; some
in squads, other [sic] singly, taking advantage of the timber as
much as possible in their approach."27 They were within fifty yards
of the Northern lines when the Federal artillery, which had remained silent since the beginning of the attack, opened up; the
gunners continued to load and fire with lightning precision, and
the attackers were hurled back. They reorganized and moved in
again, only to find that the Federals, leaving a few dead and
wounded behind, had moved back to a new position. The battle
had lasted a good part of the day, and it was nearly four o'clock.
The Confederates now launched their supreme effort. They
charged the new Federal position, as one of their officers wrote,
"inspired with the unalterable determination to overcome every
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obstacle to the attainment of their object,"28 and this time succeeded in reaching the Federal guns. The supporting infantry
rushed forward to save their artillery, ,and "Inch by inch was the
ground disputed."29 Finally, after the artillery had gotten safely
away, the Denver miners retreated, and the Texas frontiersmen,
who were too exhausted to pursue them, were left masters of the
field.
But while the Texans had been winning the battle, they had
been losing the campaign. They had left their supply train at
Johnson's ranch. Chivington's command had descended from the
mountains, easily overcome the small guard of cooks, wagoners,
and the sick, and burned all sixty-four wagons. The only Northern
casualty had been a man wounded when an ammunition wagon
exploded. This foray, as one Coloradoan wrote, "pierced [the Confederates] to their vitals, and drew from thence the life blood."30
Most of the Confederate food, clothing, medical supplies, and
ammunition was destroyed, and they found themselves destitute,
a thousand miles from their home base, in hostile territory which
had been stripped bare by Indians.
Chivington learned about the battle at the other end of the pass
from captured Coloradoans who had been sent to the rear. Instead
of moving through the pass, the raiders again took to the mountains, apparently because Chivington believed that Confederate
reinforcements were approaching from Galisteo and did not want
to be trapped within the rocky walls. About midnight they reached
Kozlowski's ranch where the rest of the Federal force had established themselves after the retreat.
A truce had been agreed upon, and the next morning a Federal
party returned to the battlefield and buried their dead. When they
were finished they loaned their shovels to the Confederates. Years
later when the bodies were exhumed and moved to the national
cemetery in Santa Fe, there was no way to tell who had fought for
the North and who had fought for the South. Reports of casualty
figures vary, but a good estimate is that the North suffered 46
killed, 64 wounded, and 2 I prisoners; Confederate losses were
probably about 36 killed, 60 wounded, and 25 captured.
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After the battle the Confederates had less than ten rounds
apiece. That night their meal consisted of what corn they could
find scattered in Pigeon's corral, and they slept without blankets.
The next day, after burying their dead, they withdrew to Santa
Fe. Sibley arrived from Albuquerque; a council of war was held,
and the officers decided that without supplies their position was
untenable. Soon the Confederate Army of New Mexico was retreating down the Rio Grande toward Texas.
The First Colorado, in obedience to a dispatch from Colonel
Canby at Fort Craig, had retraced their footsteps to Fort Union,
where another dispatch arrived ordering them to march south immediately. Canby, in order to reinforce the Federal forces in the
north and because supplies were running low at Fort Craig, had
started up the Rio Grande with about a thousand men, leaving
Colonel Kit Carson and several companies of New Mexico Volunteers in charge of the fort. En route he learned of the battle at
Glorieta Pass and the destruction of the Confederate train, and
sent an order countermanding his first one. When Canby arrived
at Albuquerque there was an artillery skirmish with the Confederate garrison; then he withdrew to Tijeras Canyon to wait for the
First Colorado. The next day the main Confederate army arrived
at Albuquerque with the Coloradoans not far behind. Because
most of the ammunition was gone, Sibley buried part of his artillery31 and continued down the river. The First Colorado joined
Canby and the combined Federal forces continued the pursuit.
There was a skirmish when the Confederates crossed to the west
bank of the Rio Grande at Peralta; then for two days the armies
marched within sight of each other on either bank of the river.
Near La Joya the Confederates abandoned their remaining baggage, and, leaving their fires burning, slipped away under the
cover of darkness into the San Mateo mountains. Here the once
proud Texas army, starving, thirsty, and sick with smallpox and
pneumonia, toiled on bleeding feet to drag their cannon over the
mountains while the Apache hovered about them like ghosts waiting to scalp the stragglers. Over half of the original Confederate
force left their bones in New Mexico. 32

WESTPHALL: GLORIETA PASS

151

Robert E. Lee had ordered reinforcements and all available supplies sent to Sibley;33 while, at Fort Riley, Kansas, five thousand
Federal soldiers were being outfitted for service in New Mexico. 34
After reaching Texas, Sibley wrote his superiors that it was impossible to campaign in New Mexico, and that his troops had "manifested a dogged, irreconcilable detestation of the country and the
people."35 He implied that they would refuse to return. For all
practical purposes the Civil War in New Mexico was over.
Had the Confederates been in a more prosperous and friendly
country, they might have been able to recoup their fortunes after
Glorieta Pass. Under the circumstances, Chivington's raid was the
coup de grace for the Confederate version of manifest destiny with
its gold fields and outlet on the Pacific. Had the Confederates won
the battle it might not have guaranteed them success, but it would
probably have meant the opening of a third great theater of Civil
War operations, and the battle of Glorieta Pass would be more
.
familiar to Americans than it is today.

152

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLIV:2 1969

NOTES
I. Latham Anderson, "Canby's Services in the New Mexico Campaign," Robert Underwood Johnson and Clarence Clough Buel, eds., Battles and Leaders of the Civil War, vol. 2 (New York, 1887), p. 698.
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Records, ed. by Calvin P. Horn and William S. Wallace (Albuquerque,
I~I), p. 16 5.
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15. Hall, p. 56.
16. Ganaway, p. 337, quotes part of an editorial from the Santa Fe
Gazette which pretty well sums up the pre-invasion attitude of the native
population: "What is the position of New Mexico? The answer is a short
.
one. She desires to be let alone."
17. Horgan, vol. 2, p. 82 I ..
18.. Ganaway, p. 337.
19. Federal forces in New Mexico were aware of the approach of the
Californians thanks to the feat of John Jones, a courier from the column,
who (setting a precedent for John Wayne) made his way through the
Apache-infested Arizona desert with his message that help was on the way.
20. Slough afterwards served in Virginia and was promoted to the rank
of general. He was one of the pallbearers at President. Lincoln's funeral.
He later became chief justice of the New Mexico Supreme Court. In 1867
he got into a political quarrel in Santa Fe's La Fonda, and was killed in the
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21. John M. Chivington, "The First Colorado Regiment," NMHR,
vol. 33 (195 8), p. 145·
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Franco-American, Alexander Valle. He may have received his nickname
either from his broken English, or from his peculiar style of dancing at
fandangos. He described the action at his ranch on March 28th as follows:
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25. Chavez, who traced his ancestry back to twelfth-century Castile,
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in his first expedition against the Apache at the age of 16, and when he
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at Glorieta Pass as high as 1,800.
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30. Hollister, p. 72.
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34. Hall, p. 226.
35. Keleher, p. 190.
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s. H. NEWMANIlX"

ON

July 22, 1870, M. A. "Ash" Upson packed his nightshirt in a suitcase, strapped a Colt to his right hip and, in order to
achieve a happy balance, put a bottle of Hostetter's Bitters (a patent
medicine not unlike Lydia E. Pinkham's Vegetable Compound,
but of earlier vintage) into his left coat pocket. Then he went out
to announce to his many friends in Santa Fe that he was taking the
stage to Las Vegas, New Mexico, where he intended to start a
Democratic newspaper. The editors of the Daily New Mexican,
the following day, made note of his departure in their paper, and
hoped that as a fellow printer, Ash would "strike it rich."
Time passed and no newspaper made its appearance from Las
Vegas, which probably surprised nobody, because Ash was as given
over to erratic behavior as he was to peculiar alcoholic potations.!
He popped up again in the news on March 14, 1871, when the
Weekly New Mexican Review reported that he was in Elizabethtown, where he would take charge of Major Sprigman's new paper,
the Argus. His stay there was brief, and so was the life of the
Argus,2 perhaps because of the lack of a stable spirit in the editorial
sanctum.
Finally, in July of 1871, he was able to gain enough financial
support to begin a six-column, four-page Spanish-English weekly
in Las Vegas. 3 Louis W. Leroux put up over $400, May Hays gave
$245 as his share, William W. Bollinger contributed $175, and
Vicente Romero, Fernando Nolan and Van C. Smith dug deep
FRIDAY,

.. The author wishes to thank Dr. Victor Westphall for his assistance and encouragement.
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into their pockets, investing from ten to fifty dollars each. Needing
someone to translate the English section into Spanish, the young
principal of the Las Vegas Progressive Lyceum,4 Simeon Harrison
Newman, 5 was invited to join the staff.
That summer the territory was writhing in the usual political
agony that precedes an election. The Honorable Jose Manuel Gallegos, ex-priest from Albuquerque and former Speaker of the House
in the legislature, announced that he would challenge Colonel J.
Francisco Chavez, the anti-Anglo, anti-Protestant Republican, for
the Congressional seat. 6 Upson's new paper, the Weekly Mail, took
up the banner for Gallegos in its very first issue. 7 Newman, who
had no previous experince in journalism, cut his newspaper teeth
during one of the most vigorous campaigns ever waged in New
Mexico. s
With the eighth issue, the management of the newspaper underwent a shufHe. Unable to sow his journalistic oats as a mere translator, Newman bought the shares of all the stockholders except
those belonging to Bollinger and Hays, this latter gentleman retaining a one-quarter interest. Ash Upson bowed out of the picture: it
was said that too much prosperity had ruined him. 9
During that era of Great Monopolies the Santa Fe Ring had become very powerful. Led by men with great organizational ability
such as Thomas B. Catron and Stephen B. Elkins, members of the
Ring had not only succeeded in gaining title to thousands of acres
of old Spanish land grants, but were firmly entrenched in political
office. Since Federal positions in the Territory were obtained by
appointment rather than by election, it was only natural that cliques
should form among the office-holders and a game of musical chairs
be played with the jobs available. The Santa Fe Ring was, in essence, nothing more than what is called the "Establishment" today,
although a bit more freewheeling. It must be borne in mind that
during this period there were fewer and less stringent laws; consequently, the system of free enterprise had reached an unrestrained
peak.
The power and afHuence of the ringsters inspired a great deal of
jealousy and suspicion among those unfortunate enough to have
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been left outside the organization. An anti-Ring faction emerged,
and· from them stories arose concerning the supposed nefarious activities of the Ring. One such story, which probably had no actual
basis in fact, was that a conspiracy existed between Supreme Court
Justice Joseph G. Palen, Attorney General Thomas ("Boss") Catron
and his law partner, "Smooth Steve" Elkins. According to this bit
of loose gossip, Catron and Elkins had boasted that they had made
a deal with Palen under which they were the only lawyers in the
Territory who could try a case successfully before him. 10 It was said
that honest lawyers who refused to become parties to their scheme
of extorting money from people through trumped-up lawsuits were
disbarred by Palen. The case of Judge Kirby Benedict was cited as
an example,l1 although it was no secret that Benedict had been disbarred because of his habitual drunkenness and courtroom conduct, 12
There is no doubt that many people were sincerely convinced of
the truth of these stories, whereas others, less gullible, merely used
them for their political value. In any case, they give a clear indication of the motives that caused the legislature, on December 3 I ,
187 I, to pass a bill that would effectively weaken the supposed conspiracy. The Daily New Mexican, a newspaper not wholly unsympathetic to the interests of the Ring, described the passage of
this bill in its issue of January 2, 1872:
On Saturday last an act was introduced into the legislature, and
violently, and with unseemly haste, without a reference, without being printed and without consideration was hurried through both
houses. This bill assigns Chief Justice Palen to the third district, and
Associate Justice D. B. Johnson to this, the first district. The measure
was originated by personal enemies of Judge Palen, and its passage
secured by gross misrepresentation. This action of the legislature will
be deeply regretted by the true men of the country who are interested
in the pure and intelligent administration of justice in the Territory.
The purpose of the men who secured the passage of the bill is to annoy, injure and weaken the influence of Judge Palen.
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To complicate the affair still more, we find that two of the principal plotters seeking his transfer were fellow Republicans. These
were Territorial Secretary Henry Wetter and Postmaster Alexander Sullivan of Santa Fe. 13 Both men had been dipping into the
public till, and fearing that they would soon be indicted, preferred
to trust their fate to the dissolute Judge D. B. ("Deadbeat") Johnson
of the Third Judicial District rather than to Palen, who was a classic
example of a hanging judge.
In the preceding election these two men had bolted the party and
had backed Gallegos, because they were afraid that the then incumbent Chavez would succeed in obtaining for Catron the appointment as U.S. District Attorney.14 Catron, a most able and
ambitious lawyer, would prove to be a formidable prosecutor. Singleton M. Ashenfelter, who held the U.S. District Attorney's commission on a temporary basis/ 5 did not constitute even a minor threat:
in fact, he had written a letter to Secretary of State Hamilton Fish
begging that Wetter be allowed to remain at his pOSt. 16 (Wetter,
who had lost a leg in the Civil War, was able to inspire considerable
sympathy from his friends.) Ashenfelter's letter did not carry much
weight, however, as Governor Marsh Giddings had already written
to Fish stating that the temporary District Attorney "lacked in capacity and lacked in ambition."17
The Governor was fully aware of the conspiracy against Palen,
although he had been in the Territory only a few months. On January 4 he vetoed the bill and stated that it was his opinion that the
legislature had overstepped its authority by enacting it, for only
Congress had the power to reassign district judges. IS
Not to be outdone, the Democratic minority, on January 10,
waited until Speaker Milnor Rudulph had adjourned the legislature and then, after electing a new Speaker, ousted three Republican members and seated three Democrats in their stead. Having
thus attained the necessary two-thirds majority, they proceeded to
pass the bill over the Governor's veto. 19
The Republicans were outraged and took the matter to the Supreme Court, which ruled that the action was revolutionary, illegal, and void. 20 But the machinations continued. In February,
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August Kirchner, a partner in the Santa Fe finn of Probst and
Kirchner, butchers and cattle dealers, appeared before the Clerk
of the Probate Court, Sam Ellison, and swore to an affidavit. Kirchner was a low, abject creature completely ruled by expediency. At
the time he was in danger of losing his business because this same
Sam Ellison had a lien on his property and a lawsuit pending
against him. 21 His oath was made under duress at the instigation
of certain prominent Democrats.
In the affidavit, Kirchner stated that on the last day of December
1871, Stephen Elkins had come to tell him about the bill that was
then pending in the legislature in regard to Judge Palen. He asserted that Elkins had promised to see to it that he would win the
suit that Ellison held against him if he would use his influence to
persuade two representatives to vote against the bill. Kirchner said
that he went directly to the House of Representatives, but when
he saw that two votes would not have been sufficient to prevent its
passage, he failed to speak to the members.
He further stated that on the following Monday, Catron had
come to his butcher shop, and there among the beef sides and sausages had offered to give him $500 to be used as bribes for the two
representatives; and Catron had said that he had already bought
the votes of the representatives from Taos and San Miguel counties in order to make sure that the bill would not be passed over
the veto of the Governor. Kirchner swore that he had refused to
bribe them under any circumstances, and that Catron had become
very angry at this refusal and said that he and Elkins would be
ruined if Palen were transferred.
In addition the affiant and the clerk, Henry Wetter, as Territorial Secretary, signed the document to guarantee the signature
of Ellison. Also affixed to the affidavit were the names of Charles
P. Clever, former Delegate to Congress; S. Seligman & Bro.; Spiegelberg & Bro.; Mayer Kayser; Guttman, Friedman & Co.; Z. Staab
& Bro., and that of the Probate Judge, Felipe Delgado. All of these
were prominent Santa Fe citizens and merchants, and all, in several paragraphs, attested to the good character and veracity of August Kirchner.
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This affidavit was a last-ditch attempt on the part of the Democratic anti-Ring group to prevent Tom Catron from gaining the
appointment of U. S. District Attorney, and to keep Secretary
Wetter and Postmaster Sullivan from being indicted for embezzlement. The affidavit was printed in circular form and copies sent
to the authorities in Washington.22
Other copies were mailed to the territorial press, including the
office of the Las Vegas Weekly Mail. Newman, exhibiting one of
his rare moments of prudence-he was only twenty-five years oldrefused to publish it because he feared it might not be genuine. 23
But, when Nehemiah Bennett, rabid Democrat and editor of the
Las Cruces Borderer,24 printed it on the front page of his paper on
February 28, the Mail published it as a news item coming from
the Borderer. 25 It was the custom in those days for editorial offices
to maintain a mutual exchange of newspapers so that the news
might circulate.
.
To add more fuel to the fire, H. S. Russell, Representative from
Colfax County and one of the leaders in the revolt of the legislature,26 went down to the Mail office and ordered more copies of
the affidavit to be printed as circulars. This was done, for job printing was a profitable sideline in most newspaper offices. These circulars were distributed around town and one of them hung by the
courthouse door. At best, this demonstrated poor timing, because
court was then in session under the auspices of Palen and Catron. 27
When Catron came out of the courthouse and saw the poster,
he decided that things had gone far enough. After ordering that it
be removed, he took the matter to the Grand Jury which, on March
7, found an indictment against Russell, Bollinger, Newman, and
Kirchner. 28 At that time there was no law in New Mexico concerning libel, so they were charged under what was known popularly as the "omnibus law," which dealt with offenses not specifically listed in the statutes. 29 However, the indictment was not
immediately presented because of public opinion, which was on
the side of the defendants. 3o Tom Catron, as an astute legal maneuverer, was almost without peer.
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Will Bollinger-perhaps gifted with a more vivid imaginationsaw plainly what was in store. In April he sold his share of the
Mail to Newman and left the country.31 This left Newman in full
control of the paper except for the small interest still owned by
Hays. Kirchner, who bent before whichever wind blew hardest,
made a deposition stating that his first affidavit had been a lie. 32 H.
S. Russell went before Palen and threw himself upon the mercy
of the court. He pleaded guilty, saying that "he had acted in the
heat of political excitement," and that as a result of Kirchner's second affidavit, he was convinced that an injustice had been done. 33
This mitigating factor was taken into consideration by the court,
and he was let off with a fifty-dollar fine. That left only Newman
to be dealt with.
However, it was never easy to deal with Newman. Tall, thin,
and goateed, he bore more than a little resemblance to that fictional
character, Don Quixote, the Knight of the Triste Figura. Possessed of a keen wit and a natural gift for rhetoric, he tilted at
windmills with his pen, and to him there was no greater or more
malignant windmill than the Santa Fe Ring.
At this point, it becomes difficult to determine the precise sequence of events, since no issues of the Weekly Mail appear to be
extant, and district court records of San Miguel County for those
years have mysteriously vanished. 34 We can assume that Newman
must have attacked Judge Palen and his associates very vigorously
through the medium of his newspaper, if later performance is any
indication of his earlier actions. 35 An item in the Las Cruces Borderer of April 3, 1872, is one of the few contemporaneous reports
that hints at what was transpiring:
The editors of the Las Vegas Mail begs the indulgence of their
readers for the small amount of reading matter and gives the causeattendance at Palen's court to answer charges of contempt. We opine
that the amount and quality of the reading matter in that one number
alone is worth the subscription price for one year. The bold and
manly stand taken by the Mail in the interests of the citizens of New
Mexico, and the exposure of the corruption of some of our officials
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should commend it to our people. We are given over to the worst
leeches the administration owns, and we gladly welcome the assistance of the Mail in arousing our people to just indignation.

After that, the editor of the Borderer made no further mention of
the affair, doubtless having heard of Kirchner's retraction and not
wanting to be indicted himself for having been the first to publish
the affidavit.
Court convened again in Las Vegas during August. By this time
the handwriting on the wall had become clearly intelligible, so
Newman "took a trip for his health,"36 knowing that if he remained arrest was inevitable. But he miscalculated by returning to
Las Vegas one day too soon-on the final day of court. Word soon
reached the members of that body that he was back in town and
the sheriff was dispatched to arrest him. Bond was set at $3,000,
which he refused to pay as a matter of principle. At worst, the libel
charge amounted only to a misdemeanor; the highest bond set for
other prisoners in the jail, felon or otherwise, was only $200. 37
Stubborn to the end, Newman called for pen, ink and paper,
and proceeded to edit the paper from the confinement of his cell. 38
This attempt met with little success, and on August 27, 1872, the
Daily New Mexican reported that the Mail had announced its suspension for lack of patronage. Death had finally overtaken Las Vegas' first newspaper. It was resurrected almost a month later by
May Hays and Louis Hommel, who renamed it the Gazette and
advised the public that its new editorial policy would be politically
neutral,39
Meantime, Newman was using every legal weapon possible in
order to secure his release. He was taken before the local probate
judge, Desiderio Romero, on a writ of habeas corpus. Romero, in
turn, directed an order to Palen and Catron to appear and show
cause why the prisoner should not be released or, at least, have his
bond reduced to $500. These two were holding court in Cimarron
when the sheriff appeared with the order. Palen was not intimidated by a lowly probate judge: he merely sent the sheriff packing
back to Las Vegas with a writ prohibiting any further action in the
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case until his court could hold session there again. Since it was almost winter and the jail was unheated, Newman went ahead and
made bail, which was put up for him by Louis Leroux and John
H. Monk. 40
It was March of 1873 before he was brought to trial. Imperturbably turbulent, he immediately made a shambles of the whole judicial process. On his way to court he stopped at a friend's house
to drink a cup of coffee. He lingered there too long and court convened without him, which caused Judge Palen to declare his bond
forfeit. When he did arrive, his lawyer, Judgt:: Joab Houghton, advised him to take the easy way out, plead guilty and receive a fiftydollar fine. This suggestion rankled his sense of justice, and he
told Houghton that he had no further need of him. Nevertheless,
the lawyer remained at his side. By that time Catron had assumed
his duties as the new U. S. District Attorney, and F. F. Conway
was prosecuting. After this gentleman had made his final summation, Newman rose and began to address the jury. When Palen
advised him to sit down and let his lawyer speak for him, he replied that he was conducting his own case and that Houghton was
only associated with him as an adviser. 41
Anyone less addicted to impossible ideals could have predicted
how the episode would end. The Knight of the Ink-stained Countenance was found guilty and fined $100. 42 After that, he exhibited considerably more circumspection when waging war against
the Santa Fe Ring.
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educated in St. Louis, and came to New Mexico in the summer of 1866.
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the May 8, 1872, issue of the Borderer, in which he accused the judge of
never having paid him for some court forms that he had printed the year
before.
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26. NMTP, Minutes of the Legislature, January 10, 1872.
27. Ritch ms., p. 5.
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29. Las Animas, Col., Leader, September 10, 1875. See also General
Laws of New Mexico, 1880, Article XXXI, Chapter LXXII, pp. 373-74,
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Territory that are not repugnant to, or inconsistent with, the Constitution
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ironic that Mexico, a country with an historical tradition dating from the moment of the initial European contact and
a tradition nurtured through and enriched by four and a half centuries of concerted scholarship, dedication, and considerable talent,
should not yet have come to grips with its own historiographical
reality. Mexico has not produced historiographical studies at all
comparable to those of Guillermo Feliu Cruz in Chile, 1 Romulo
D. Carbia in Argentina,2 Jose Manuel Perez Cabrera in Cuba,3 or
Jose Honorio RodrIgues in BraziU Mexican efforts in this field
have been sparse and the large majority of those works purporting
to be historiographical in essence constitute little more than annotated bibliographies of an extended nature on the one hand, or
philosophies of history on the other. Those studies which properly
can be considered historiographical are all limited by scope of coverage, structural framework, and intent of author. 5 Most often
they treat the scholarly output of a Single individual and fail even
to place him within the intellectual currents of his own day.6
Serious historiographical scholarship requires the perspective of
years-years of archival research, relentless reading and contemplation, a firm grasp of the methodological considerations with which
historians are forced to wrestle, and certainly the faculty, more acquired than innate, for honest and perceptive criticism. Mexico
has produced historians with all of these talents but unfortunately
they have not directed themselves to the historiographical task. Almost by default then, it falls to that interested legion without all of
the requisites to mold its own perspective and hopefully by doing
T IS INDEED
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so to elicit some retort-be it even enlightened indignation-from
those who have abdicated responsibility. Nowhere in the four
hundred fifty years since the arrival of the Spaniards is the need
more graphic than in the period of the Mexican Revolution.
During the past fifty years, within the general field of Mexican
history, an inordinate proportion of the historical writing has centered on the Revolution. For some, even after years of study and
research, the Mexican Revolution continues to hold a certain charisma-a unique flavor which helps carry one through the drudgery that archival research can sometimes be. Certainly Pancho
Villa, Pascual Orozco, and Emiliano Zapata must rank high on
anyone's list of most unforgettable characters. To the more pragmatic, the Revolution was, after all, the first serious social upheaval in twentieth century Latin American history, and one of
the great social revolutions in world history. The Decena Tnlgica,
as it turned out, were also Ten Days that Shook the W orId. But
what of the historiographical results of this protracted interest in a
dynamic and significant historical subject? Unfortunately, until
the last fifteen or twenty years, the overwhelming majority of
Mexicanists, both in the United States and in Mexico, have not
given the subject the type of attention which it merits.
In purely quantitative terms, the historical literature produced
during the first three decades of the Revolution is rich. To state it
another way, it is almost frightening in terms of sheer bulk. The
problem is that by necessity one must wade through the voluminous secondary literature and begin the almost endless job of sifting. In the last analysis, however, it is the quality rather than the
quantity that is of primary concern. As one begins to examine the
nature of the literature produced during the first thirty or thirtyfive years of the Revolution, it quickly becomes obvious that most
of it simply is not well grounded in historical fact. An alarming
percentage was distorted by blatant partisanship. Most of the practitioners were amateurs, even dilettantes, not professionals.
The positivist tradition which permeated historical scholarship
during the por~riato was discredited along with the social philosophy embodied in Mexican cienti~cismo. But unfortunately as the
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positivists retired from the field no serious group rose up to take
their place. Anti-positivismin itself, even with its vigorous attacks
on materialist explanations, was insufficient to rally any school of
historical thought. While the negative label could bind a group
together in terms of what it was against, it offered nothing with
respect to what it was for. The Mexican philosopher was quickly
able to accept or reject something new-the pragmatism and subsequently the Christian dualism of Antonio Caso. The artist could
embrace or reject the new indigenista muralist movement. But the
historian had only something old to discard. Grasping for straws
he finally opted for the very antithesis of any system of rational
thought-exaggerated personalismo-that type of blind commitment not to ideology, not to program, but simply to the image
which the individual caudillo is able to project. The various ismos
c~mtinue even today to be very important to that generation of
Mexicans who lived through and participated in the early Revolution. The historical literature produced by that generation is
strongly colored by Villismo, or Zapatismo,or Carrancismo, or
Obregonismo.
Something else of substantive import occurred during the period
1910 to 1940 or 1945. As the 1910 uprising gradually began to
mushroom into a social upheaval, and as it began to yield its first
positive fruit, the Revolution-this rather nebulous phenomenon
-began to be viewed as the very essence of the Mexican state. Nationalism and mexicanidad became inexorably intertwined with
the revolutionary ideal. To be Mexican, in the full meaning of the
word, was tantamount to being a revolutionary. As a logical corollary, a counter-revolutionary, or someone judged to be a counterrevolutionary, was not viewed simply as a political opponent but
rather as something less than a true Mexican.
History became one of the many vehicles for the apotheosis of
the Revolution. It was conceived as a pragmatic device for keeping
the Revolution alive and exalting its successes. Biographers of
those men who had in some way opposed the quickly accepted
apostles of the Revolution invariably made use of shamelessly long
lists of pejoratives to depict their various apostates. The heroes, on
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the other hand, had to be defended, their indiscretions notwithstanding. Historical narratives artfully concealed documentation
or testimony which seemed to refute favorite hypotheses and preconceived prejudices. Time-honored methods of authentication
either were overlooked or purposely ignored. The crimes of the
Revolution were dismissed or excused on grounds of political necessity while those of the opposition were painted as barbarities of
the worst kind.
Must one then concede a vast totalitarian conspiracy undermining the girders of historical scholarship? Formal censorship was
not a significant factor. The Mexican Revolutionary historian,
when confronted with a seemingly irreconcilable dichotomy, decided that he would rather be loved than candid. Once accepting
that the Revolution embodied all virtue it was necessary to deprecate the enemies of the movement in the most scathing terms. The
bulk of the historical literature was designed simply to serve the
interests of the movement rather than those of historical scholarship itself. The result of this very pervasive frame of reference was
finally the development of a school-a pro-revolutionary school.
The personalista tradition and the pro-revolutionary predilection were not at all incompatible. To the contrary they complemented one another perfectly. The pro-revolutionary umbrella, as
the official party itself, was made large enough to shelter some differences. Some historians such as Rafael F. Munoz, 7 Elias 1. T orres,s and Ramon Puente9 became adherents of Pancho Villa;
others such as Gildardo Magana,lQ and Baltasar Dromundo,l1 of
Emiliano Zapata. Some opted for a Carrancista interpretationFrancisco Urquizo/ 2 Felix Palavicini/3 and Alfonso Taracena14while still others preferred an Obregonista interpretation-Miguel
Alessio Robles15 and Juan de Dios Bojorquez. 16 The differences,
although real, were severely circumscribed by a fundamental commitment to the Revolution. The practitioners merely differed on
which of the protagonists most closely approximated the ultimate
ideal-revolutionary orthodoxy.
It would be foolhardy indeed to expect that the Mexican historian of the period 1910 to 1945 could have divorced himself en-
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tirely from the partiality wrought by his social and political environment. Even granting that historians are likely to reRect the
prejudices of their age, one cannot help but be outraged by the extent to. which subjectivism pervaded the historical output.
But one should stop short of protesting too much lest he imply
that all of the literature produced during the first three and a half
decades of the Revolution is of no value. This is far from the case.
Critically used, even the most questionable works of the early revolutionary period often provide guides to the chronology of events
and at times are valuable for their insights into motivation, historical settings, and personal responses to historical stimuli. The diaries and memoirs, for example those of Manuel Calero, 17 Toribio
Esquivel Obregon/ 8 Jose Fernandez Rojas/ 9 Alvaro Obregon,20
Ramon Prida,21 Francisco Vasquez Gomez,22 Querido Moheno,23
and Alberto Pani,24 are extremely important; but these are less hist9ry than part of the raw material from which history is made.
At the same time there are exceptions even to the general tenor
of scholarship. Serious scholarly contributions were made in this
period by Roberto Ramos 25 in the field of bibliography, by Ricardo
Garda Granados26 in the field of political history, and by Manuel
Gonzalez Ramirez27 in the field of diplomatic history. United
States efforts in this period are best represented, but not characteristically represented, by the works of Frank Tannenbaum28 and
Eyler Simpson. 29 There are other exceptions, but the point to be
borne in mind is that they are exceptions. One simply cannot take
too much pride in the bulk of the historical literature produced between 1910 and 1940 or 1945.
Beginning in the post World War II period certain basic
changes began to take place in Mexican revolutionary scholarship,
both in Mexico and the United States, as previously accepted
methods and unquestioned assumptions were subjected to rigorous
analysis for the first time. Within Mexico one of the first major
break-throughs occurred in 1940 with the foundation of EI Colegio
de Mexico, which at that time was under the presidency of Alfonso Reyes. Five years later the Universidad Nacional Autonoma
de Mexico established its Instituto de Historia, and these two in-
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stitutions contributed immensely to the professionalization of historians interested in the Revolutionary period.
Also in the 1940'S, new historical organizations roughly analogous to the American Historical Association and the Organization
of American Historians came into existence. 3o The most important
of these, but by no means the only one, was the Junta de Investigaciones Historicas. By the 1950'S several important new journals
with a definite professional orientation and sufficient financial
backing to maintain uninterrupted publication had been founded. 3 ! Two of the best are creatures of El Colegio de Mexico: Historia Mexicana, which devotes a substantial percentage of its pages
in each issue to the revolutionary period, and Foro Internacional
which focuses on diplomatic history and international relations.
The Mexican government has played an important role in raising professional standards, for it has provided funds to pull together and purchase major documentary collections and make
them available to investigators. In the past ten years at least three
major revolutionary collections have been acquired: The Espinosa
de los Monteros Archive, which focuses on the Reyista movement,
is now housed in the historical annex to Chapultepec Castle; the
Secretaria de Hacienda y Credito Publico acquired the 66,000item Archivo Madero, and the National University managed to
purchase the Zapata papers.
The results of the professionalization in the post-war period
have not yet all come in and there are those in Mexico who fail to
acknowledge that the changes which have occurred are changes
for the better. Old-line revolutionaries such as Alfonso Taracena,
for example, have flailed out at the work being done at El Colegio
de Mexico. Pulling out his Yankee-phobic crutch, Taracena insists that the best interests of Clio cannot be served by any institution which deigns to accept financial assistance from the Rockefeller Foundation. 32 In spite of invectives such as this, some of the
post-war production is encouraging.
In general, evaluations of the Revolution have become more
guarded. Studies have begun to depart from the over-simplified
pro-revolutionary patterns and have begun to show the shortcom-
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ings as well as the successes of the movement. They reRect a new
consciousness which is not totally permeated by the type of Mexican nationalism which prostituted so much of the earlier work.
More specifically they reflect a new consciousness which is not
overpowered by the concept of the Revolution. 33
In the field of biography Mexicanists for the first time began to
take an active interest in the methodological considerations prerequisite to serious scholarship: the proper relationship of the individual to the historical process; personal leadership vs. environmental considerations; and the nature of the decision-making
process within a revolutionary setting. The emergent works dem~
onstrated clearly that the paladins of the first twenty years of the
conRict fell conspicuously short of perfect and the heretics were
not always malicious and depraved.
The 1950'S were the important years of transition. As an example one can point to three biographies of Francisco I. Madero-two
written in the United States by Stanley R. Ross34 and Charles C.
Cumberland,35 and one written in Mexico by Jose C. Valades. 36
Unlike the hundreds of books, pamphlets and articles which had
been written about Madero previously, all three of these studies
were based upon serious archival research. While none of the three
departed drastically from the pro-revolutionary frame of reference,
it is accurate to label them sympathetic biographies, certainly not
eulogistic or panegyric. Because of the nature of the research and
the development of the argumentation, the burden of proof rests
heavily with any who would dissent from the conclusions presented.
Another important trend initiated in the 1950's was the beginning of the inter-disciplinary approach. Many Mexican historians
began to recognize the desirability, indeed the necessity of enlarging their own frame of reference in order to incorporate the findings, and, when applicable, even the methodology of sister disciplines in the humanities and the social or behavioral sciences. In
colonial Mexican history the ethno-historian really came into his
own as a part of this trend. The inter-disciplinary approach is best
represented in studies of the revolutionary period by the efforts of
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Howard F. Cline,a7 Frank Brandenburg,38 and most recently by
James Wilkie. 39 Mexicanists have not yet reached the extreme of
Eric Erikson or Bullit and Freud but there is some modest experimentation with pyschoanalysis and history.
Within Mexico the new professionally oriented school is engaging in some very meaningful work. First of all the roots of the Revolution-namely the DIaz period-are being examined with a degree of maturity and sophistication completely unparalleled in the
past. The result is a detailed, multi-volume cooperative work on
the Porfiriato edited by Daniel COSIO Villegas. 4o These volumes
must constitute the starting point for anyone contemplating research on the DIaz era. Exhaustive bibliographical work is also
currently being produced, especially by a group of Mexican and
United States scholars at El Colegio. Three bibliographical volumes have appeared thus far on books and pamphlets devoted to
the Revolution,41 two on periodicalliterature,42 one on the holdings of the Archivo de Relaciones Exteriores de Mexico,43 and one
is being prepared currently on the holdings of the Archivo Historico de la Defensa Naciona1. 44
One of the most heartening trends in the last two decades is the
cultivation of regional histories. Because the fight against the exaggerated centralism of the Porfirist state ushered in a period of
extreme regionalism and sectionalism, the Revolution, to be fathomed, must be viewed against a background of disparate regional
interests, pursuing different ends and utilizing different means.
State histories and studies of state and regional leaders are still in
their infancy. Hopefully those works which have appeared mark
only the beginning. 45 The regional histories are complemented
nicely by a growing emphasis on revolutionary institutions and by
topical studies moving across the revolutionary period. Thus the
mining industry, the revolutionary army, the social security system, and the role of organized labor have been researched with
considerable care. 46
Finally, in the last five or six years, new documentary publications are rapidly becoming available. The most notable group engaged in this field, but by no means the only one, is the Comision
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de Investigaciones Hist6ricas de la Revoluci6n Mexicana which
was founded by Isidro Fabela and directed by him until his death
several years ago. The Comision has already published thirteen
volumes of documents on the early revolutionary period (four on
the Carranza era, five on the Madero period, one on the Flores
Magon brothers, one on other precursors, and two on the Pershing
punitive expedition) and is projecting a total of twenty-three.
When completed, this project might well be the most important
of its kind ever produced in Mexico. 47
Just as it was necessary to qualify the interpretations of the first
thirty-five years of the Revolution by indicating that some work of
lasting value was produced, the same must be done with the postwar period. Professionalization has not yet penetrated very deep.
The amount of work coming off the presses is still tremendous and
library shelves continue to be filled with works of very poor quality. The major difference, however, is that the percentage of serious work has increased markedly in the past twenty years.
The changes in the historical literature are but one segment of
a very profound mutation in Mexico's entire scholarly, literary,
and artistic output. Modern Mexican art, for example, has closed
the door on the great muralist movement of a generation ago. The
Mexican literary community has turned its back on the novel of
the Revolution. Musical productions are departing drastically from
the stereotype Ballet Folk16rico. The Ballet Folk16rico today is
primarily for foreign consumption, for Expo 67, Hemisfair 68, or
the cultural Olympics, not for the Mexicans.
All 'of these changes in Mexico's. scholarly, literary, and artistic
endeavors have at least one important ingredient in common. They
indicate a demise of traditional Mexican revolutionary nationalism
in the search for the more universal. Perhaps the most important
lesson to be gleaned from the new approach is that Mexico obviously has begun to mature. It has begun to outgrow what Samuel
Ramos referred to as the national inferiority complex. Mexico is
beginning to show that it can continue to progress without using
the Revolution as a crutch for every step.
In short, the historians have made the beginning of a contribu-
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tion. They have come a long way in the past twenty years, but
plenty of work remains to be done. My plea is not for a return to
the positivist tradition. In retrospect it is obvious that complete scientific detachment and restraint from value judgment proved as
illusory for the cientt~cos as for anyone else. I don't even ask for
a commitment on the complex issue of interpretive or narrative
emphasis. I only implore the Mexican revolutionary historian,
either north or south of the dividing line, to at least begin his endeavors by taking full advantage of the abundant and available
archival material and allow the narratives or judgments to flow
honestly from there.
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of New Mexico is the oldest organization of its kind west of the Mississippi. In the past decade, every
year has seen the formation of a new local historical society affiliated with the state organization. The early history of the society
has been told in many articles and speeches, but a review of recent
developments will be useful to old members and newcomers.
It comes as a surprise to most people, especially those writing
from other states, to learn that The Historical Society of New Mexico is not a state-supported agency. All of its officers and staff are
unpaid volunteers; income is from dues and contributions only.
There are many points of cooperation with the state: The University 6f New Mexico now is sole owner and publisher of the
quarterly New Mexico Historical Review. The State Museum of -.
New Mexico houses among its own collections most of the material collected in the past by the Society and major documents have
been deposited at the State Records Center and Archives. The
State Planning Office handles much of the investigation of sites
proposed for historical registry. In several other Western states, the
historical societies are official state agencies, receiving state funds
to support museums, archives, sites, and publications.
In the beginning, the Society led the way in all of this work.
It was organized December 26, 1859, with Col. John B. Grayson
(within four years to die a Confederate major-general) as its first
president. The Society adjourned September 23, 1863, and was
reestablished December 27, 188o, under the guidance of William
G. Ritch and L. Bradford Prince. On November 19, 1959, the
Society's hundredth anniversary, it was re-incorporated.
The New 1\1exico Historical Review, founded by The Historical Society of New Mexico in 1926, was for many years published
jointly with The University of New Mexico, which provided the
THE HISTORICAL SOCIETY
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editor, while the Museum of New Mexico kept the business
records. In July 1963, by a three-way agreement, full control of the
Review was given to the University, where Eleanor B. Adams is
now editor. A subscription to the Review is included in the annual
dues of all members of the Society. Manuscripts and editorial correspondence concerning the Review should not be sent to the
Society but directly to The Editor, New Mexico Historical Review,
The University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, N.M. 87106.
Copies of most back issues are still available, usually at $1.25, with
a few at higher prices. Two cumulative index volumes are available: for Vok 1-15 at $2.00, for Vok 16-30 at $2.50' Orders
should be addressed to the University of New Mexico Press, The
University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, N.M. 87106.
A primary function of The Historical Society of New Mexico
is to aid the formation· of local societies and to coordinate their
activities on a statewide basis. At present, local groups have been
or are being formed in Albuquerque, Santa Fe, Roswell, Las
Cruces, Silver City, Deming, Taos, Espanola, Los Alamos, Farmington, Lovington, Raton, Socorro, Tucumcari, Alamogordo, Las
Vegas, Cimarron, Bernalillo, Belen, Springer, and Tularosa.
Nearly all of these are affiliated with the state society. Affiliation of
a local chapter costs $10.00 a year. This does not mean that all local
members automatically become members of the state society-individuals must join the state society separately. A handbook, Organizing Local Chapters of the Historical Society of New Mexico,
by Victor Westphall, is available for $ 1.00.
The objectives of the Society are to encourage in every way
possible a greater appreciation of New Mexico history, through collecting, preserving, and publishing; through aid to museums and
archives; by preservation of historic landmarks; and through all related activities. The program varies slightly in emphasis from year
~o year. At present, the Society is aiding the State Planning Office in the survey of historic sites that need preservation. The
Society is also making an inventory of historic documents and
family papers that may remain in private hands. Another activity
is election of prominent figures of the past and present to a New
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Mexico Hall ofFarrie. This year the Society has organized an allday history conference in Albuquerque.
.Bequests, .gifts, and endowments are sought and welcomed;
whether in property, ·cash, documents, photographs,. or historical
.objects. The Society is a nonprbfit corporation and aU such gifts
..
..
.
are tax-deductible.
The schedule of du~s is as follows: individual active member,
$6.00 annually; institutional member, $6.00 annually; contributing member, $10.00 or more annually; life member, $Ioo.ooin one
payment; advisory council member $1,000.00 minimum. Membership is individual, not family, and is open to anyone interested
in the purposes of the Society. It is not necessary to be a memb~r
of. a local society to join the state Society, or vice versa. Most
people join both.
.
..
A special drive is now under way to encourage a group of contributing members, such as business firms and prominent individ~
uals, who will assure contributions of $50.00 a year to underwrite
maintenance of an active headquarters for the Society" Through
such an office the Society can stimulate membership growth and
increase historical activity on all fronts. The registered legal office
of the Society at present is at the Palace of the Governors in. Santa
Fe. As a practical matter, much of the daily routine work has al~
ways been handled through the personal address of its. president,
currently Mr. Jack D. Rittenhouse, c/o University of New Mexico Press, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, N.M. 87106.
All work of the Society is controlled by its officers and directors;
The president of each affiliated local society is automatica:Ily a:
director of the state Society.
Additional information on how to join The Historical Society
of New Mexico, to aId its· work, or on how to form a local society,
will be furnished upon request. Few other endeavors can contribute so richly to the heritage this generation will transfer to the next.
JACK D. RITTENHOUSE, President.

HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS
NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW. Back issues are priced at $5 per volume
or $1.25 per issue, except for issues in short supply at $3 each. At
present, virtually all issues are in print from 1928 through the current volume. Reprints of selected articles are available ~t fifty cents
each. Volumes out of print may be obtained from University Microfilms, Ann Arbor, Michigan.
OLD SANTA FE. Published quarterly, 1913-16. The file contains articles of
historical interest. The following issues are available at $1 each: Vol.
I, Nos. 1,2,3; Vol. II, No.6; Vol. III, No. 12.
.
HISTORICAL SOCIETY OF NEW MEXICO PUBLICATIONS IN HISTORY

Albert Franklin Banta: Arizona Pioneer, edited by Frank D. Reeve. 149
pp., illus., index. Vol. XIV, Sept. 1953. $2.25
HISTORICAL SOqIBTY OF NEW MEXICO PAPERS

Colonel Jose Francisco Chaves 1833-1924, by Paul A. F. Walter, Frank
W. Clancy, and M. A. Otero. 18 pp., illus. No. 31, 1926. English edition, $1.00. Spanish edition (1927), $1.00
Early Vaccination in New Mexico, by Lansing B. Bloom. 12 pp. No. 27,
1924. $1.00
In Memory of 1. Bradford Prince, President of the Society, by Frank W.
Clancy. 15 pp. No. 25, 1923. $1.00

Journal of New Mexico Convention Delegates to Recommend a Plan of
Civil Government, September, 1849. 22 pp. No. 10, 1907. $1.00
A LIST OF HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS, AND A CATALOG OF BOOKS PUBLISHED
BY THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO PRESS ARE AVAILABLE ON REQUEST.
ADDRESS ORDERS AND INQUffiIES TO
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO PRESS
ALBUQUERQUE, NEW MEXICO 87106

