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PREFACE

The Senate of the United States of Mexico presented
the Belisario Dominguez Award in October, 1958* to Antonio 
/Diaz Soto y Gama for a career of outstanding service to his 

nation. Thanking those assembled for the honor, Diaz Soto 
called on all Mexicans to remember the lives of their great 
leaders, for such lives inspire men much more than speeches 
or programs. His remarks surprised many people in the 
audience, for few men had made more speeches than Diaz Soto, 
few had helped draft more programs, and few had begun 
earlier in life to fight the Mexican caudillo tradition. 
Though he modestly discounted his own contributions, Diaz 
Soto's career forms a significant chapter in Mexican history 
between 1900 and 1 9 2 9, particularly his work for the Conven
tion government, his years as deputy in the national congress, 
and his contributions to revolutionary ideology.

In the decade preceding the Revolution, Diaz Soto 
worked with prominent liberals such as Camilo Arriaga,
Ricardo Flores Mag<fn, and Francisco Madero, to improve social 
conditions by peaceful means. This failing, he joined the
zapatista faction in its militant efforts to produce the 

/changes Diaz Soto thought Mexican society needed, primarily 
in the field of agrarian reform. With the death of Emiliano

* XZapata, Diaz Soto transferred his allegiance to Alvaro
iii
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Obregon, whose leadership seemed to present better poten
tial for implementing the revolutionary objectives than 
did the government of Venustiano Carranza. The death of 
Obregon, the growth of a wealthy and powerful revolutionary 
elite directed by Plutarco Elfas Calles, and the presidency 
of Lazaro Cardenas progressively isolated D^az Soto from 
the mainstream of the Revolution because of the tenacity 
with which he held to his initial beliefs. Although often
overshadowed by revolutionaries who became heroes, it was

zthe work of men such as Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama that built 
modern Mexico.

His role in this construction has been forged from 
numerous references, few of which were extensive or detailed. 
Among the several bibliographies pertinent to the modern 
period in Mexican history, the Bibliograffa de la revolucion 
mexicana (2d ed., 3 vols.; Mexico: Biblioteca del Institute 
Nacional de Estudious Historicos de la Revolucion Mexicana,
1959) by Roberto Ramos and Puentes de en historia contempo-
ranea de Mexico (3 vols.; Mexico: El Colegio de Mexico,
1 9 6 2) by Luis Gonzales, ei: al. proved to be the most pertinent 
and comprehensive. The different works by Jesus Silva 
Herzog, particularly the Breve historia de la revolucion 
mexicana (2 vols.; Mexico: Fondo de Culture Econdmica,
19 6 0) , consistently contained information of an objective 
nature frequently not available elsewhere. While Rosendo
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Salazar's interpretative monograph^ on the labor movement,
La casa del obrero mondial (Mexico: Editorial B. Costa-
Amic, 1962), provided the most complete data on the thought 
and character of Difaz Soto. For material on the period 
1900-1910, Florencio Barrera Puentes' Historia de la 
revolucion mexicana. La etapa precursora (Mexico: El
Institute Nacional de Estudios Historicos de la Revolucion 
Mexicana, 1955) was indispensable. Robert Quirk's The 
Mexican Revolution, 1914-1915. The Convention of Aguas- 
calientes (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, i9 6 0)
and La Convencion in the PiRa MSS Collection (Tucson: 
University of Arizona Library) best outlined Diaz Soto's 
work in the convention government. Although several sources 
provided a general description of the years Diaz Soto 
served as a national deputy, the New York Times often 
directly quoted him. An appreciation of Diaz Soto's 
speeches and essays was necessary for an understanding of 
his thought.

As is always the case in an endeavor of this kind, 
the aid and encouragement of persons, named and unnamed, 
was indispensable. To each, I express my gratitude. In 
particular, I would like to thank Professors Russell C. 
Ewing, Mario Rodriguez, and J. Robert Vignery for invalu
able guidance cheerfully rendered.
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ABSTRACT

Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama received the Belisario 
Dominguez Award in October, 1958, for his career of out
standing service to his nation. Though he modestly dis
counted his own contributions, Diaz Soto,s career forms a 
significant chapter in Mexican history between 1900-1929, 
particularly his work for the Convention government, his 
years as deputy in the national congress, and his contri
butions to revolutionary ideology.

In the decade preceding the Revolution, p/az Soto 
worked with prominent liberals to improve social conditions 
by peaceful means. This failing, he joined the zapatista 
faction in its militant efforts to produce the changes Diaz 
Soto thought Mexican society needed, primarily in the field 
of agrarian reform. With the death of Emiliano Zapata,
Diaz Soto transferred his allegiance to Alvaro Obregon, 
whose leadership seemed to present better potential for 
implementing the revolutionary objectives than did the 
government of Venustiano Carranza. The assassination of 
Obregon, the growth of a wealthy and powerful revolutionary 
elite directed by Plutarco Elias Calles, and the presidency 
of Lazaro Cardenas progressively isolated Diaz Soto from 
the mainstream of the Revolution because of the tenacity 
with which he held to his initial beliefs. Although often

vii
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overshadowed by the revolutionary heroes, it was the work 
of men such as Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama that built modern 
Mexico.

/



CHAPTER I

A COMMITMENT TO REFORM, 1900-1908

At the turn of the twentieth century Mexico appeared 
to be making steady political and economic progress under 
the presidency of Porfirio Diaz. The glitter of Mexico 
City obscured the widespread and deep-seated discontent 
which foreshadowed the Mexican Revolution. This opposi
tion arose, not from the exploited, dehumanized peasant 
masses whose needs were most acute. It came instead from 
those groups which seemed more prosperous. Laborers 
inspired by the International Workers of the World, and 
railroad workers influenced by immigrant anarchists, 
agitated against the government in a disorganized and 
sporadic manner for economic reasons. The Diaz Army 
controlled them by force. More important, a vigorous and 
growing middle class opposed the government through 
enlightened and constant political pressure.^ Ultimately 
it was this group which could not be contained. 1

1. That the Mexican Revolution was instigated and 
led by a thwarted and frustrated middle class, is generally 
agreed upon by historians of the period. For example: 
Howard F. Cline# The United States and Mexico (Cambridge: 
Harvard University Press, 1953), P. 113; Clarence Senior, 
Land Reform and Democracy (Gainesville: University of 
Florida Press, 195^)» P » 1^; Jesus Silva Herzog, Breve 
historia de la revolucidn mexicana (2 vols.; Mexico: Fondo

1
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As the middle class expanded, its members sought to 

participate in the government but found little opportunity
/ * pin the rigid, closed ranks of the Diaz oligarchy.6* One 

such young man in this group was Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama. 
Born in i860, the son of a liberal family of San Luis 
Potosi, he studied law at the local Scientific and Literary 
Institute.^ As a student he espoused liberalism and began 
a life dedicated to political and social reform. * I. 2 3

de Culture Economica, i9 6 0), I, 4l; Moises Saenz and Herbert
I. Priestly, Some Mexican Problems (Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1926), p. 37; Henry B. Parker A History of 
Mexico (Rev. Ed.; Boston: Houghton-Mifflin Co., 1950),
pp, 308ff; Rosendo Salazar, La casa del obrero mondial 
(Mexico: Editorial B. Costa-Amic, 1962), p. 94; Nathaniel
and Sylvia Weyl, The Reconquest of Mexico; the Years of 
Lazaro Cardenas (New York: Oxford University Press, 1939)>
P. 2 8 .

2, Cline, p. 113#
3. The actual date of Diaz Soto's birth is subject

to conflicting reports. 1880 was chosen as the most probable 
date since it agreed with the New York Times, March 28, i9 6 0, 
p. 1 1, which reported the celebration of his eightieth 
birthday and with Ronald Hilton (ed.), Hispanic American 
Report, XI, No. 10 (October, 1958), 539* who said Diaz Soto 
was 78 when he received the Belisario Dominguez Award in 
1958. Victor Alba, Las ideas sociales contemporineas de 
Mexico (Mexico: El Colegio de Mdxico, 1 9 6 2) , p. 461, listed
1880 as the date of his birth. But Robert Quirk, who 
interviewed Diaz Soto in 1954 and used his personal papers, 
stated in The Mexican Revolution 1914-1915, the Convention 
of Aquascalientes (Bloomington: University of Indiana Press,
i9 6 0), p, 109, that in 1914 Diaz Soto was 30 which would 
mean he was not born until 1884. Rosendo Salazar, p. 146, 
said he was 30 in I8 8 3. In either of these last two cases 
it would mean thaty he began his revolutionary activities 
in San Luis Potosi when he was 16 or 17. To add to the con
fusion, Moises Gonzales Navarro, "La ideologia de la revo- 
lucion mexicana," Historia Mexicana, X (abril-junio, 1 9 6 1), 
6 3 0, called Diaz Soto a member of the "older generation"
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One of the reasons for Diaz Soto's public declara

tion of liberalism was the statement made by the Bishop of 
San Luis, Ignacio Montes de Oca y Obregon. At the Catholic 
Congress in Paris in 1900, the Bishop issued a statement 
assuring his fellow churchmen that as long as Mexican women 
and a 11 President so illustrious and tolerant as Diaz" 
supported Catholicism, one need not fear strict enforcement
of the anti-clerical Laws of Reform of the nineteenth 

k /century. Diaz Soto joined other liberals in his community 
in an effort to thwart this political accommodation of the 
Church by the Diaz government. The Bishop's statement also 
led to the formal organization of the Ponciana Arriaga Club.

The founder of the club, Camilo Arriaga, had been a 
deputy to the federal congress from I890 until I8 9 8, when 4 * * * * * *

of revolutionaries, born in 1874. That he was the son of a 
Potosian family of liberal tradition is described in Floren- 
cio Barrera Puentes, Historia de la revolucidn mexicana.
La etapa precursora (Mdxico: El Institute Nacional de
Estudios Histdricos de la Revolucidn Mexicana, 1955)$ PP*
29 and 8 3, and in Miguel Angel Peral, Diccionario biogrkfica 
mexicana (Mexico: Editorial P. A. C., 19^5)$ pp. 261 and
271-74. The latter also makes 1 874 the date of Diaz Soto's 
birth.

4. Manuel Ramirez Arriaga, 11 Camilo Arriaga,"
Repertorio de la Revolucion, No. 4 (mayo-junio, i9 6 0), p. 15$
and Barrera Puentes, p. 3 4 , closely agree. Gildardo Magana,
Emiliano Zapata y el agrarismo en Mexico (5 vols.; Mexico:
Editorial Tura, 1952), IV, 31-32, states the Bishop had
gone to Rome to see the Pope, stopped in Paris on his way 
home, and there a reporter interviewed him on conditions
in Mexico. It was at this time that he made the statement.
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he lost his seat for supporting a movement in the Senate to 
prohibit the interment of a bishop in the church cemetery. 
Such burial was against the Laws of Reform which had 
secularized the cemeteries.Little wonder then that 
Bishop Montes de Oca*s Paris statement brought objection 
from Arriaga. Under the tutelage of this "ardent democrat," 
as Francisco Madero described Arriaga,& piaz Soto, Librado 
Rivera, and Juan Sarabia received their early revolutionary 
training. From this group of like-minded Potosian liberals 
gathered around Arriaga, grew the Ponciana Club.

In an effort to stop President Diaz’s conciliatory 
attitude toward the Church,7 Arriaga and his youthful 
confederates published an "Invitation" to Mexican citizens 
to form local liberal clubs similar to their own, and to 
attend a national Liberal Congress on February 5> 1901 to 
consider measures for combatting what they alleged to be

5* Arriaga was born November 10, 1862, the son of a 
traditionally liberal family. Between 1880-87, he attended 
the Escuela Nacional de Ingenieros in Mexico City from which 
he graduated with "exceptional classification". He was 
deputy to the San Luis Camara until his election as the 
representative. Barrera Fuentes, p. 34; also, Arriaga, pp. 
12-15.

6. Francisco I. Madero, La sucesion presidencial en 
1910 (Mexico: Ediciones "Los Insurgentes," I960), p. S.

7. Magana, IV, 32; Arriaga, pp. 8-9; Barrera 
Fuente, p, 34.
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the clergy*s prostitution of the Laws of Reform. Clearly
anti-clerical and reformist, the invitation charged Diaz*s 

/jefe politicos with abuses of their political power, and 
the large land owners with exploitation of the peasants.
It also asked that President Ddiaz govern according to the 
Constitution of 1857. Only if the government educated 
citizens in their civic responsibilities, it claimed, 
could the nation hope for fair elections and honest offi
cials. On the other hand, it criticized the Mexican people 
for their traditional reliance on the government to remedy 
their ills for them. Until they took the initiative in 
solving their own problems, the tract concluded, the desire

ofor political and social reform would remain unsatisfied.
In order to broaden its base of support, the 

Ponciana Club urged the town garrison, the students at the 
local Institute, and Arriaga*s friends to join in signing 
this invitation.^ In retaliation, the Bishop of San Luis 
excommunicated all those who signed the document.
Despite the church?s open disapproval, many Mexicans 
expressed their dissatisfaction with existing social

8. Magatfa, IV, 33-34; Arriaga, pp. 15-16; Barrera 
Puentes, pp. 29-33.

9. Ibid.
10. Barrera Puentes, p. 34
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conditions by founding fifty liberal clubs between August 
1900 and February 1901.^^

The invitation was published in the Renacimiento, 
a weekly journal established by the Ponciana Club as its 
official organ. D^az Soto did much of the writing and 
editing for the paper, thus employing a method of attack

12against the government frequently used by the reformers.
His articles soon attracted the hostile attention of the
local conservatives, clergy, and government. When he
attempted to defend a friend against a slander charge,
for example, the judge found his presence so objectionable
that he ordered D^az Soto to leave the courtroom. In his
vitriolic manner, Diaz Soto refused, determined to assure
an adequate defense for his client. The enraged judge
jailed him for contempt of court. There he remained until
pressure from the liberal congress in February secured 

13his release. 11 12 13

11. Ibid., p. 39.
12. Magana, IV, 33-3^. Arthur Berndston, "Teaching 

Latin American Philosophy,The Americas, IX (January, 1953), 
2 6 3, summarizes well the value intellectuals placed on pub
lishing. "In Latin America, intellect is closely related to 
feeling and action. Political and social problems are 
approached with broad ideological awareness, which is fre
quently liberal; the learned philosopher addresses the lite
rate public through newspapers and non-technical journals, 
and may himself be conspicuous for political activity. Spe
cial attention is paid to ethical, aesthetic and religious 
values, with the intention of developing a general view of 
life and of human personality."

13. Barrera Fuentes, p. 46; Magafta, IV, 36
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Such incidents indicate the influential role played 

by liberal journals in paving the way for the Mexican 
Revolution. Foremost of these papers was not, however, 
the Renacimiento, but the Regeneracion, founded in Mexico 
City by Ricardo Flores Magon and his brothers, Jesus and

14 ,Enrique. In this paper, Ricardo Flores Magon ardently 
supported the liberal club idea begun in San Luis and 
promoted the meeting of the liberal congress proposed for 
February. His writing so inflamed the liberal spirit, 
especially among the students, that he soon gained national 
stature as one of the major reform leaders. The Comite/ 
Liberal de Estudiantes (Students* Liberal Committee) of the 
San Luis Institute, for example, looked to him for leader
ship. Under the presidency of Diaz Soto, the Comitef 
elected Flores Magon as one of their delegates to the 
liberal congress of 1 9 0 1 .^ 5

Delegates from liberal clubs all over Mexico gathered 
in the Teatro de la Paz at San Luis Potosi! on February 5> 14 15

14. Lowell L. Blaisdell, The Desert Revolution 
(Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1962), p, 5? Charles 
C. Cumberland, "Precursors of the Mexican Revolution of 
1910," Hispanic American Historical Review, XXII (May, 1^42), 
34-5 and 35b; Barrera Fuentes, p. 42. Enrique Flores Magon, 
Combatimos la tirania. Un pionero revolucionario mexicano 
cuenta su historia Samuel Kaplan (Mexico: Biblioteca del 
Institute Nacional de Estudios Historicos de la Revolucidn 
Mexicana, 1958), p. 4?, gives August 7 , 1900 as the date of 
the founding of the Regeneracion.

15. Barrera Fuentes, p. 42.
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1901, to found the Partido Liberal Mexicano (Mexican Liberal 
Party). As presiding officer, Camilo Arriaga tried to give 
the meeting a moderate tone. He reiterated that the 
objective of the party was to make the Laws of Reform a 
part of governmental policy. He emphasized that its course 
of action did not include "militant politics," but a pro
gram to coordinate liberal activities toward functional

. 16 ends.
During the meeting, a radical faction led by Ricardo 

Flores Magon and Diodoro Satala, voiced disapproval of 
Arriaga's peaceful approach. This faction attempted to gain 
control of the party as a vehicle for launching more 
extensive reforms in a more militant fashion. Flores 
Hagan's verbal attacks against the government resulted in 
his arrest and the temporary suppression of the Regenera- 
cion. T h e  government apparently saw no reason to fear 
the generally moderate approach set by the Arriaga faction, 
as the only person arrested was the more radical Flores 
Magoni 16 17

16. Gustavo Casasola, Historia gr&fica de la revo-
lucion mexicana, 1900-1960 (4 vols,; Mexico City: Editorial 
F. Trillas, S. A., 1962), 1, 74; Barrera Fuentes, p. 43; 
Arriaga, i>. 17; Silva Herzog, Breve historia, I, Rod
rigo Garcia Trevino, "Agrarismo revolucionario y ejidalismo 
burocratico," Problemas Agricolas e Industriales de Mexico, 
V, No. 4 (octobre-diciembre, 1953)» P. 33.

17. Casasola, I, 7^J Arriaga, p. 17; Jesus Silva 
Herzog, El agrarismo mexicano y la reforma agraria exposi- 
ci<$n y crxtico (Mexico: Fondo de Cultura Economica, 1959) > 
P. 152.
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As a representative of the Comite Liberal de

/Estudiantes to the congress, Diaz Soto made his mark as an 
orator, and as Barrera Puentes remarks: "In all the vigor
of his youth initiated himself into the liberal struggle. 
Speaking of municipal institutions as the traditional 
source of Mexican liberty, Diaz Soto accused the jefe 
politicos of emasculating these institutions. Moreover, 
he proposed agrarian legislation, a workers* organization, 
and an ejido s y s t e m . T h u s ,  early in his career he 
reflected an awareness of the major reasons for Mexican 
discontent. This speech was a "masterly work," and por
trayed the young orator as the "assistant of the Law," 
a believer in pure ideals, a passionate and studious lover 
of democracy, a "clear talent and energetic will," according
to Flores Magon*s sketch in La Regeneraci^n. He also wrote 

/that Diaz Soto worked with Arriaga in a constant effort to
20raise the public spirit to reform.

18. Barrera Puentes, p.
19. yBarrera Puentes, p. 84, and Arriaga, p. 16, 

described Diaz Soto*s performance at the conference as 
"brilliant". The topic of his speech was also the thesis 
for his examination as a^lawyer. Nathan and Sylvia Weyl,
p.z 25, do not speak of Diaz Soto, but they do say that under 
Diaz, town democracy had been completely destroyed in Micho- 
acan. Silva Herzog, Breve historia, I, p. j>8, charged that 
the jefe politico was the major source of misery and dis
content for the lower class. These are but two of many 
such references to this problem.

20. Barrera Puentes, p. 46.
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The Ponciana Club, with Arriaga and Diaz Soto as 

president and vice-president, was selected by the Congress 
as the coordinating directorate for the new liberal party. 
In March 1901, the new directorate sent copies of the reso
lutions of the February meeting to all the participating 
clubs. These resolutions contained the results of the 
discussions at the meeting held and described continuing 
problems. Like the invitation of the preceding summer, 
the resolutions were predominantly political and anti
clerical. For the first time, however, some awareness of

21social and economic problems appeared.
Concerned about the prospects of an effective

political opposition, the federal government began a
program of repression shortly after the circulation of the
Resolutions, that is, in March. The Club Liberal Lampa-
cenae of New Leon was the first victim. On April 1, 1901,
the authorities dissolved the club and jailed the members.
Among those arrested were the club's leaders, Antonio

22Villarreal and Francisco Naranjo. But such incidents did
not stop the movement. Clubs continued to appear. The
liberals were determined to fight. Oratory, much more than

/writing, became Diaz Soto's major weapon in this struggle.

21. Barrera Fuentes, pp. 53-69; Magatia, IV, 36; 
Casasola, I, 74.

22. Barrera Fuentes, p. 73.
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A case in point was Diaz Soto's speech in Pinos,

Zacatecas on the anniversary of Benito Juarez's death.
/ /It was Diaz Soto's earliest public attack on the Diaz

government, and embodied his views on reform, as well as
many of the principles that became part of the philosophy

/of the subsequent social struggle. Diaz Soto began by 
condemning the Diaz government for deserting the ideals 
Juarez represented. He heaped scorn and sarcasm on 
government officials for their complacent acceptance of 
all the evils that plagued Mexico-— the greatest of which 
were foreigners, cynical politicians, and the Church.

We are at peace with the Clergy, although it 
conspires and prostitutes; at peace with the 
foreigner, although he humiliates and exploits us; 
at peace with the immoral administration, although 
it dishonors the country and tramples under foot 
what is law. . . . jHFhe government leaves the 
Clergjr/ free to falsify and prostitute the religion 
of love that the Crucifiction preaches.

Thus he exhorted the people to rid themselves of such 
a dishonorable and hypocritical peace. The authorities 
arrested him on the following day; Diaz Soto spent the next

p hfour months in the Belem prison.
Fearing the expanding activity and growing radical

ism of such liberals as Diaz Soto, the government jailed
/23. Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama, "Discurso pronunciado 

por el licenciado Antonio Dfaz Soto y Gama desde Regeneracion, 
31 de augusto, 1901," in Barrera Fuentes, p. 88.

24. Barrera Fuentes, pp. 84-154; Magana, IV, 3 6 .
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many of those it considered the most dangerous. It did 
not interfere with the Ponciana Club, however, which 
continued to meet during 1901. As the central directorate, 
the Ponciana Club circulated a manifesto dated November 4, 
1901, reminding the clubs of the next general congress to 
be held on February 5> 1902, and of the major issues to be 
considered at the meeting. Although Diaz Soto remained in 
jail at the time, it would appear that his reform ideas, 
nevertheless, furnished a major theme for the manifesto.

The directorate hoped that the local clubs would be
able to offer practical suggestions for establishing
effective municipal government which could provide political
and social education for the people. Without this education,
the writers felt, it was useless to hope for progress in
Mexico. And progress to them meant freedom, the press,
political reform including extension and guarantee of
suffrage, and most important, the suppression of the jefe
politico. Until the power of these local political bosses
was broken, the municipalities would not be able to assume
their role as envisaged by liberals like Diaz Soto. These
liberals also realized that political reform would not be
enough to achieve the ends they sought, Practical and
legal methods were needed to improve the material well-being

25of the peasant and laborer. These proposals reflected

25. Barrera Puentes, pp. 97-98 and 101; Magana, IV,
40.
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a broader program than those of the preceding year. Social 
improvement for the first time took a permanent place 
beside political aspirations and clerical reforms in the 
movement*s philosophy.

Then ten days prior to the date set by this mani
festo for the meeting of the second liberal congress,
January 24, 1902, a problem arose which resulted in disso
lution of the Ponciana Club and the arrest of its leaders, 
illustrating the federal officials* growing concern about 
liberal influence. The minister of war, Bernardo Reyes, 
seeking liberal support for the 1904 vice-presidential 
election, sent Heriberto Barron to San Luis to confer with 
Arriaga. Reyes felt that Barron, as an ardent Reyes 
supporter as well as an old friend of Arriaga*s, would 
stand the best chance of securing that support. However, 
Arriaga refused to use his influence or to commit the 
liberal party to Reyes* candidacy. He did tell Barron that 
if he wished, he could attend a meeting of the Ponciana Club 
and could ask the members for the support himself.

26. Barron and Arriaga were friends from the days 
when Arriaga served in the Senate. Though Barron posed as 
a liberal, he ridiculed and attacked the Liberal Club workers 
in anonymous publications. While in San Luis, he was in 
constant communication with the local police and administra
tion. Arriaga, p. 18; Charles C. Cumberland, Mexican 
Revolution; Genesis Under Madero (Austin: University of 
Texas Press, 1952), p. 38.



Barron did not come to the meeting alone. A large
number of armed men accompanied him, while troops from the
local garrison surrounded the meeting place. During Julio
B. Urange's speech about the ill effects of clerical
exploitation, Barron interrupted. He declared that the
speech was filled with "anarchist tendencies" and was
antagonistic toward the Diaz government and the minister
of war. On this pretext he arrested many of those attending
the meeting, ordered the dissolution of the Ponciana Club,
and issued a decree which successfully prohibited the

27meeting of the second liberal congress.
/Diaz Soto helped defend those arrested, but obtained

release for only the lesser personalities. The leaders,
including Arriaga, received eight months sentences in the 

28state prison. By the time of Arriaga's release, the 
first of January, 1903i he found the San Luis government 
so hostile that he decided to carry on the liberal fight 
in Mexico City. There he refounded the Ponciana Club on 
January 10, 1903. D^az Soto, Juan Sarabia, Santiago de la 
Hoz, Ricardo and Enrique Flores Magon, and Santiago R. de * I,

27. Barrera Puentes, pp. 98 and 101; Arriaga, p. 18; 
Cumberland, Mexican Revolution, p. 38. Silva Herzog, Breve 
historia, I, 54-55* or El agrario mexicana, p. 152; Casasola,
I, 76.

28. Barrera Puentes, p. 101; Arriaga, p. 18; Silva 
Herzog, Breve historia, I, 55«

14
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la Vega were Mamong these valorous elements that reunited.n 
They elected Arriaga president and DjLaz Soto vice-presi
dent.2^

With this transfer to Mexico City, the Ponciana
Club expanded its activities. The members reestablished
suppressed newspapers and created new ones as instruments
to spread their ideas. In El Hijo del Ahuizote Arriaga
published a manifesto calling for effective suffrage. The
Regeneracion carried articles by Sarabia, the Magon brothers
and Santiago de la Hoz. Many of the essays contained
agrarian and worker propaganda, especially the more
radical Regeneracion. The combined influence of these

30papers helped create an atmosphere of revolt. They con
tained a barrage of manifestos in which many of Diaz Soto's 
ideas as well as his signature appeared. Through these 
constant reminders, the liberal tried to arouse the people 
to demand reform without violence.

29. Barrera Puentes, pp. 115-16; Silva Herzog, El 
agrario mexicano* pp. 151-52; Casasola, I, 76-77; Arriaga, 
p. 19. Alfonso Taracena, Mivida en el vertigo de la revo- 
lucidn mexicana (Rev. ed.; Mexico: Ediciones Bota, 1936),
P. 33.

30. Lists of the many liberal to revolutionary news
papers published between 1900-1910, and their editors, can 
be found variously in Arriaga, pp. 19 and 26; Casasola, I,
77» Barrera Puentes, p. 3*M Silva Herzog, Breve historia* II, 
55* or El agrario mexicano, pp. 151-52; Carleton Beals, 
Porfirio Diaz: Dictator of Mexico (Philadelphia: Lippincott 
Co., 1932), pp. 269-72; Taracena, p. 77; Pelix R. Palavicini 
et al., Mexico. Historia de su evoluclon constructive (4 
vols; Mexico: Distribuidura editorial, "Libro, S. De R.L., 
1945), II, 122.
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One of these articles, dated February 15» condemned

the persecution of liberals and called for a free press.
The next week an article condemned the government for
allowing the clergy so much freedom--a policy in direct
contradiction to the Laws of Reform. These themes continued
in the February 27 declaration, but the club also carefully
assured its readers that the liberals hoped to achieve a
restoration of the principles of 1857 without involving the
nation in a bloody struggle. Social reform and improvement
of lower class conditions emerged as the dominant theme of
the fourth manifesto, March 1. This was the most significant
of the manifestos because it illustrated the shift of

31emphasis from religious issues to social reform.
To achieve the pervasive reforms indicated in these 

manifestos, the liberals focused their efforts on the 
election of 1904 as the first step in political reorganiza
tion of the government without which social reform would be 
impossible. They considered the election of a sympathetic 
vice-president the first concrete step toward change.
This would be no mean task, for Diaz bad discontinued the 
office. By 1902 the conservatives as well as the liberals 
urged Diaz to allow the election of a vice-president, as 
they feared the seventy-four year old dictator would not

31. Barrera Puentes, pp. 117-27.



17
/live out another term. Diaz indicated a willingness to 

re-establish the office. Bernardo Reyes and the finance 
minister, Jose Limantour, emerged as the leading contenders, 
neither of whom the liberals would support because of

ftheir close association with the ruling oligarchy. Diaz
played off each man's ambition against the other's until
the tension in the cabinet became so great that Reyes felt

32constrained to retire to New Leon.
In New Leon Reyes faced a more immediate problem

than the vice-presidential election. In 1903 he would have
to stand for re-election as governor, and with the rapidly
increasing liberal strength in his state, a contest for
the office was developing. The anti-Reyes faction felt
strong enough to support an opposition candidate. Nor was
the importance of this election confined to New Leon.
Realizing that the results of this election would provide
an indication of their strength and the kind of problems
they would face in the national election of 1904, Arriaga,

/Diaz Soto, and Antonio Villarreal actively supported the 
gubernatorial candidate, Francisco Reyes, an outstanding 
liberal in New Leon.

Fearing the rapid spread of Francisco Reyes' p>pu- 
larity, Bernardo Reyes asked Diaz to help him win the

32. Barrerra Fuentes, p. 110; Arriaga, p. 1?
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election. When the request became public knowledge, the 
liberals organized a demonstration. They naively hoped 
that an orderly but sizeable public protest would convince 
Diaz and Reyes that the people wanted Francisco Reyes for 
governor. To meet the challenge Bernardo Reyes called out 
the federal troops and local police who fired on the 
demonstrators in the plaza before the governor's palace. 
Turmoil, confusion, considerable bloodshed, and many 
arrests resulted. The Francisco Reyes supportes charged , 
Bernardo Reyes with full responsibility for the disturbance 
and for falsifying the results of the election which had 
given him the governorship. They asked the liberal clubs 
to petition the President to release those arrested and to

33allow a new election. The petitions led to an investiga
tion of Reyes' role in the disturbance. Diaz Soto and 
Arriaga presented the liberal case before the Grand Jury
of the Chamber of Deputies. However, Diaz's influence led

' i kto the -exoneration of Reyes.
Once the grand jury had cleared Reyes of the charges

brought by the liberals, his election as governor of New.
Lebn stood. Those demonstrators arrested in April remained

zin jail, Reyes ordered his police to kill Arriaga and Diaz

33. Arriaga, pp. 19-21; Beals, pp. 3^9-65; Barrera 
Fuentes, pp. 137-39 and 153j Cumberland, Mexican Revolution, 
p. 38; Magana, XV, 41-42.

34. Ibid.
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Soto. Dona Denita Valez, wife of Reyes* chief of staff, 
but also Arriaga*s cousin, warned Arriaga, and he and Diaz 
Soto escaped to Laredo, Texas. There they joined the 
Magons, Juan Sarabia, and other expatriots forced from 
Mexico by increasing governmental persecution. But Reyes* 
influence reached even to Laredo. Harrassed by police, 
the group moved to San Antonio. Nor did this prove to be 
far enough. Hounded by Reyes* men and American police,

35they moved to St. Louis where they found momentary peace.
In St. Louis some of the liberals found employment

as manual laborers and the rest were sustained through
Arriaga*s generosity. Funds also came from Francisco
Madero making possible publication of the Regeneracion. A
personal friend of Arriaga*s, Madero had been greatly
disturbed by the January 1902 arrest of the Ponciana leaders
and the shooting in New Leon in 1903. As a result, Madero
labored in his own state of Coahuila, in an effort to break
Reyes* power there through the election of a liberal governor
in 1905. The attempt failed. In the meantime he sent
Arriaga money to help keep the liberal spirit alive. He

36requested that the source of the funds remain a secret.J * IV,

35. Arriaga, p. 21; Barrera Fuentes, p. 14?; Magafia,
IV, 41-42; Taracena, Mi vida, p. 4l.

3 6 . Madero, La sucesion presidencial, pp. 9-10; 
Cumberland, Mexican Revolution, p. 38; Francisco I. Madero, 
Las memories y las mejores cartas de..., ed. Armando de 
Maria y Campos (Mexico: Libro-Mexicana Editores, S. de R. L.,



20
Not knowing the source of the funds, Flores Magon 

accused Arriaga of receiving money for collaboration with
ythe Diaz government. In reality, the accusation represented 

only a symptom of the deepening ideological difference 
between the two men. Flores Magon was nearing the point 
of his declaration of militant anarchism, a position 
Arriaga would never take. Before the schism,^7 one more 
collaboration between the two men produced the Liberal 
Party Manifesto^** of July 1, 1906. This proved to be one 
of the most influential acts of the pre-revolutionary 
period. The manifesto was the most definitive of the 
official precursor statements, and also became the most 
f a m i l i a r . I t  reflected past liberal tradition and fore
shadowed ideas embodied in the 1917 Constitution.

1956), pp. 34-60. Stanley R. Ross, Francisco I. Madero:
Apostle of Mexican Democracy (New York: Columbia University 
Press, 1955)i PP. 40-43; Arriaga, p. 21.

37. Silva Herzog, Breve historia, I, 226.
38. Junta Organizadora del Partido Liberal Mexicano, 

"Programa del partido liberal y manifiesto a la naci<$n,M 
quoted in entirety in Casasola, I, 79-86; and in Silva Herzog, 
Breve historia, I, 76-108, or in summary in Silva Herzog,
El agrario mexicano, pp. 152-55.

39. Charles C. Cumberland, MAn Analysis of the Pro
gram of the Mexican Liberal Party, 1906," The Americas, IV 
(January, 19^8), 301; Cumberland, "Percursors of the Mexican 
Revolution,M pp. 346-47; Silva Herzog, La trayectoria 
ideoloeica, pp. 21-24, and Breve historia, I, 57* Magana, IV,
w .
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It is not clear whether Diaz Soto helped frame the 

manifesto. He did not sign it. Nevertheless, it seems 
justifiable to comment on the major points of the document 
since it is to this manifesto that most revolutionaries,

Zincluding Diaz Soto, went for a precedent in writing many
subsequent revolutionary plans. One might also surmise 

/that Diaz Soto was not present when the declaration was 
composed, for the sections on rural reform and municipal 
government are limited in scope and the anti-clerical 
statement is especially mild— none of which would imply 
he had much influence in the plan's composition. The 
radical ideas of Flores Magdn were even held in check by 
Arriaga's influence and the moderating pen of Juan Sara- 
bia."0

The prevailing desire to restore to all Mexicans 
their dignity as men underlay all the objectives of the new 
manifesto. Such a change would entail comprehensive reform 
throughout the social, economic, and political structure 
of the country. These changes would have to begin with a 
revision of the Constitution which would include a limita
tion on presidential and military power. To sustain the 
hoped-for democracy, a good education system would need to 
be established. Probably the most advanced section of the 
document dealt with the relationship between management and

40. Casasola, I, 86j Barrera Fuentes, pp. 166 and 
254; Taracena, p. 42.
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labor. It set a minimum wage at a peso, maximum hours
at eight, and insisted on improved working conditions.
That the Chinese should be excluded from immigration and
that resident foreigners should become Mexican citizens
illustrated a tone of economic nationalism. Lastly, the
plan called on all Mexicans to join in a battle for reform,

41liberty, and justice.
Although the ends sought appeared revolutionary, 

the authors stressed evolutionary rather than militant 
methods. There was no talk of land distribution or confis
cation of legally owned and used property. Despite the 
revolutionary reputation of this manifesto, it appears 
today as a reasonable proposal to reform obvious ills in 
the society.

The manifesto was circulated clandestinely throughout 
Mexico, but how much it influenced the people is difficult 
to say. It is known, however, that in 1906 Diaz commis
sioned Rafael de Zayas Enriquez to determine the extent of 
discontent in the country. The results of this investiga
tion showed that widespread support for the liberal movement 
existed among all classes: among the workers because of 
misery; among the rich because of ambition; among the 
bourgeoisie because of necessity and social frustration. 
Enriques stated that the liberal papers were the most

4l. Casasola, I, 79-86.
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influential in creating this discontent. The following
suppression of these widely read journals only created

42heroes and martyrs. The manifesto, published in the 
Regeneracion, foremost of liberal journals, did its share 
to promote the unrest that Enriquez found. But as so often 
in the past, the St. Louis period of publication was brief. 
Shortly after the signing of the manifesto, Flores Magdn 
and Sarabia escaped to Canada to avoid arrest. Arriaga 
returned to Mexico to thwart government efforts to confis
cate his property in San Luis.

Respite these dim prospects of 1906, active opposi
tion to the D^az government did exist prior to the 1$10  

Revolution. It would also be a mistake to assume that 
Arriaga and his coterie represented the only protest move
ment in Mexico. Many groups and individual with differing 
approaches expressed anti-Diaz sentiments. One important 
example is the Ateneo de la Juventud. The Ateneo had its 
origins in a discussion group of young intellectuals in 
Mexico City. Organized formally on October 28, 1 9 0 9, by 
Jose Vasconcelos, Pedro Henrique Urena, Antonio Caso and 
Alfonso Reyes, the objective of the Ateneo was to "initiate 
the rehabilitation of the thought of the r a c e . A i m i n g

42. Barrera Puentes, pp. 195-97.
43. Patrick Romanell, Making of the Mexican Mind. A 

Study in Recent Mexican Thought (Lincoln: University of 
Nebraska, 1952), p. SJI
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at cultural rehabilitation, they revolted against the

/positivism of the Diaz regime which they felt had demoralized
the country. They hoped to spread a "new Humanism" through- 

44out society. Adopting a philosophical approach similar
to Jose Ortega y Gasset*s perspectivism, the Ateneo members
hoped to find an ideological basis for the "discovery of
Mexico by the Mexican as well as a recovery of Mexico for 

45the Mexican." Influenced by Immanuel Kant, Arthur 
Schopenhauer, Benedetto Croce, and especially Henri Berg
son, the Ateneo philosophically combatted the intellectual 
straight-jacket imposed on Mexican thought by positivism. ^

44. Ibid., p. 58.
45. Romanell, p. 55.
46. Arturo Ardao, "Assimilation and Transformation: 

Positivism in Latin America," Journal of the History of 
Ideas, XXIV (October-December, 1963), 521-22, states, _ 
"political positivism Refined in Mexico by Justo Sierra/ 
was defeated by the Revolution of 1910, and at the same time, 
the intellectual positivism of the Ateneo de la Juventud 
also came to an end." Possibly Ardao * s confusion arose from 
the fact that, initially, as students under Sierra, the Ate
neo group had with some philosophical reservation accepted 
Comte, Mill, and more especially, Spencer. But this changed. 
Josd Vasconcelos, A Mexican Ulysses. An Autobiography, 
translated and edited by Rex Crawford (Bloomington: Indiana 
University Press, 1963), makes various statements in his auto
biography which reflect this change. "From being positivists 
we went on to agnosticism, much to the alarm of the Comtian 
old guard; . . . "  (p. 38). "I should have liked to be 
officially and formally a philosopher, but under the new 
Comtian regime philosophy was ruled out;.. . . .  On our own, 
and quite outside of official courses, we had formed a group 
to study the philosophers. Antonio Caso . . . was . . . 
preparing the weapons for his later work, the demolition of 
positivism." (p, 39). Other pertinent references may be 
found on pp. 43 and 50. See Romanell, pp. 55 and 6 3 .
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Rather than the improvement of material well-being, they
speculated on the spiritual needs of the Mexican people.
Generally speaking, they favored the more limited Madero
evolution. Some, particularly Vasconcelos, were later
caught up in the fervor for social reform during the
Revolution, only to revert to conservative positions by 

X 47the time of Cardenas.
zUnlike the members of the Ateneo, Diaz Soto, Arriaga

and Flores Magon searched for ways to improve the poor
living conditions of the people. In their search for a
social system which would best achieve these ends, the
members of the Ponciana Club read works by Mikhail Bakunin,
Karl Marx, and especially Peter Kropotkin, which they found
in Arriaga*s library. The extent of the influence of these
European anarchists on the reformers is impossible to
measure. Nor can one tell whether the reading of these 

/books, as Diaz Soto had done by 1903* reenforced precon
ceived ideas or presented new ones. In any case, the 
frequent mention of Kropotkin in the writings of the liberals *

However, Beals, p. 323; Parks, p. 294; and Luis L. Leon,
La doctrina, la tactica y la polltica agraria de la Revo- 
lucidn (Mdxicot Talleres Linotipografica de "El Nacional 
Revolucionario, 11 1930), p. 7 , would be three of several who 
would say there was no other intellectual activity in 
Mexico other than the positivism accepted by Diaz.

47. Gonzalez Navarro, pp. 628-30.
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might be part of the answer to the apparent paradox between
the kind of society they wanted and the methods they used
to achieve it, since Kropotkin professed an evolutionary

48anarchism as opposed to the bomb-throwing variety. 
Therefore, to say that the Revolution between 1910 and 1920 
had no ideology except what grew out of the events of the 
day, and ultimately from the outcome of the Revolution 
itself, is a half truth. The demand for social reform 
came early and was a consistent element before, as well as 
throughout, the Revolution. It is unfortunate that this 
reform could not be achieved without the violence of the 
subsequent decade.

48. Barrera Puentes, pp. 115-16$ Blaisdell, p. 11$ 
Jestis Silva Herzog, Trayectoria ideologica de la revolu- 
cion mexicana (Mexico: Cuadernos Americanos, 19&3),
pp. 45-46. Bakunin, Marx and Kropotkin are most frequently 
mentioned. Other anarchists and socialists are cited such 
as Proudhon and Malatesta. In addition, they read novels 
of social criticism by such men as Victor Hugo, Balzac, 
and Tolstoy. Juan Sarabia wrote Jesus Flores Magon July 19s 
190?s requesting El apoyo mutuo by Kropotkin and Emile 
Zola’s Justices to read while he was in prison. Antonio 
Baez, "Sarabia en San Juan de Ulua," Historia Mexicana, X 
(octubre-diciembre, i960), 349. For a good brief analysis 
of the various expressions of anarchism, see Irving L. 
Horowitz (ed.), The Anarchist (New York: Dell Publishing
Co., 1964), pp. 28-55.



CHAPTER II

REVOLUTIONARY SEARCH FOR A NEW GOVERNMENT,
1908-1919

For a decade, beginning in 1 9 0 8, Mexico struggled
/to build a new society without Porfirio Diaz. Although 

demands for change started long before Madero’s book, The 
Presidential Succession in 1910* effectual revolutionary 
action began with its publication.^ The work outlined the 
major problems of the Di'az regime, and in a conciliating 
manner, suggested remedies. Despite its moderate tone, 
Madero had seriously debated whether or not to print it.
He had delayed publication nearly six months while 
attempting to secure the approval of his family and Presi
dent Diaz— approval he never received. With misgivings,

2he released it.
With the immediate success of the book, Madero found

himself the unsolicited head of a growing, though loose,
3coalition of reformers. Most of the members of the Liberal 

party joined the group even though they failed to convince 
their leader, Ricardo Flores Magon, to support Madero. By 1

1. Barrera Fuentes, p. 275$ Madero, La sucesicfn 
presidencial en 1 9 1 0.

2. Madero, Las memories, pp. 84-93.
3. Senior, p. 21.

2?
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1911 this part of the old liberal movement had officially

Lformed the "reorganized Liberal party". Although such 
prominent liberals as Diaz Soto, Arriaga, Juan Sarabia, 
Antonio Villarreal, and even Ricardo*s brother, Jesus 
Flores Magon, led the new liberals, Ricardo refused to 
support Madero*s limited program, as outlined not only in 
his book but in his Plan of San Luis Potosi, October 5> 
1910.^ Indeed, both were moderate plans which resulted in 
a compromise between the ruling oligarchy and the middle 
class which wanted change but feared social revolution. 
Madero seemed to represent the type of reform they wanted. 
A more radical change, such as the one sought by Flores 
Mag<fn and Zapata, jeopardized their comfortable economic 
and social condition, while they doubted that the Diaz 
government would ever allow them any political voice. At 
the same time, the more liberal elements such as Sarabia, I,

4. Barrera Fuentes, p. 306; Blaisdell, pp. ,192-93; 
Cumberland, p. 345, Emilio Portes Gil, Autobiografia de la 
revolucidn mexicana, untratado de interpetacidn histdrlca. 
Con un esayo critico sobre la vide del autor, por Antonio 
Luna Arroya (Mexico: Institute Mexicano de Culture, 1964), 
p. 106; Ross, Madero, p. 145; Silva Herzog, Breve historia,I, 181.

5. Silvano Barba Gonzales, La lucha por la tierra 
(3 vols.; Mexico: Editorial del Magisterio, 1963), II, 
172-75; Casasola, I, 212-14. Decimal File, Department of 
State, National Archives 812.00/524, facsimile of the Plan 
given to William Dodge, December 21, 1910. (Hereafter: 
State Dept. 812.00.)
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Diaz Soto, and even Zapata, saw in Article III of the Plan 
of San Luis Potosi an indication that once Madero became 
president, more extensive social reform might follow, for 
here Madero spoke specifically of the need for agrarian 
reform.^

Perhaps Madero*s methods would have worked if the 
/ rJuarez Compromise with the Diaz government had not included 

the interim presidency of Francisco de la Bara, which lasted 
from Dfaz*s resignation on May 25» 1911 (also a part of the 
Compromise), until Madero*s official assumption of the office 
as president in November.^ During this six-month period 
Madero made two mistakes that augured ill for his fleeting 
leadership of the Revolution. He did not sweep Diaz people, 
wholesale, from high government and military positions, nor 
did he whole-heartedly promote reform. Nevertheless, ini
tial, though moderate, steps toward change began.

Madero appointed his cousin, Rafael Hernandez, head 
of the National Agrarian Commission, to study the rural

6 . Silva Herzog, Breve historia, I, 129-30, and 
Trayectoria ideologica, p. 28.

7. The agreement signed between the Madero faction 
and the cientxficos at Ciudad Ju&rez, May 21, 1911> whereby 
Jose Limantour and Porfirio Diaz resigned and Francisco de 
la Barra became provisional president pending elections.
The Plan of San Luis Potosif is quoted in Casasola, I, 212-14. 
Any good biography describes with care the rise of Madero to 
the Presidency. The two most competent works in English 
are the works by Cumberland, op. cit., and Ross, op. cit.
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problems. On the basis of this study the commission pre
sented an initial report to the Chamber of Deputies on 
December 18, 1911. This report set the tone for admini
stration policy. It suggested limited distribution of 
national land, the establishment and encouragement of small 
property ownership and colonization, the stimulation of 
production, and education in modern methods of agriculture 
and conservation. Much to Diaz Soto's regret, the report
proposed little more for the peasant than had the Plan of 

/San Luis Potosi the year before.
During the first half of 1912 the commission con

tinued its study and in July delivered a nine-point detailed 
report. The commission paid lip-service to the idea of 
establishing an ejido system, of returning usurped land, 
and of distributing land. All such distribution would 
first have to be studied by a commission and handled in a 
legal, democratic, and conciliatory manner. The actual 
donations thus became so hedged by procedure and caution 
that immediate change seemed impossible.

8. The various proposals made by the National Agra
rian Commission under Rafael Hernandez between July 1911 and 
June 1912 are found in Silva Herzog (ed.), La Question de la 
tierra, II, (Mexico: Institute Mexicana de Investigaciones 
Econcfmicas, i960), 93-122. Analysis and commentary is 
available in various works: Cumberland, Madero, p. 214; 
Francisco Gonzales de Cossio, Historia de la tenencia y 
explotacidn del campo desde la~~6poca precortesiana hasta las 
leyes del 6 de enero de 1915 (2 vols.; Mexico, 1957)> pp, 
255-59; TreviBo, p. 4o; Ross, Madero, pp. 241-42; Silva Her
zog, Breve historia, I, 26O-67Y Rafael Hernandez, "Politico 
Agrario," Repetorio de la Revolucion, No. 2 (enero-febrero,I960), 59-9C
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Such a dilatory pursuit of agrarian reform could 

only result in disillusioned liberals, since land reform 
had been a major reason for their support of Madero. They 
began to formulate plans of their own.9 None were much 
more radical than the government*s ultimate objectives; the 
major difference lay in the sentiment and intent behind a 
given plan. The key was implementation. This they thought 
should be immediate, not after an interminable period of 
commission study. One such disheartened group was the 
members of the Liberal party in Mexico City. They resur
rected Diaz Soto’s and Juan Sarabia’s stillborn program of 
1910.

Perhaps encouraged by the early success of the
Madero faction, and later, by the Plan of San Luis Potosif,

/Diaz Soto and Juan Sarabia drew up, in 1910, a law aimed at 
guiding the Madero government into active reform. Their 
proposal called for the return of usurped land, the estab
lishment of ejidos, and expropriation of land to begin or 
expand ejidos near existing or newly created towns. Under 
this plan the government would grant the tools necessary to 
work the land, and would set a legal limit on the amount of 
land that could be owned by a single i n d i v i d u a l . I n  the

9. Cumberland, Madero, pp. 210-14; Trevino, pp. 3 6-
38.

10. Alba, p. 299, E. N. Simpson, The Ejido, Mexico’s 
Way Out (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 
1937), pp. 4? and 55; Trevino, p. 4l.



political uncertainty of the months that followed, nothing
came of this suggestion. Later the Liberals incorporated
the law into their manifestos of April 3> and June 11,
1911.^^ Then in the fall of 1912, the Agrarian Commission
of the extreme left of the Liberal party, made up of Diaz
Soto, Juan Sarabia, and Eduardo Puentes, restated the same
law in the Proyecto de ley sobre adiciones a la constitucion
general respecto de la materia agraria. Sarabia, on behalf
of the party and the commission, presented the Proyecto to

12Congress on October 14, 1912. The most significant aspect 
of this plan was the introduction into revolutionary thought 
of the concept of the inalienable ejido and small proper
ties, a step which clearly foreshadowed the course taken by 
the Constituent Assembly at Queretero in I9 1 7. Neverthe
less, it was not this plan which the deputies favored, but 
one presented six weeks later in a speech by Luis Cabrera.^3 11 12 13

32

11. Alba, p. 299; Lucio Mendieta y Nunez, El pro-
blema agraria de Mexico (7th ed.; Mexico: Editorial
Porruo,1959), P. 144; E. N. Simpson, pp. 48-9.

12. Comision Agraria de la Extreme Izquiera del
Partido Liberal, "Proyecto de ley sobre adiciones de la 
constitucion general respecto de la materia agraria, 1912," 
La Question de la tierra, II, 219-36. See also: Silva
Herzog, El agraria mexicana, pp. 198-99, and Trayectoria 
ideoldgica, pp. 36-7; and Juan Sarabia (as above) (Mexico: 
Imprenta de la Camara de Disputados, 1912).

13. Luis Cabrera, "La reconstitucion de los ejidos 
de las pueblas como medio de suprimar la esclavitud del 
jornalero mexicano," La Question de la tierra, II, 279-310.
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In the minds of the deputies, Cabrera*s proposals

were based on his personal experience and study, and held
out much more hope of success even though the two plans
paralleled each other. Madero ignored these proposals in
favor of those presented by his commission,"^ and by
January, 1913 he had lost a large portion of his more liberal

zsupporters, including Diaz Soto.
/Diaz Soto decided that the usurpation of land by 

large landowners, aided by the collusion of local officials, 
was the true cause of rural poverty and the reason for the 
peasants* increasingly revolutionary attitude. Equally
certain that Madero would do little to correct the exploita-

>tion, Diaz Soto shifted his allegiance to the zapatista 
revolution in the south. In Zapata*s Plan of Ayala D^az 
Soto saw a clear statement of the reforms he hoped to 
achieve for the Mexican people."*"'*

The Plan of Ayala^ claimed to be nothing more than 
an implementation of the goals expressed in the Plan of San 14 15 16

14. Barba, II, 194—5$ TreviKo, V, 42; Gonzalo Navarro, 
pp. 6 3 0-I; Andres Molina Enrfquez, Esbozo de la.-historia de 
los primeros diez anos de la revolucion agraria de Mexico 
(de 1901 a 1920) hecho a grandes rascos (5 vols.; Mexico: 
Talleras gretficos del Museo, 1932-36), V, 115. Palavicini,
II, 111-13. Ross, Madero, p. 245. Silva Herzog, Breve historia, I, 267-8%F%

15. Baltasar Dromundo, Vida de Emiliano Zapata 
(Mexico City: Editorial Guarania, 1961), pp 35 and 116; 
Magafia, IV, 4?.

16. Most any work on the revolution describes the 
Plan of Ayala. Casasola, I, 426-7 quotes it in full.
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/Luis Potosi. As a program for reconstructing rural Mexico,

it outlined nothing more extensive than had those presented
before Congress. It called for the return of usurped
lands to the title holder and for the expropriation of
one-third of the land held in monopolies. This land would
be paid for and then granted to landless peasants and to
towns for the establishment of ejidos. The framers of the
plan thought that ejidos* colonies, and legal aid would
protect and promote the well-being of the people. Two-
thirds of the property of their foes would be subject to
expropriation to pay for the cost of the war and to give
to widows and orphans of revolutionaries. The southerners
condemned Madero as a traitor to his own revolution and
named Pascual Orozco head of the true revolution. The plan
represented a justification for Zapata’s revolt against
Madero and aimed at legalizing the possession of lands
taken in battle and distributed to the guerrilla-peasants.

/But most important to Diaz Soto was that the Zapatistas were

Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama, La Question Agraria en Mexico 
(Mexico: Universidad Nacional Auto'noma de Mexico, 1959) > 
discusses it in considerable detail, pp. 9-21. See also: 
Trevino, p. 42; W. H. Callcott, Liberalism in Mexico, 1857- 
1929 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1931)» PP« 209-10. 
Dromundo, pp. 109-14; Barba, II, 176-81; Alba, pp.158-9? Helen 
Phipps, “The Agrarian Phase of the Mexican Revolution of 
1910-20,« Political Science Quarterly* XXXIX (March, 1924),
7. Nathan L. Whetten, Rural Mexico (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1948),111; Palavicini, II, 220; L. B. Simpson, 
Many Mexicos (3rd ed. rev.; Berkeley: University of Cali
fornia Press, 1 9 5 9), p. 2 7 2.



35
putting the provisions into practice. For this reason he 
supported them.* 1^

Another expression of Diaz Soto’s efforts to improve 
the position of the peasant in society was his work in the 
Mexican labor movement. The first attempt in Mexico to 
organize the workers came with the foundation of the Casa 
del Obrero Mondial, July 15» 1912 by Juan Francisco Mon- 
caleano and Professor Francisco Ferrer Guardia. In the 
six years of the Casa’s sporadic existence, its activities 
were generally theoretical and ineffectual, but the organi
zation did provide a meeting place to exchange ideas--a
place for instructing the working class how they might best

18obtain their rights.
Anarcho-syndicalism formed the basis of the Casa’s 

philosophy. The members preferred the anarchist thought of 
Proudhon and Kropotkin which in the Mexican interpretation 
became more of a Christian socialism than a n a r c h i s m . I n

1?. Diaz Soto, La Question agraria, pp. 9-27; 
Salazar, p. 149.

18. Marjorie Clark, Organized Labor in Mexico 
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1934), 
pp. 23-4; Portes Gil, p. 737; Silva Herzog, Breve historia,
I, 225 and Trayetoria ideoldgica, pp. 40-1; Palavicini, II, 
122; John W. F. Dulles, Yesterday in Mexico, A Chronicle 
of the Revolution, 1919-36 (Austin: University of Texas 
Press, 1961), p. 272.

z 19. Salazar, pp. 16-19; Silva Herzog, Trayectoria 
ideologica, p. 40.



fact, Rosendo Salazar, an early participant in the work of 
the Casa, said that D^az Soto's thought, and indirectly that 
of the agrarian movement, was a primitive Christianity.
This Salazar described as an autonomous and irregular 
cooperation of rural society. According to Salazar, Diaz 
Soto hoped that in such a society where the citizens be
lieved in Christian ideals, individual moral reform would

/cure the evils of organized society. To this end Diaz Soto
was the "consummate of Mexican revolutionary fighters in

20both spirit and action."
Thus the members of the Casa believed in a free 

individual in a free and classless society where no one 
would be exploited and all would live in peace. The Casa 
would cooperate with institutionalized democratic govern
ment only because it was a type of government which would 
bring society one step closer to an ideal state. They 
claimed to be anti-capitalistic only when capitalism 
exploited the masses— which seemed inevitable. So, the 
Casa led the workers in their fight for freedom, rights, 
and dignity. To promote these ideas among the people not
belonging to the Casa, the leaders established journals of

22propaganda, first La Luz, and later, El Syndicalismo.

20. Salazar, pp. 17, 19-27, 145-49, 214.
21. Ibid.
22. Silva Herzog, Trayectoria ideologica, pp. 40-1; 

Palavicini, II, 122; Fortes Gil, p. 737*
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The Casa also provided a training ground for future labor 
leaders as well as the coordinating spirit for nascent 
labor efforts in M e x i c o . it was from the Casa that the 
almost omnipotent labor union of the 1 9 2 0*s evolved: the
Confederaci6n Regional Obrera Mexicana (Regional Confedera
tion of Mexican labor), usually referred to as CROM.

Perhaps the appearance of the Casa came in 1912
because the leaders expected more sympathetic treatment from

/Madero than they would have received from the Diaz regime.
If so, their hopes were short-lived. Madero recognized the 
need for improving the conditions of the worker and spon
sored efforts to bring labor and management together to 
discuss possible solutions to their problems, but he was at 
first passively, then unmistakably hostile to the Casa. He 
closed the Rational School which the Casa had opened, and 
exiled Moncaleano.2** Undaunted, Diaz Soto, Rafael Perez 
Taylor, and Santiago R. de la Vega provided new leadership 
and the Casa continued as a center of reform agitation

2 5throughout the Madero, and later, the Huerta governments. J

23. Clark, p. 23.
24. Cumberland, Madero, p. 224: Silva Herzog, Breve 

historla, I, 226 and Trayectoria ideologica, p. 41} Clark, 
p. 28.

25. Palavicini, II, 122; Silva Herzog, Breve 
historia. I, 2 2 5-2 6.
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A typical example of this Casa agitation occurred

during the Huerta administration. May 25, 1913, at the
first celebration of El Dia Del Trabajo. As a part of the
day-long activities, Diaz Soto spoke demanding an eight
hour day and a law to regulate and insure accident in- 

26demnity. Nevertheless, his speech seemed to center on 
rebuking Huerta rather than on improving labor conditions.
Diaz Soto described the workers as a force that "no powers, 
human or divine" could stop if they chose to rid themselves 
of tyranny. He assured his audience that in the end not 
even the "vile usurper, Huerta" would be able to frustrate 
the people's demands for land,2^

Similar attacks, often coordinated by the Casa, 
continued until the following year when Huerta ordered the 
organization disbanded, and arrested several members. To

zavoid this incarceration, Diaz Soto retired to the Morelos 
hills. There he rejoined the Zapatistas who now fought 
Huerta as actively as they had Madero.

While the southerners battled Huerta from Morelos, 
other groups in Sonora, Chihuahua, and Coahuila denounced 
Huerta as the assassin of Madero and the negator of the Revo
lution. One of these new revolutionaries was an old Diaz

26, Casasola, X, 5 8 6-8 7 ; Salazar, p. 35$ Silva Herzog, 
Trayectoria ideologica, pp. 59-60; Fortes Gil, pp. 737-40.

27. Silva Herzog, Trayectoria ideologica, p. 60; 
Casasola, I, 586; Fortes Gil, 740; Silva Herzog, Breve 
historia, II, 11.
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supporter and northern landowner, Venustiano Carranza. In

28his Plan of Guadalupe he declared himself First Chief of 
the constitutionalist army, as well as the head of the 
legitimate government of Mexico, and set out to restore 
the Madero revolution. Under his leadership and with aid 
from the United States government, the carrancistas and 
villistas, with independent assistance from the Zapatistas, 
drove Huerta from Mexico. Suspicious of Carranza's old 
affiliation with Sfaz and anxious to thwart the re-estab
lishment of a government similar to that of the old 

/dictator's, Diaz Soto suggested to Zapata that the souther
ners clarify their position in relation to the Carranza 
government. The result was the July 19 ratification of the 
Plan of Ayala,declaring that although the Huerta tyranny 
had ended, the original goals of the Revolution were not 
yet fulfilled. Until they were, the liberating army of the 
south would continue to oppose any government in power.
The ratification condemned the Madero assassination and the 
Huerta usurpation. It asked Carranza to establish a

28. Venustiano Carranza, "Plan of Guadalupe,"
Cincso siglos de legislation agraria (1492-1940), ed. Manuel 
Fabila (2 vols.; Mexico, 1941), I , 243-45; Barba, II, 182-83.

29. Porfirio Palacios, Emiliano Zapata. Datos 
biografica-histdricos, prologo de Antonio Diaz Soto yGama 
(Mexico: Editorial B. costa-Amic, i9 6 0); Dromundo, p. I8 7 ; 
Fabila, I, 251-53; Taracena, Mi vida, pp. 274-75; Barba,
II, 100-02; Callcott, pp. 237-36.
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government that would benefit the masses of the people and 
that would end rather than extend personalism in the govern
mental structure— an addition to the original ratification 
which, no doubt, indicated the presence of Diaz Soto's 
influence at the second writing. The plan also called for 
the removal of all Huerta supporters from governmental 
positions and suggested that the new government be composed 
of men dedicated to the ideals of agrarian reform. It 
placed Zapata at the head of the true Revolution instead of 
Orozco because the latter had supported Huerta. It reassured 
the people that the southern army still stood for "reform, 
liberty, justice, and law". The rather moderate demands of 
the ratification were, however, stated belligerently. This 
same antagonism was also apparent a month later in the 
Proclamation of Milpa Alta,^° written for Zapata by D^az 
Soto. This document stated more emphatically the zapatista 
disillusionment with Carranza's refusal to accept the prin
ciples of the Plan of Ayala and his half-hearted attitude 
toward reform.

More precisely, the proclamation asked what good a 
free press offered a people who could not read. What good 
would a vote do people when they knew nothing of the candi
dates. What they really needed was an end to feudalism.
They needed land from which they could decently provide the

30. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 286$ Quirk, pp. 64-66
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basic needs of their families. Despite all the promises of
the past leaders, the people continued to suffer in poverty

/and humiliation. In closing, Diaz Soto stated that if 
Carranza were sincere in his desire for reform, then surely 
he would accept the Plan of Ayala which stated the true 
needs of these people.

Neither of these statements brought any indication 
from Carranza that he intended to accept the principles of 
the zapatistas. Some of the constitutionalists in Mexico 
City realized, however, that a compromise had to be worked 
out with the zapatistas before they could hope to restore 
peace to the country. Among those most concerned were 
Sarabia and Cabrera, who were finally able to persuade 
Carranza that he should invite Zapata to a special confer
ence where terms for cooperation between the two factions 
might be worked out. So Carranza sent Sarabia, Cabrera and 
Antonio Villarreal to Cuernavaca where they met Zapata's 
representatives: Otilio Montano, Zapata's collaborator in 
the writing of the original Plan of Ayala; Manuel Palafox, 
an important Zapatista general; and Ddiaz Soto.31

31. Dromundo, p. 193; Casasola, II, 856-57$ Barba,
II, 100-02; Francisco Vela Gonzales, "Recuerdos de la 
Convencidh de Aquascalientes, * 11 Historia Mexicana, XII 
(julio-septiembre, 1962), 123-24; Fabila, I, 247-49; 
Taracena, Mi vidat pp. 284-86; Fortes Gil, pp. 178-7 9 ,
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In view of the past association between D^az Soto, 

Sarabia, and Villarreal, the prospects for reaching an 
agreement appeared favorable. But the meeting had scarcely 
begun before the zapatlstas unequivocally stated their posi
tion: Carranza would have to accept the Plan of Ayala,
without reservation, as the guideline for the new government, 
for the Plan of Guadalupe embodied nothing more than a justi
fication for his assumption of political power. The 
southerners proposed that Carranza call a general armistice 
in which all revolutionary groups could decide the condi
tions by which they would support Carranza's government.
They also stipulated that the executive, whether Carranza 
or someone else, must have a zapatista adviser at all times 
to insure the implementation of the principles of the Revo
lution. When Zapata arrived at Cuernavaca two days later
he endorsed these conditions as prerequisites for his

 ̂32 support.
Cabrera and Villarreal agreed to report the terms to

Carranza. Carranza's reply was negative. He refused any
commitment until the Zapatistas submitted unconditionally

33to constitutionalist authority. This only re-enforced the 
Morelian rebels' distrust of the new caudillo. Therefore 
the south declared its intentions to continue fighting until

32. Casasola, II, 856-57; Fabila, I, 247-49.
33. Fabila, I, 250; Fortes Gil, p. 179$ Quirk, pp.66-68.
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Carranza accepted the Plan of Ayala without reservations.
This Carranza did not do. He did, however, call a meeting
of all the revolutionary factions as had been suggested at
the Cuernavaca meeting. Scheduled for October first in
Mexico City, the major points to be settled were: to set a
date for elections, to find a mutually satisfactory form
of government, and to determine the nature and extent of

34social reform. Except for the acceptance of the Plan of 
Ayala, this sounded as though Carranza complied with the 
Cuernavaca demands made by the Zapatistas. If his invi
tation had stopped here, perhaps the southerners would have 
been appeased. Instead, Carranza continued with a statement 
of his reform intentions which proved too moderate for the 
Zapatistas. All his suggestions were aimed at winning the 
support of the worker in the city, and at retaining the 
support of the moderate reformers but gave only limited 
hope to the peasant. Nor, one might add, did Carranza 
jeopardize foreign relations by any radical statement 
bespeaking nationalism. Therefore, it is not surprising 
that the Zapatistas did not go to the meeting on October 
first. They saw little in Carranza's statement of benefit 
to them.

34. Casasola, II, xii-xiii; Taracena, Mi vida, p. 
288; Palavicini, II, 124-25; Palacio, p. 153; Silva Herzog, 
El agrario mexicana, pp. 229-30; La Convencion, December 24, 
19147 Alberto B. PiHa, MSS Collection, University of Ari
zona Library, p. 8.
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Nor would Francisco Villa venture into Carranza*s 

stronghold to rubber stamp Carranza*s dictates. So, when 
the conference began, the conspicuous absence of the 
Zapatistas and villistas persuaded the constitutionalists 
at the meeting that in the interests of peace it would be 
wise to accept Villa* s suggestion to hold the meeting in 
the neutral territory of Aguascalientes.35 There, on 
October 10, the revolutionaries began their work, again 
without southern representation.

The first days of the convention were spent in 
establishing Villarreal as chairman and in approving the 
credentials of those representatives attending the meeting 
in official capacities. But as early as the thirteenth, 
Felipe Angeles called on the convention to issue the 
zapatistas another invitation to attend. Angeles detailed 
the continuing fight of the zapatistas for the Revolution, 
the nature of their standards and goals, and the unrelenting 
opposition they had shown any government that had not 
reflected the same principles. Although he thought ulti
mately they could be defeated, in the meantime they provided 
a rallying point for all discontents and a foil for any group 
forming a new government. As long as the zapatistas con
tinued to fight, there was a practical aspect to consider:

1950
35. Pina MMS, article from Todo dated March 16,



The fighting provided foreigners with sufficient reason to
refuse a new national government recognition on grounds of

36political instability. Since the Convention had declared 
itself the sovereign and legitimate government of the 
people, this had become an important consideration.

Angeles' political and military assessment of this 
southern significance for the convention seemed logical.
The participants therefore agreed to give the Zapatistas 
seven days to send representatives to Aguascalientes.^? 
Angeles was appointed head of the committee to take the 
invitation to Morelos— an apt selection since the Zapa
tistas respected the general and knew of his sympathetic

38attitude toward them.
Zapata received the committee cordially. After 

lengthy discussions he agreed to send representatives, but 
only to act as observers until he had a chance to confer 
with the rest of his men and learn their conditions for 
participation in the convention government. The delegates 
then had no power to commit the Zapatistas to any convention 
policy, but only to report to Zapata what appeared to be

3 6 . La Convene!<$n« December 21, 22, 25* 26, 1914; 
Casasola, II, 89I; Palacio, p. 154; Dromundo, p. 202.

37. La Convenci<fn, December 25, 1915* P» 3* Quirk,P. 508.
38. La Convene!ont December 21, 22, 25, 28, 1914; 

Casasola, IlJ 8 9I; Palacio, p. 154; Dromundo, p. 202.
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the prevailing attitude at the meeting. If the convention 
seemed likely to achieve southern goals, the representa
tives would then be empowered to act for the south.

The men Zapata sent were some of the most able of 
his supporters. None could have been less likely to desert 
the southern cause or more likely to win the convention to 
the Plan of Ayala. Paulino Martinez, Diaz Soto, Montano, 
Gildardo Magana, and twenty-four others accompanied Angeles
back to Aguascalientes. When they arrived on October 2 7th

39the convention called on the leaders to speak.
As the head of the delegation, Martinez accepted the

invitation first. Without mincing words he stated the
southern position. If the convention government would
accept the ideals of the Plan of Ayala as the basis of their
proceedings, then the government would be supported by the
liberating army of the south. He attributed the Revolution

/to a lack of bread and public liberty under Diaz and sub
sequent governments. He declared that from a revolutionary 
point of view the Pact of Ciudad Juarez constituted a farce. 
He said that Villa and Zapata represented the real social

4orebellion. He added that despite differences. Villa and

39. New York Times. October 23, 1914, p. 16, and 
October 24, 1914, p. 17; Casasola, II, 8 9 6-9 9, and 909» 
Palacio, p. 156$ Quirk, p. 106; La Convencion, January 15, 
1915, P. 6.

40. Diaz Soto y Gama, La Question, pp. 2 9-3 6 ; Portes 
Gil, p. 192; Quirk, p. 153$ Mendieta y Nunez, pp. 151-5^;



Zapata felt more keenly than others the humiliation of the
4?

masses, perhaps because they were a part of the people 
themselves. The mestizo, the hacienda worker, and the 
artisans in the cities were the victims of the military, 
the cacique, and the priest. In the Plan of Ayala the 
southern army had pledged to secure land and liberty, 
economic freedom, political equality and social well-being 
for the people, as well as bread, education and land. 
Martinez declared that if revolution were necessary to 
achieve these ends, then revolution there must be. The 
Mexican people had to be redeemed from the ignorance and 
misery of four centuries of oppression. He guaranteed that 
the south would continue to fight, painful as it might be, 
"to rid the country of injustice and privilege . . . and 
purify the social body . . .  against the enemies of the 
revolution . . .  the clergy, military, and plutocracy.

✓The ideas stated hesitantly in the Plan of San Luis Potosi 
crystallized in the Plan of Ayala which defined true revo
lutionary ends. If the convention would be willing to

/Pancho Villa, according to Diaz Soto’s analysis in later 
years, outlined a more moderate approach to reform than 
that of the South, since Villa’s ideas were based on a 
familiarity with the northern situation which was different 
from that of the South.

t 4l. Palacio, pp. 157-65$ La Convencion, January 15, 
1915, p. 6, carried Martinez’s speech in full.



take the plan as Its standard# Martjfnez assured it the 
full support of the Liberating Army.

As seems to be the case with many of the revo
lutionary speeches, this one was idealistic to the point

/of impracticality. For example# Martinez stated that in
communal colonies there would be social equilibrium.
All people would live according to just and moral laws
unhampered by special privileges or base ambitions. Mar-
tines spoke well, but no one in the zapatista camp, or
perhaps in the whole revolutionary galaxy of speakers,
could so capture the audience with his gift of oratory
as Antonio D^as Soto y Gama. When he followed Martinez
to the rostrum that October afternoon he intended to do
little more than reiterate Martinez*s remark that only
unconditional acceptance of the Plan of Ayala could win

42zapatista support. He told his listeners that he hoped 
they would prove to be a great revolutionary body based 
on the true reform principles of 1910 and not on a point
less, factional rivalry between military chieftains. They 
should, above all, be an assembly representing the people * I,

48

42. The text of the speech may be found in La 
Convencion. January 15, 1915* P* 6 and January 16, 1915* pp. 3-5. See also: La Convencion, December 24, 1914, p. 8 ; 
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rather than following the old Mexican pattern of personal
ism. He suggested they adopt a parliamentary form of 
government as the best assurance for democracy. The 
convention, he declared, must be represented by true 
symbols. He clutched the Mexican flag which had been 
signed by the revolutionary patriots. Emphasizing the 
significance of the signatures as binding the men to honor 
the convention principles, he stated that the flag was 
"no better than a rag"— unless it was supported by honor
able men. Jarred by what seemed to be a slur against the
flag, the delegates jumped to their feet, pistols in hand.

/They shouted castigations at Diaz Soto, and various factions 
yelled defiance at each other. It seemed that the conven
tion would end before it had really begun, but calmer heads 
prevailed.

Difaz Soto, standing pale and silent throughout the 
disturbance, began again from the point of interruption.
Had they allowed him to finish the allusion, he explained, 
they would have seen that he meant no affront to the flag.
He told the delegates to remember that the exploitation of 
the masses continued, and if the assembly was made of true 
revolutionaries, then it would accept a plan of action best 
designed to obtain freedom rightfully due the people. Of 
course, he proposed the Plan of Ayala as the nearest 
expression of the sentiments and hopes of the people. If
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enforced, the plan could lead to economic improvement, 
social progress, and justice. It would free the oppressed 
and raise the worker to a man of action. It would end the 
hunger and hypocrisy which he believed Carranza represented. 
He said that the southern revolutionaries could more closely 
understand the needs of the indigenous people than could 
the white men from northern Mexico. Thus Diaz Soto ex
plained his ideas and those of the south to the convention 
in a wfirey and vehement discourse#.

The following day the convention accepted the Plan
of Ayala as its guideline for r e f o r m , a n d  on November 6,
issued a manifesto which stated the purpose of the interim
government. This also included many of the objectives of

zthe zapatista plan. Diaz Soto and other southern delegates 
signed it, which suggests that the zapatistas had at last 
found a government which willingly accepted the southern 
objectives. In this declaration the convention reiterated 
the October pronouncement of sovereignty, with the hopes 
that they might thus establish a unified revolution (as 
indeed had been Carranza*s original reason for calling the 
meeting), and a democratic government sincerely intent on

43. La Convencion, December 24, 1914, p. 8 ;
Fortes Gil, p. 188; Casasola, II, 906; Dromundo, p. 203; 
Palacio, pp. 178-79; Silva Herzog, El agrario mexicano,
P. 230



reform. The delegates declared that they were not subject
ULto any faction, but rather to the will of the people.

These resolutions represented the studied result of 
compromise between the various groups attending the con
vention. Villa had agreed to resign the leadership of his 
troops and to turn them over to the convention. Carranza, 
however, refused to support the convention, denied its 
sovereignty, withdrew his representatives, including
Alvaro Obregdn, and prepared to fight what he considered to

45be another illegitimate faction.
Despite Carranza*s opposition, the convention took 

itself seriously. It tried to remove all the military 
leaders from positions of power in its administration in 
order to prevent a dictatorship from developing within the 
convention. As the new government declared in an editorial 
in its official newspaper, La Convencion, it preferred to 
remain headless, impractical as that might be, rather than to 
expose itself to the very type of government it fought to 
replace. Its loyalty was not to any particular caudillo, 
but to the people. For them it attempted to promote pro
gress, order, peace, and republican government. Pledged 
to these principles, the delegates declared that the

44. Casasola, II, 912-13.
45. Casasola, II, 904-06; Fortes Gil, p. 189. La 

Convencion, December 24, 1914, p. 8; New York Times,
October 30, 1914, p. 4.
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convention government was strictly Hpreconstitutional"
and bound to set elections for the earliest practical
 ̂ 46date.

Eulalio Gutierrez became provisional president pending
h,7the elections. ' Because of the chaotic nature of the

moment, Diaz Soto proposed that a quorum be accepted as
sufficient for the new government to hold official sessions
and that a permanent commission of twenty-one be established

/to act as a cabinet for the president. Diaz Soto became 
second vice-president of this commission chaired by Roque 
Gonzales Garza.**®

Thus fortified by the beginnings of a governmental 
organization, the conventionists entered Mexico City with 
Villa and Zapata December 6, 1914.^9 Once in the capitol, 
the conventionists immediately expanded the government by 
establishing several ministries to cope with the economic, 
political, and social chaos that gripped the country. The 
brilliant but inconsistent Jose Vasconcelos became minister 
of public instruction and also the author of an acceptable 
plan for a ministeryof agriculture, which the convention

46. La Convencion, December 24, 1914, p. 8.
4?. Silva Herzog, Trayectoria ideologica, p. 66.
48. Quirk, p. 125. La Convencion* January 11,

1915, P. 8.
49. Casasola, II, 932 and 940-41; Fortes Gill,

p. 190



established. To head the ministry they named the zapatista
53

general, Manuel Palafox. Since agrarian reform was the 
basic principle of the government, the ministry began 
immediately to issue decrees pertinent to the rural prob
lems in various areas under their control.**® It actively 
promoted the reorganization of land ownership in an attempt 
to end the injustices suffered by the peasantry.^ The 
government offered Diaz Soto the position of minister of 
justice and the job of reorganizing the judiciary to make it 
independent of the executive. He declined, saying he 
preferred to battle for the revolution from the floor of 
the convention.

Later he did accept the chairmanship of a committee 
established to investigate the food shortage that plagued 
the country, particularly in the capitol where people were 
starving because of the disrupted economy and food profiteer
ing. This Comision de Pobres (Commission of the Poor) tried 
to find a satisfactory solution to the gargantuan task of 
supplying sufficient food for the inhabitants of the city.
It established a rationing system, and when the situation

50. La Convencion. December 19 and 21, 191^, p. 1.
51. La Convencion, December 22, 1914, p. 2. Casa- 
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54
among the masses in the city became impossible, it doled
out food daily at the ministry of agriculture. In spite

53of its efforts, it was never able to end the shortage.
The details of this commission’s activities, as well 

as those of other government agencies, were published in 
La Convencion, which also printed plans, manifestos, and 
speeches that declared the goals of the government. One 
such speech was that of Diaz Soto. In connection with his• 
appointment as chairman of the Comisi^n de Pobres, he 
declared that the convention was no longer the instrument 
of ambitious and intriguing men like Obregtfn and Villarreal. 
Nor was it a military junta. He insisted that the time had 
come to end the military nature of the government and to 
open its offices to civilians so that those for whom the 
Revolution had been fought might participate in their own 
government.

Some of the plans printed in the paper were compre- 
hensive, some, more specialized than the ideas in Diaz Soto’s 
speeches, but it is easy to see the underlying consistency 
of thought.**"* The emphasis centered on the rehabilitation

53. La Convencion. January 4, 1915* and December 19, 1914, p. 1; Casasola, II, 1029.
54. See La Convencion, December 16, 1914 through 

May 29, 1915.
55. La Convencion, December 30, 1914, pp. 1 and 8;

Diaz Soto, La cuestidn, pp. 25-27; Silva Herzog, Agrarismo 
mexicano, pp. 240-41, and Trayectoria ideoldgica, p. 125; 
Taracena, Mi vida, p. 378-79. Barba, II, 130. La Convencion,
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of the masses, particularly in the rural areas. Wherever 
possible, an effort was made to expedite economic, social, 
and political changes. Social legislation, labor unions, 
banks of credit, ejidos, vocational and technical schools 
were established and supported by the government as 
essential parts of the reform program. A parliamentary 
type of government was again suggested by Djfaz Soto as the 
best form of government to curb executive authority or the 
rise of new dictators of privileged classes which tradi
tionally plagued Mexican politics. In close connection, 
he thought that popular sovereignty and an independent 
judiciary would also provide some guarantee that public 
office holders would perform their duties as defined by 
law.56

December 16, 1914, the minutes of the Convention, June 13, 
1915 and the Modified Decree of the Sovereign Revolutionary 
Convention relative to parliamentary law, June 9, 1915,
Pina MSS. In August 1915, the Convention appointed a 
committee to formulate a program. Among the members were 
Diass Soto, Montano, Alberto Pitta, and the two men to which 
Pina directed most of his correspondence— Heriberto Frfas 
and Frederic© Cervantes. On April 18, 1916, the Southern 
members issued the ’'Exposicidn de motivas en la programa 
de reforma polftica y sociales de la Revoluci6n." Article 
27 of this program Diaz Soto later revised and sent to Pina, 
who in turn sent it to Cervantes, for his approval. For 
the members of the Committee see: Pina MSS, August 23,
1915, and for the revision correspondence. Article 27 of 
the Convention Program dated September 25, 1916.

56. Quirk, p. 157; La Convencion, January 14, 1915, 
pp. 1 and 8.
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It must be admitted that despite noble effort, the 

convention government did not last long enough to establish 
any of these objectives permanently, and met with little 
real success of even a temporary nature. It should perhaps 
be added that conditions were not propitious. Until mid 
1915s however, the prospects looked favorable. It appeared 
that the convention would shortly receive foreign recogni
tion as the legitimate interim government of Mexico.

In an attempt to restore peace in Mexico, the United 
States offered to arbitrate between Carranza and the con
vention. Even though the United States seemed to favor the 
latter, Diaz Soto had reservations. At the convention,
June 5s he discussed the advisability of accepting mediation. 
Wilson*s intentions, he said, seemed friendly and sincere, 
but from the viewpoint of Mexican national sovereignty they 
could only be judged as “improper and imprudent*.^? A month 
later he was considerably more antagonistic. He attacked 
Wilson and the Brazilian minister, Cardoso de Oliviera, for 
their increasingly conservative attitude toward the objectives 
of the Revolution. Diaz Soto*s disapproval of United 
States interference increased during the summer, but his 
thinking did not represent the dominant sentiment of the 
convention.

57. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 352.
58. Ibid., p. 351.



When an official telegram proposing mediation came 
from Washington on August 11,^9 the convention debated the 
best course of action. In the meantime, Palafox sent an 
informal reply to Charles Parker, United States representa
tive in Mexico. Palafox thanked Parker for the offer. He 
said that the convention favored mediation as long as the 
discussions included social reform and guarantees against 
a return to dictatorship. The caution of the convention 
reflected the general feeling that Carranza would attempt 
to impose his will on any mediation. In the minds of the 
convention delegates this could only mean an end to the 
reforms they had b e g u n . O n  the nineteenth the convention 
sent Parker its formal acceptance, including the conditions 
under which they would agree to arbitration.^ It then 
explained the decision to its supporters in a manifesto 
issued the following week stating the belief that mediation 
would be best for the nation if handled sincerely and with 
no threat to Mexican autonomy.

59. The Proposal for Peace sent from Washington 
under the signature of Robert Lansing and the ambassadors 
of Chile, Brazil, Argentina, Bolivia, Uruguay, and Guate
mala, to the Convention Government, August 11, 1915* Pitfa 
MSS.

60. Palafox to Parker, August 11, 1915* Pina MSS.
61. Pina to Parker, August 19, 1915* Pifia MSS.
62. La Convencion, August 28, 1915* Piffa MSS.
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Diaz Soto*s pessimism about the mediation continued 
and was reflected in Zapata’s message to the convention 
concerning the proposed arbitration, Zapata felt that 
Carranza’s personalism would continue to block the way to 
acceptable compromise.^ And indeed, on September 11, 
Carranza refused the offer of arbitration.^

A month later, the United States granted de facto 
recognition to the constitutionalists^ as the victorious 
faction in the revolution and as the group with the strength 
necessary to enforce a peace. With this recognition went 
the hope of the convention government. Despite Carranza’s 
victory, it seems safe to say that the competition for power 
presented by the convention forced Carranza to proceed 
in a much more liberal manner than he would have otherwise 
followed. Most of his decrees before 1917 seem to follow 
the example set by the various convention manifestos. This 
might be illustrated by the December decree that contained 
all the elements basic to the convention’s November 14 
statement. The much vaunted Ley de Enero 6 was similar to 
Zapata’s agrarian law^ of four months earlier, and came

6 3. La Convencion, September 2, 1 9 1 5, PiKa MSS.
64. Clipping from the Mexican Herald dated September 1, 1915, Pifia MSS.
6 5 . Quirk, pp. 2 8 8-8 9 .
66. Diaz Soto y Gama, La Question, pp. 22-23, and 

37-59? Taracena, Mi vida, p, 3 6 3? Palavicini, II, 127? Silva
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in large measure from Cabrera’s 1912 proposals to the 
Chamber of Deputies.

The January 6 law was especially political in its 
bid for support in Mexico City— a support that would faci
litate constitutionalist re-occupation of the capital. One 
reflection of the success of the Law of January 6 was the 
official commitment of the Casa del Obrera Mundial to the 
constitutionalist faction, and its subsequent furnishing 
of the six fighting units known as the Red Battalions.
DJiaz Soto, however, refused to acknowledge the Casa*s 
decision or Carranza*s leadership. He and other agrarianists 
in the Casa continued to support the convention, bringing 
into sharp focus the latent agrarian-urban tension which 
had existed within the society from the beginning.

Despite the support the Casa gave him, Carranza 
closed the organization as had each of his revolutionary 
predecessors— justifying Diaz Soto’s skepticism about 
Carranza's intentions to honor the purpose of the Casa. 
Carranza*s Manifesto to the People and the Diplomatic Corps, 
October 1, 1916, stated that the Casa's constant anarchical 
agitation had caused the electricians' strike the previous

Herzog, El agrarismo mexicano, pp. 232-36; Moritzen,
pp. 18-19.

^ 6 7. Salazar, pp. 84-85; Silva Herzog, Trayectoria 
ideologica, p. 104; Mendieta y Nuffez, p. 151; Clark, p. 28; 
Weyl, p. 60.
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July and that the attitude of the Casa in general could 
only be described as traitorous. It is interesting to 
note that United States recognition followed in less than 
three weeks after this speech. This is not to say that the 
Casa posed that much of a threat to Carranza; but the 
suppression did represent one more move calculated to win 
United States favor.

In contrast to winning United States support, Carran
za's action brought forth Zapata's wrath. He condemned 
Carranza's negation of the revolutionary principle of the 
workers' right to association, the renewed strength of 
clericalism, and the issuance of valueless paper money- 
all of which had occurred since Carranza had re-entered
the capital.

By this time, however, Zapata fought a losing 
battle, especially after the foreign recognition of the 
Carranza government, and most assuredly, after the procla
mation of the Constitution of 1917•^  Since the new Consti
tution embodied the major revolutionary objectives, no 
legitimate grounds for continued fighting remained. In

6 8 . Weyl, p. 6 0 ; Palavicini, p. 123} Silva Herzog, 
Trayectoria ideoldgica, p. 130; Falacio, p. 220; Quirk,
P. 518.

69. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 395.
70. Constitution of the United Mexican States, 1917 

(Washington: Pan American Union, 1961), hereafter: Consti- 
tution.



articles 27 and 123# it incorporated the ideals of the Plan 
of Ayala and the more expanded aims of the convention 
government.^ Only singular distrust of Carranza can 
perhaps explain the Zapatista intransigency. In fact, 
after January 1917# Zapata had increasing difficulty 
retaining the allegiance of his own men for this very reason. 

The most significant expression of Zapata*s problem 
with deserters centered around the devoted revolutionary, 
Otilio MontaHo. After the issuance of the Constitution of 
1917* Montano suggested to the southerners that it was time 
to make peace with Carranza, since the new constitution 
bound the First Chief by law to honor the objectives for 
which the south had fought for six years. Montano felt 
that the Zapatistas should at least give Carranza a chance 
to make the new government work by adding their support. If 
the government did not fulfill its obligation, the south 
could always renew its fight. The Zapatistas immediately

6l

71. One of the best discussions of the Constituent 
Assembly and the formulation of Articles 27 and 123, is 
Pastor Rouaix, Genesis de los articulos 27 y 123 de la con
stitution politics de 1917, prdlogo de Antonio D^az Soto y 
Gama (2d ed.; Mdxico: Biblioteca del Institute Nacional de 
Estudios Histdricos de la Revolucidh Mexicans, 1959). Also: 
Diaz Soto, La cuestidn, pp. 55-59$ Fortes Gil, p. 324; 
Trevino, p. 47; Blaisdell, p. 7; Palavicini, II, 128;
Silva Herzog, Trayectoria ideoldgica, pp. 133-35$ Phipps, 
p, 17$ Callcott, p. 271$ Whetten, p. 116; and A. N. eleven, 
"Some Social Aspects of the Mexican Revolution," Hispanic 
American Historical Review, IV (August, 1921), 474.
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accused him of being a traitor. A tribunal composed of 
D^az Soto, Palafox, S. M, Robles, and Angel Barrios, tried 
him as such. Montano stated repeatedly that Palafox and 
Barrios, particularly, were sacrificing him to "satisfy 
mean vengeances and miserable ambitions.*' He accused Djfaz 
Soto of helping them by withholding exonerating evidence. 
Being martyred for the ultimate good of the people and the 
Revolution, Mont&no said, carried some reward; but to be 
sacrificed because of political jealousy and rivalry dis
graced the very principles of the struggle. Nevertheless,
. . . 7 2he was shot.

/Only this incident cast a shadow over Diaz Soto's 
actions during the Revolution. It came to haunt him on the 
floor of the Chamber of Deputies as late as 1922 when a 
fellow deputy in the heat of debate accused him of the 
assassination of Montafio. At this time Diaz Soto still 
affirmed the execution of Montano as a traitor.Perhaps 
for the southern mind, Montano's martyrdom was necessary 
as an example to all those who entertained thoughts of 
making peace with Carranza.

As o£az Soto reported in later years,Montano was 
only one of many who deserted the cause after the meeting * 09

72, Portes Gil, p. 215; Taracena, Mi vida, pp, 408-
09 and 5 2 6; Barba, II, 133-34.

73. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 5 2 6.
74. Dromundo, pp. 246-47
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at Queretaro. He maintained that conditions continually- 
improved for Carranza after that date, while they deterio
rated for the south. Carranza*s army grew in manpower and 
equipment; his organization and financial resources improved; 
his territory expanded. With recognition, the constitu
tionalists had easy access to supplies from the United 
States. All of which created an inverse situation for the 
south. Diaz Soto also maintained that the increased use of 
guerrilla tactics and ferocity represented a desperate 
effort to even the increasingly difficult odds. Zapata 
could only count on the resources and manpower available 
from an ever diminishing area. In an effort to win support, 
Zapata repeatedly condemned Carranza and called on the 
people to unite in patriotism and revolutionary spirit to 
secure the agrarian reform Carranza only promised.

Diaz Soto did not explain why the south continued 
to fight despite these odds when the new constitution had 
legally recognized their objectives. Nor did he imply an 
awareness that perhaps the time had been too short and the 
problems too great for immediate results. He only saw that 
Carranza had not in two years pursued a land reform policy 
with sufficient vigor to convince the zapatistas that their 
interest lay with the government. Nor could the assassina
tion of Zapata, April, 1919, be expected to win southern 
supporters for Carranza. As late as April 15» 1919, Diaz 
Soto and Maga'fia pledged to the people their intention to
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continue fighting. They conceded that it was only a
question of time before reform would truly come; but until
it did, they would continue Zapata's fight against "tyranny
incarnate" in Carranza— -a man who did not represent the
people, who instead "dishonored the country with rape,
crimes, dishonesty and bad foreign policy." They declared
that they would fight his "immoral and corrupt" government
as they had those preceding it. They characterized Carranza
as "less modest than hfaz, more false and Machiavellian than
De la Barra, and more imbeciliC and hypocritical than

7 4Huerta the Assassin."'v
The dwindling rebel group chose Magafia and D^az Soto

as their leaders, and in early September designated Magana
as general-in-chief of the Southern Army. They fought on,
but with little spirit or success, until Maga*na made peace
with Carranza.Rather than follow Magana's lead, Diaz
Soto chose, after some hesitation, to support Obregdn, who
had recently declared his opposition to the Carranza govern- 

/ment. Diaz Soto had learned in the year after Zapata's
death that the southerners had no leaders strong enough to
oppose the strength of the northern factions with any degree
of success. So, thinking that Obregdn represented the best

/hope for achieving the reforms the southerners sought, Diaz

7 5. Palacio, pp. 2 8 9-9 1.
76. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 455$ Palacio, pp. 292-94.



Soto sided with him. Thus by dissipation and default, 
and not through defeat, did the Morelian rebels and their 
ideals diffuse into the broader scope of the Revolution.



CHAPTER III

ACTIVITIES IN THE CHAMBER OF DEPUTIES 1920-1929
' /When Venustiano Carranza passed over Alvaro Obregon 

in favor of the revolutionary nonentity, Ignacio Bonillas, 
as the 1920 presidential candidate, his justification 
seemed legitimate. He feared that rivalry between the 
two self-declared candidates, Obregon and Pablo Gonzales, 
would plunge the nation into further fratricidal war. He 
explained that Mexico needed a well-educated, capable 
president, without obligations to a military faction. 
Bonillas qualified on both counts, and as an added asset, 
had been favorably received in Washington when he had 
served as Carranza*s ambassador.^

Most of the leading revolutionaries saw Bonillas as 
nothing more than a front through which Carranza would 
continue to control the government. They took his state
ments as nothing more than attempts to assuage public 
objections. Rather than accept Carranza’s endorsement of 
Bonillas, most revolutionaries chose to support Obregon 
for the presidency. They joined Obregon*s campaign with 1

1. Dulles, p. 22; Alfonso Romandfa Ferreira, MLas 
ataques a la personalidad hist<$rica del General Obregdh," 
Obregdn. XIX Aniversario (Mexico, 19*#7)» P. 22.
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surprising dispatch. Nor did they constitute the extent 
of ObregOn’s support. Luis N. Morones and Luis L. Leon, 
the emerging leaders in labor, brought the workers to his 
support and personally campaigned in his behalf.^

Only the Zapatistas clung to their customary inde
pendence despite Obregon’s overtures for alliance shortly 
before and also after Zapata's assassination.3 No doubt 
the southerners felt some reservation because of Obregdh's 
past association with Carranza. In addition, they did not 
like Obregon's moderate speech at the Jaliscan agricultural 
assembly in November 1919• In this speech he had shown 
his familiarity with the needs of land reform in the north 
but had displayed little awareness or sympathy for the 
different needs of the south,^

It was not until the following May that Obregon was 
able to win the support of Diaz Soto and the agrarianists. 
This came about as a result of Obregon's changed attitude 
about the rural problems of the south. He had spent April, 
1919* in Guerrero and Morelia, when he had been forced to 2 3 4

2. Dulles, pp. 23-34, 272; Casasola, II, 1387.
3. Dromundo, p. 243; Palacio, pp. 294-95.
4. Alvaro Obregon, El problema agrfcola y agraria,

Conferencia dada en la Camara Agricola National Jalis- 
cienes el dia 18 de noviembre de 1919 (5th ed.; Guadala
jara: Tipografia J. M. Ignuniz, Sues., 1922),
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flee from Carranza*s police. While there he had investi
gated the deplorable conditions of the peasants,5 which 
gave him a deeper understanding of their needs than he had 
at the Aguascaliente*s convention. This change of atti
tude, along with Obregon* s dynamic personality, finally
convinced Diaz Soto to accept Obregon*s leadership.

/Diaz Soto described this acceptance as an almost
instantaneous conversion^ during an interview with Obregon.
Originally the meeting was charged with anticipation and

/suspicion on both sides, Diaz Soto had come prepared to 
question Obregon about his plans for agrarian reform, and 
to reply with preconceived arguments. Much to his surprise, 
he found a man who seemed to understand the southern prob
lems. Obregon assured him that what he had seen in the 
Zapatista territory had convinced him “that the fundamental
problem of Mexico was the physical reconstruction of the 

7Indian”. His promise to help the rural masses completely 
/disarmed Diaz Soto.

It is obvious from his account of the interview that 
the stubborn agrarianist was not won by the sheer weight of 
Obregon*s promises alone, however. The man before him 
seemed different from the antagonist of Convention days. * II,

5* Dulles, pp. 93-94; Callcott, p. 2 9 0; Casasola,
II, 1394.

6 . Diaz Soto, La Question agraria* p. 6 3 .
7* Diaz Soto, La Question agraria, pp. 63 and 6 5.
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His personal attraction, his charm, his 

capability, his magnetic influence, procured 
him friends, many of them friends of truth, 
friends for life. His invincible strength, 

v the irresistible weight of his personality, 
the vigor of his strokes, of his blows, always 
decisive, necessarily gained him enemies in 
compact masses, in tight files.®

The agrarian support that accompanied Diaz Soto’s 
Mconversion11 helped assure Obregon’s election on September 
5, 1920. Although Diaz Soto actively campaigned for Obregdn, 
it should not be construed to mean blind dedication to a 
new hero. On October 20, when Obregon appeared before 
the Chamber of Deputies to explain his agrarian plans, he 
once again faced Diaz Soto, who had been elected~a deputy 
to the national assembly. The basic ideological division 
between the north and south on agrarian reform reappeared 
as Obregon presented his plans and D^az Soto questioned 
their implication.^

During this debate Diaz Soto called for a definition
of the constitutional term "large estates”. He emphatically 
declared it a congressional duty to expropriate and parcel 
out to the peasants all land in excess of the defined

8. Dfaz Soto, La Question agraria, p. 61.
9* Alvaro Obregon, El problema agraria. Version 

toquigra.fica del cambio de empresiones tenido por el presi- 
dente-electo, con un numero grupd de desputados al congreso 
de la unidn (Mexico, D. F.: Bibliotica Nacional. October, 
1 9 2 0); Trevino* p. 48; Dfaz Soto, La cuestidh agraria,
P. 74.
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limit. 10 For his part the president-elect called for 
caution in dividing the estates and setting acreage limi
tations. He reaffirmed his belief in the theory of land 
reform, but warned that the precarious economic situation 
precluded any immediate or radical reform. Practical 
council should be followed in expropriating the large 
estates or donating the public land. Sudden and wholesale 
confiscation would surely disrupt the already tenuous 
economy, 11 Favoring the President*s approach, Villarreal 
suggested that the latifundias be taxed out of existence 
and that "large estate" should be defined according to
individual circumstances. Such a plan, he thought, should

12prove both evolutionary and profitable.
/Diaz Soto listened with growing impatience. In a 

vitriolic outburst he demanded to know what had happened to 
Obregdh*s and Villarreal's revolutionary spirit so soon 
after victory, so close to success. Did they forget their 
promises now that they held power? Why did agrarian reform 
suddenly become so difficult to achieve? Praising Lenin 
and the integration of the ideas of Karl Marx into the 
Russian Revolution, he assured his fellow deputies that 10 11 12

10. Dulles, p. 95; Obregon, Problems agraria,
PP. 3-4.

11. Dulles, pp. 96-97> Obregdn, Problems agraria, 
pp. 5—8 , and 24—5•

12. Obregon, Problems agraria, p. 9.
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with a "little good will" and the "determination not to

1 *2 vlose heart" they too could succeed. J He called on Obregon 
to enforce to the limit the provisions of Article 2? as he 
had promised and as the constitution guaranteed.

Obreg&n closed the discussion, requesting moderation 
and warning against the "tendency of certain legislators to 
introduce laws produced in other countries" without fully 
studying their implications in the "Mexican setting".^  He 
insisted that he defended only the national interest in 
asking for moderation and reiterated his plea for logic 
and practicality.

The influence of Obregon* s evolutionary approach 
can be seen in the Agrarian Regulatory Law passed by the 
Chamber of Deputies*'* two years later. Although this was 
not the only piece of legislation issued to deal with the 
land problem, it provided a concrete beginning. Obregon*s 
instigation of actual reform enabled him to unify the 
Revolution as none before him had been able to do. For 
this he won the unfailing support of agrarian reformers—  
the "authentic revolutionaries,"*^ as Diaz Soto termed them. 13 14 15

13. Dulles, pp. 97-98; Obregon, Problema agraria, 
pp. 14-19.

14. Dulles, p. 98; Obregon, Problema agraria, p. 29.
15. Dfaz Soto, La cuestidn agraria, p. 7 8 ; Dulles, 

p. 98; Alba, p. 304.
, 16. DjCaz Soto, La Question agraria, pp. 62, 77-79$

Diaz Soto, "Gloria que no puede disputarse," Obregdh.
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Obregon*s Regulatory Law laid a foundation for the more 
extensive decrees of the Calles administration, such as the 
National Bank of Credit (1926), the National Commission of 
Irrigation (1925).^ and the Law of the Ejido .Patrimony 
(1925) . * 17 18

With this last law, the government recognized the 
ejido as a necessary but temporary part of agrarian reform. 
It outlined ways to improve the administration and distri
bution of the ajida. The law, however, illustrated a shift 
in emphasis from the ejido system to that of small property 
ownership. It was a compromise between the two systems: 
pastures and woods would remain in common, while the ejido 
would serve as an agricultural training school for the 
peasant, enabling him eventually to move on to a farm of 
his own.

Such a workable compromise as this between the two 
agrarian groups would have been useful for the two labor 
factions— the rural and urban. Such was not the case. 
Instead, the tension between these labor factions became 
continually more severe, resulting in a conflict in which 
Diaz Soto played a significant role.

XIX Aniversario (Mexico, 194?), p. 23.
17. Dulles, pp.291 and 295.
18. Dulles, p. 292; Trevino, V, 52? Alba, p. 304; 

Silva Herzog, El agrarismo mexicana, pp. 327-29? Weyl,
p. 81; Whetton, p. 124.
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Convinced by Obregon to support Calles as the 1924 

presidential candidate, fliaz Soto went to the national 
Agrarian Convention, November, 1923, and persuaded the 
delegates to support C a l l e s . *9 Diaz Soto's speech was a 
decisive factor in the election of Calles. In order to 
understand the hesitancy of the agrarianists prior to the 
speech, it is necessary to look at the growing split be
tween the rural and urban factions of the labor movement.

Most of the labor leaders never seemed to comprehend 
the basic difference in the needs of the rural and urban 
workers and increasingly concentrated on urban problems.
The discontent within GROM grew so pronounced that in an 
effort to redirect the organization, Diaz Soto challenged 
Morones in 1920 for control of the union. Though Ddiaz Soto 
failed in his bid for leadership,the contest led to the 
agrarian faction's break with GROM, and its formation of 
the Partido Nacional Agrarista (National Agrarian Party). 
This party became second only to the Partido Liberal

19. The speech is quoted in full in Silva Herzog,
El agrarlsmo mexicano. pp. 313-20. See also: Frank Tannen- 
baum, Peace By Revolution: An Interpretation of Mexico
(New York: Columbia University Press, 1933), p. 157» Dulles, 
pp. 204-6; L. B. Simpson, p. 277; Magner, p. 525; Saenz and 
Priestley, p. 40; Parkes, pp. 372-73, Dulles, pp. 173-75.

20. Dulles, p. 273; Clark, p. 153.
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Constitutionalisfca (Obregon1 s official party).23. The 
members of the agrarian party hesitated to support Calles 
because he had worked closely with the urban faction of 
labor reform during the Obregon administration, and they 
feared he would continue to favor the urban cause to the 
exclusion of the rural.

This hesitancy about Calles was dispelled by Diaz 
Soto's speech at the convention. He stressed that with the 
1910 Revolution, a growing middle class had become dominant 
and in their turn were taking for granted the goods and 
labor produced by the still impoverished majority of the 
people. The masses supplied not only the necessities but 
also the luxuries of life which the minority enjoyed—  
pleasures provided through an exploitation that bordered 
on slavery, according to Djfaz Soto. He did not object to 
the success of the middle class. On the contrary. He said 
that now it was time to extend the Revolution to the rest 
of the people in the country. He implored his listeners to 
evaluate justly their position and the true meaning of the 
Revolution.

It is necessary that all the whites, Europeans, 
creoles, and mestizos justify their right of 
existence in this land sanctified by the sacrifice 
of Cuauhtemoc, in order to do this we ought *

21, Silva Herzog, El agraria mexicana, pp. 279 and 
312; Clark, p. 154; Alba, p. 315; New York. Times, August 21, 
1920; Tannenbaum, pp. 130 and 197; Dulles, pp. 204-6.
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to put our intellectual faculties, our most 
cultivated and exercized minds to the service 
of the great mass of the workers. It is 
necessary that we understand that the highest 
ideal for a man— the only one which exhalts man, 
is to put himself to the service of the humble.
And in the inverse sense, that the most shameful, 
that the most depressive for the human being, is 
to hire out his intelligence (a divine gift), 
putting it at the feet of the potentate, to humi
liate it before gold, the stingy, and the corrupt.

I want that the middle class, those to which it 
pertains, to shake off that stain that defaces our 
history. I want the middle class to make living a 
dignity; that the intellectual, the lawyer, the 
journalist, the engineer, the teacher and above all 
the politician and the government to recognize that 
the class that produces the riches is that which 
has all the rights, and that we the consumer, are 
in a certain sense, a parasite, that we have a burden 
of obligations.

The intelligent ought to be the light, beacon, 
and torch, we ought not to be converted into 
mercenaries.22

h/az Soto assured his listeners that Calles under
stood these things and for that reason the agrarians should 
support him in the coming election. It was an astute and 
perceptive speech which accurately judged the Revolution.
It began the formulation of his misgivings about the outcome 
of the Revolution. It momentarily united the agrarians and 
laborites in securing Calles* election.

One of the major issues of the Calles administration 
was the nationalization of natural resources. As early as 
1910, Diaz Soto had voiced his fear that foreign capital

22. Silva Herzog, El agraria mexicana, p. 319



would take over Mexico through exploitation of the nations
natural and industrial wealth unless her leaders vigilantly

23thwarted such encroachment. The Constitution of 1917 had
incorporated nationalization2^ (a principle justified by
three hundred years of Mexican and Spanish tradition),25
and Diaz Soto ardently supported rigorous enforcement of the

/provision. Although Madero, Carranza, and Obregon hesi
tantly began reclaiming the natural wealth,2^ it was not 
until 1925* under the Calles administration, that the issue 
really demanded attention. In December of that year the 
Alien Property Law officially clarified the constitutional 
provision which dealt with resources.

The law stated that all oil lands received from the 
Mexican government prior to 1917 would have to be con
firmed by the contemporary government. At that time fifty 
year leases would replace the old grants. All companies or 
individuals not complying with the new decree by January 1,

23. Parkes, p. 373; Saenz and Priestley, pp. 46-47; 
Veyl, p. 48.

24. Constitution, Article 27, pp. 8-14.
25. Saenz and Priestley, p. 23; Silva Herzog, Trayec- 

toria ideol&gica, pp. 71-75#
26. State, Department of. Decimal file 812.6 3 6 3/

3843, 812.6363/1546, and the Proceedings of the United 
States-Mexican Commission Convened in Mexico City, May 14, 
1923 (Washington. D. C.* Government Printing Office. 1925), 
deal with the Oil Question, 1912-27.
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1927 would arbitrarily lose the land to the government.2^

Although issued in 1925> few of the United States
business interests validated their claims. Instead they
continually issued protests against the decree and tried
to negotiate a more lenient interpretation— or perhaps
even force the government to amend the provisions of the 

28ratification. With the support of the Mexican congress 
firmly behind them, Calles and his ministers stood firm 
despite menacing words from United States negotiators.

Foremost among the champions of nationalization, 
Difaz Soto declared that the "United States sought to 
entrench itself as dictator of Central America, refusing 
to allow smaller Latin American nations the same rights 
that their citizens enjoyed". As in Central America so 
now in Mexico. He described this overt disregard of the

27. Saenz and Priestley, p. 124; Rouaix, prologo 
by Diaz Soto; New York Times, November 26, 1926, pp. 1 and 
5; and January 2, 1927, pp. 1 and 2; State, Department of. 
Decimal File 812.6 3 6 3, Text of the Petroleum Law as Passed 
on December 18, 1925 and Promulgated on December 31* 1925 
by publication in the Diario Official; and Regulations of 
the So-Called Alien Land Law of January 21, 1 9 2 6, as 
promulgated on March 29* 1926 by publication in t h e Diario 
Official.

28. State, Department of. Decimal File 8 1 2.6 3 6 3/ 
1812; 2104; 2105; and 8 1 2,6 3 6 3, American Property Rights 
in Mexico Further Correspondnce Between the Governments of 
the United States and Mexico in Relation to the So-Called 
Land and Petroleum Laws of Mexico Supplementing the Corre
spondence heretofore published as Senate Document #96,
6 9th Congress, 1st Session (Washington: GPO, 1926).
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rights and liberties of smaller nations as a common

29practice of wealthy countries.
The agitation in Mexico and Washington over the 

January 1 deadline came to a fever pitch as the date drew 
near. Foreign business continued to ignore the decree, 
still expecting a compromise.^ Such was not to be the case. 
On the first the government began enforcement which enraged 
the business interests. Their reaction motivated Ddfaz 
Soto’s January 2, 192? speech against the financial inter
ests of the United States.3^

/Diaz Soto declared emphatically that Mexico only 
defended what was rightfully hers. He called on the people 
of the United States to stop Wall Street from forcing their 
government into an invasion of Mexico. He asked how those 
'^ascendents of Lincoln and Washington, who had fought in 
Europe in 1918," could accept the damage "Wall Street gold" 
did to their national prestige throughout Latin America.
He denied the charge that Mexico spread Bolshevism into 
Nicaragua. American business, he said, had used such lies 
to influence their government into an invasion, of Nicaragua

29. Dulles, pp. 319-20; New York Times, November 26, 
1926, pp. 1 and 5»

30. Saenz and Priestley, pp. 22-24; State, Department 
of, Decimal File 812.6 3 6 3/2 1 4 6; 2 3 8 9; 812.6 3 6 3 Order With
drawing Drilling Permits, January 14, 1925.

31. New York Times, January 2, 1927, PP. 1-2.
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in order to protect American property. Now, he said, they
were using the same excuse to protect their oil interests 

zin Mexico. Diaz Soto felt certain that the American people 
would heed his warning and prevent the government from 
taking such unjust action.

In conclusion, he advised that if the United States 
chose to ignore the rights of the Mexican nation to control 
the use of its oil, and interfered forcefully in its affairs, 
then they would surely be met by a people willing to defend 
their honor. Mexicans, he added, might "not be good business 
men but they are proud and know how to die" to prove that 
»right is stronger than gold.""*2 Despite such strong feel
ings, the problem lingered on for another decade.

The question of natural resources was not, however, the 
only issue which existed between the two nations during 
the twenties. Catholic elements in the United States insinu
ated themselves into the religious turmoil in Mexico.
Since Independence, Mexicans had been divided into opposing 
traditions on religious matters. Liberals tended to be 
anti-clerical while the conservatives had more often than 
not received support from the Church.

With the Revolution of 1910 this division deepened
/as the hierarchy of the Church backed first Porfirio Diaz 

then Huerta. By supporting Huerta, the Church committed

32. Ibid
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itself to an anti-revolutionary position. In turn, the
liberals lost the additional prestige and cohesion that a
sympathetic Church might have provided. There did exist
within the Catholic Church at this time a liberal faction
whose social doctrine was not incompatible with the
revolutionary reforms, but the Mexican clergy chose to 

22ignore it. Had they been less intransigent, perhaps the
religious aspects of the Revolution might have been
different. As it was the prevailing attitude of the
revolutionaries was well stated by Luis Cabrera.

/During the long Government of General Diaz, 
the Catholic clergy creeping on from point to 
point, in concealed form, recovered much of its 
temporal power and rebuilt part of its fortune.
At present /l9l£7 some members of the Catholic 
clergy have a tendency to recover the temporal 
power which the Church had enjoyed previous to 
i860. The tendency of the Revolutionary govern
ment is to render effective the absolute separa
tion of Church from State, and to prevent the 
Mexican clergy from recovering its temporal 
power, leaving it, however, in the most absolute 
liberty as regards religious matters.3*

33. Gonzales Navarro, ”La ideologia," p. 633; 
Callcott, p. 235.

34. Luis Cabrera, An Address (New York: Latin-
American News, n. d.), p. 9» in Mexico History Pamphlets, 
Vol. I (Tucson: University of Arizona Library, n. d.).
Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama, Discurso pronunciado por el C. 
deputado al congreso de launidn an la sesidn celebrada 
por el mismo eldia 22 de septlembre de 1 9 2 6, con motivo 
de la descusidn del memorial de los Obispos (Mexico,
D% F.: Biblioteca Nacional, 1 9 2 6).
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It was this temper that prevailed when the revo

lutionaries met at Queretero in 1916 to revise the Consti
tution of 1857. The anti-clerical, but it must be stressed, 
not anti-Christian ideals stated in the new document
differed little from those outlined in the earlier Const!- 
tution.

Once peace returned to Mexico, the clergy renewed 
it, effort, to regain power, despite the constitutional 
provision, to the contrary.35 To thwart their endeavors, 
the government pursued a clearly anti-clerical policy ailed 
at restricting the Church's role in temporal affair. 
Rivalry between the two elements resulted in the cristero 
Revolt of 1926, repercussions through 1 9 2 9, and lingering 
animosities to this day. During the summer of 1926 the
Chamber of Deputies discussed frequently how the religious 
encroachment might best be handled.

In retaliation to government restrictions placed on 
the clergy, the Catholic officials suspended all religious 
services indefinitely on July 3 1 , 1 9 2 6. The action did not, 
however, produce the expected results. R.ated debate on the 
religious issue, not only continued in Congress, but were 
heightened by this blatant affront to the devout people 
of the country.

35. Rosalie Evans, The Rosalie Evans Letters f m m 
Mexico, Arr. with comment by Daisy caden Pettus (indianano- lis* Bobbs-Merril Co., 1926).
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In methodical, articulate, and devastating fashion,

Dlfaz Soto condemned the Church on September 22 for the
anti-Christian role it had followed and continued to follow 

36in Mexico. Calling upon Peter, Paul, Christ, and Spanish 
tradition for precedent, he damned the Church leaders for 
their desire for temporal power and wealth. He instructed 
the clergy to return to the simplicity and spirituality 
that Christ taught. Their mission should be to provide 
guidance and direction for the souls of men, not to meddle 
in such earthly matters as politics and possessions. He 
emphasized..that the Revolution did not seek to dechristi- 
anize Mexico as so often charged, but rather to guarantee 
freedom for all religious expression and to end the exploita
tion of the people by the clergy. Its aims were those which 
true Christianity taught: humility, love, and help for the 
less fortunate. He claimed nothing could be more revo
lutionary than the evangelical teaching of Christ. It was 
the Catholic Church which tried to stop change, that 
employed devoted women and trusting children to influence 
men to desert the cause of the Revolution.

Before all Diaz Soto declared himself a Christian 
fundamentalist; for him Christ and Francis of Assisi

36. D^az Soto, Descusidn del memorial de los 
obispos; Silva Herzog# Trayectoria ideoldgica, pp. 63 and 
6 5; Callcott, p. 3 6 6; Constitution, Article 130, pp. 57-58.
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expressed real C h r i s t i a n i t y . a c c u s e d  the Church of 
betraying the nineteenth century reforms and for continually 
siding with the gachupines against the Indian. In addition 
came a condemnation of the recent suspension of the sacra
ments as a strictly political move aimed at gaining power.
If truly Christian, the Church would realize that their 
duty was to the people and to performing its religious 
functions instead of meddling in temporal affairs.

Then again on November 25, 1926, the day the Chamber 
passed the Alien Clergy Bill, Diaz Soto spoke against the
Catholics, concentrating his attack on those in the United 

38States, He accused the Knights of Columbus of joining 
with the oil interests in an attempt to intervene in Mexico. 
While speaking, he circulated among the deputies a pamphlet 
sent to the Mexican Knights from their United States brothers.

37* According to Weyl, p. 46, Diaz Soto had made 
the association between the Revolution and Christianity of 
the St. Francis type at least ten years earlier as he 
"tramped through the sugar haciendas of Morelos, . . ." 
informing the southern generals that "Marx was the 
intellectual heir of St. Francis of Assisi".

38. New York Times, November 26, 1926, pp. 1 and 5. 
That the Knights of Columbus did "publish and distribute" 
such a pamphlet "on the religious persecution in Mexico" is 
openly admitted today and in these terms by the Society.
Long out of print and difficult to locate, the author did 
not have an opportunity to read it. The above quotes are 
from D. Francis Sullivan, Supreme Secretary of the Supreme 
Council of the Knights of Columbus to the author, October 6, 
1964.
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The essay expressed sympathy for the plight of Mexican 
Catholics and encouraged them "not to despair". It con
tinued that "the Bolshevist government in power seeks to 
destroy the Church and to eradicate the last vestiges of 
our holy faith". Diaz Soto called the circular a "deliberate" 
insult to Mexico. He demanded to know what was necessarily 
Bolshevist about trying to lift up the down trodden of 
their nation. He labeled the article as part of a clear 
attempt by Catholics in the United States to arouse public 
opinion for an invasion. As in the oil issue, the young 
deputy told the people of the United States not to be duped 
into action by false information.

Closely allied to the religious problem and an inte
gral part of the revolutionary ideology, education was 
recognized as a means for elevating the masses. Almost all 
the major plans of the period carried some proposal for 
education. All factions, including the convention govern
ment, realized the importance of public education. Antonio 
yDiaz Soto y Gama, familiar with Vasconcelos* short-lived 

education efforts for the convention government, supported 
him when he became minister of education under Obregdn.

Politically independent, Vasconcelos enjoyed favor 
with Obregdn who did a great deal to appropriate the funds 
needed to develop a public education system. In 1923, the 
congress awarded Vasconcelos* department fifty-three million
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pesos— an unprecedented amount— and second only to the 
military allotment. In the chamber Diaz Soto spoke strongly 
in favor of granting the amount and for Vasconcelos* educa
tion ideas. This brought to the philosopher*s support the 
Agrarian party as well as the Liberal Constitutionalists.
As an additional honor, the agrarianists elected Vascon
celos honorary vice-president of their party although he 
continued to decline any definite political affiliation.*^

Despite this support, basic theoretical differences 
about education existed between Vasconcelos and Diaz Soto. 
These points recall the divergent orientations of the Ateneo 
in which Vasconcelos participated, and the Liberal Club to 
which D^az Soto belonged. His approach provided a valuable 
stimulation for the Revolution's work in education. He 
believed in individual improvement founded on quality 
and intellectualism, while Djfaz Soto favored quantity and 
a basically vocational or practical program. For Mexico at 
the time, Diaz Soto's ideas better met the needs.

Indicative of Diaz Soto's ideas on the subject was 
his speech in support of Vincente Lombardo Toledano* s 
education plan.**® Djfaz Soto began his speech by condemning

39. Dulles, pp. 119-21.
40. Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama, and Vincente Lombardo 

Toledano,jCual debe ser orientacion de la educacidn en 
Mexico? (Mexico: Tipogrdfia Prevision, 1932).



the Catholic newspaper, El Amigo de la Verde, for its base
less attacks on Lombado, attacks which he maintained were 
motivated by Lombardo*s refusal to accept "the bribes of 
money, women, banquets, and gifts". Diaz Soto agreed with 
Lombardo that clerical education in no way represented the 
needs of the people. He called the clergy the "masters 
of hypocracy" at which the Jesuits were the most adept.

Lombardo * s plan proposed that Mexican education 
should assume a totally revolutionary character; that 
education should be separated entirely from clerical 
domination. The aim of education he insisted should be to 
teach the people, in a •positive, dogmatic, imperative way," 
that they had a right to what they produced. The "insidious 
vampires" (the clerics, bourgeoisie, and military), always 
attempted to deprive the people of their just rights at 
the first opportunity unless the people learned how to 
defend themselves. Lombardo thought the best way to protect 
their rights would be through secular schools which would 
train the people in these matters. The curriculum he pro
posed would embody a truly Mexican dogma of love and justice. 
It would also prepare the people to take their place as 
contributing members of a modern society. Lombardo wanted 
a collectivist society and thought the function of education 
was to indoctrinate the people toward such a goal.

86

41. Ibid



gfaz Soto called on the chamber to support Lombardo1s
plans instead of those presented by Villavicencio Toscano,
the clerical puppet in congress who wanted to maintain
clerical obscurantism as the basis of national education.

/Diaz Soto condemned clerical education for diverting the true 
teachings of Christ into an infamous doctrine of exploita
tion. As one reads the record of this debate and at the 
same time remembers Diaz Soto's attitude toward the Church, 
the speech becomes more of an attack on the clerical domina
tion of Mexican education than an effort to promote Lom-

zbardo's radical position. Diaz Soto could not defend an 
intellectually neutral education as it would not contribute 
positively to the betterment of the social situation. It 
could.only be a sterile exercise if it taught no ideology. 
Students so educated would easily succumb to capitalistic 
or Church exploitation. He thought education should above 
all be a vital thing, a positive learning process which 
equipped each individual to contribute to his society.
He chose Lombardo's position in spite of its radical impli
cations as an alternative to clerical education.

Despite the revolutionary importance of these events 
in which Diaz Soto actively participated, probably the most 
difficult to understand is his role in the re-election 
campaign of Obregon. The whole series of events, from the 
campaign to the formation of the Partido Nacional
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Revolucionario (National Revolutionary Party, PNR), seemed
contrary to what Diaz Soto claimed to believe.

From the beginning of his term, Calles looked for
an appropriate candidate to succeed him. By 1926, three
possibilities had appeared: Arnulfo R. Gomez, Francisco
Serrano, and Luis N. Morones. Of these, Calles favored
Morones. That the Agrarian party did not was the labor
leader*s crucial political weakness. As the agrarianists
had anticipated in 1923, urban rather than rural reform
had received greater attention during Calles* administration.
They felt that because of this Morones had gained too much
power and mainly at their expense. Their refusal to
support Morones forced the president to choose another 

42successor.
His second choice met with no greater success. This 

time it was Obregdn who refused to support so colorless a 
candidate as General Gomez. Still backed by considerable 
political power, Obregdn proposed General Serrano, but he 
proved to be too colorful because of his notorious night 
life. Consequently, Obregon decided that in the best 
interests of the nation, he should run for the office him
self. Considering Obregon*s great popularity, and hoping
to maintain peace, there was little left for Calles to do

43but to agree.

42. Dulles, pp. 332-34.
43. Dulles, pp. 332-34; Weyl, pp. 84-85
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Against initial opposition based on the old revo

lutionary principles of no re-election, the Obregon movement 
gained momentum. In deference to legality, Congress

/amended the Constitution. In the Chamber of Deputies Diaz 
Soto spearheaded the drive for the amendment and by late 
1926 Congress passed the bill. Not only were they con
cerned about legitimatizing Obregon*s candidacy, they also 
lengthened the term two years in order to keep Obregon as 
president as long as possible before facing the task of 
finding an appropriate successor.

With the question of legality settled, D^az Soto 
actively campaigned for Obregon^ even though the outcome 
was a foregone conclusion. At wLa Bombilla" restaurant, 
on July 17» 1928, the successful obregonistas met to cele
brate the victory. In the midst of food and laughter, a
religious fanatic, Jos^ de Le6n Toral, fatally shot 

z 46Obregon. The obregonistas reacted spontaneously and 
adamantly.

Within three days they had decided that Morones 
and the laborites were the Intellectual authors of the

44. Constitution, Article 8 3, p. 3 5 . Though later 
amended to prohibit re-election, the six-year term remains 
the same today.

45. Casasola, III, 1790-1805; Dulles pp. 333-34,
338 and 355.

46. Casasola, III, I8 5 3-6 3; Dulles, pp. 364-69.
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47assassination," and demanded the labor leader's resig

nation from the cabinet. They incorporated the accusations
I. Qinto a manifesto which they sent to C&lles the same day.

JNor did the official protest dissipate their anger. Diaz 
Soto demanded a formal investigation of Morones* activities 
prior to the election, so certain was he that it would 
implicate Morones in the assassination. Diaz Soto led 
1,500 members of the Agrarian party and the Union of Revo
lutionary parties in a demonstration through the streets 
of the capital demanding the resignation and investigation. 
He declared that only if justice were quickly dispensed, 
would the agrarians refrain from going to war. The situa
tion was as "grave as when Madero was assassinated," he 
warned. The country teetered on the brink of another war, 
and unless Calles could rise to the emergency, the nation 
would surely be plunged into another struggle.

Although Diaz Soto acknowledged that Toral did the 
actual shooting, he insisted that the laborites had 
created the "psychological atmosphere which agitated the 
religious fanatics" into action. He demanded vindication 
for the "wounded honor" of the Mexican people and not 
"lukewarm justice" which convinced no one of anything.

35

4?. Fortes Gil, p. 419.
48. Taracena, Mi vida, pp. 603-04; Clark, pp. 132-
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Only by completely eliminating the Labor party from power
could this justice be achieved.^

One senses in this unqualified condemnation too
much willingness to make Morones the scapegoat for the
assassination. Perhaps the agrarianists saw in the
assassination an opportunity to regain political strength
and governmental attention which they had lost during the
Calles administration. Whatever the true motive, one thing
is certain: their demands presented Calles with an

/unavoidable challenge. What Diaz Soto did not foresee
was the course of action Calles chose.

The President recognized that he had to appease the
/agrarians or lose their support. Diaz Soto's firey,

almost irresponsible, oratorical tirades did not make the
task of maintaining order any easier. Calles attempted
to pacify the agitator by saying he planned to investigate
the assassination. He added that should the examination 

zoccur, Diaz Soto should be prepared to give evidence to 
substantiate his charge that Morones was “psychologically 
responsible1' for Obregon's death.

Nevertheless, the agrarians achieved their ends. 
Morones resigned after a public statement declaring that 
he played no part in the murder of Obregon. Calles did not

49. New York Times, July 22, 1928, pp. 1 and 16; and 
July 25, 1928, pp. 1? 2 and 4; Fortes Gil, p. 417? Parkes, 
p. 392.
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want to accept the resignation, but once he had, the explo
sive situation subsided enough to make it possible for the 
politicians to turn their attention to the problem of 
choosing a provisional president until a formal election 
could be held.**0

On the first of September the President spoke before 
the Chamber of Deputies calling for order, cooperation, 
and a concerted effort on the part of all citizens in 
order to overcome the great loss the nation suffered with 
the death of Obregdn. He said that no man is indispensable 
when men are dedicated. He outlined carefully the way he 
thought the situation could best be handled. He pledged 
that, despite the assassination, he would leave office at 
the expiration of his term. In the meantime, he pressured 
Congress to choose a provisional president to succeed him.
He ignored suggestions that he retain the office on a 
provisional basis until the election. Thus in the fall of 
1928 Congress spent hours in debate over an acceptable 
candidate.^ By the twenty-fifth the Grand Commission of 
the Chamber of Deputies declared Emilio Fortes Gil provi
sional president.

50. New York Times, July 23, 1928, pp. 1 and 2; Dulles,
P. 378.

51. New York Times, July 2 5, 1928, pp. 1, 2 and 4; 
Dulles, p. 390.

52. Taracena, Mi vida, p. 6 0 6} Dulles, pp. 392-93.



Congress had chosen judiciously. Not only was Fortes 
Gil a friend of Calles, a respected labor-management con
ciliator, a revolutionary with a very liberal point of 
view, he also had long been associated with the obregonists
and agrarian reform. In fact, from the day of the assassiha-

/tion, the agrarians including Diaz Soto, supported Fortes
/Gil for the interim position. Yet it was Diaz Soto and

his old friend HanrjCque, who could not bring themselves to
vote for Gil when Congress considered the appointment. It
seemed to them that Gil became more and more subservient
to Calles each day. They saw the method of his appointment
as a forecast of Calles* attempt to retain power for himself
despite the fact he had stated so emphatically in September
that no man was indispensable. Nevertheless, Fortes Gil
attributed his election in no small measure to Djiaz Soto * s

53efforts on his behalf.
Once Fortes Gil was ensconced in the presidential

/chair, political activities increased. Diaz Soto continued 
his attacks on Calles as the real political power in the 
government, while Calles formulated a method for consoli
dating all the revolutionary parties into a new organization 
called the Fartido Nacional Revolucionario (FNR) which 
would, as D^az Soto rightly foresaw, control the executive

53. Fortes Gil, pp. 332, 353, 317, 427-34 and 456; Dulles, pp. 393-95.
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power. Diaz Soto believed that through this party Calles
planned to perpetuate his personal control. For Diaz Soto,
the major evil of the whole system was that the party
leader could not be held responsible for his actions since

/he was not elected by the people. Diaz Soto said that for 
this reason the National Agrarian party would not take 
part in the proposed consolidation. His party would support 
Gil as long as he followed his stated principles, but the 
party would remain a “separate political entity". It 
would then be able to take independent action as the needs 
of the nation might warrant, which Difaz Soto said it would 
not be able to do as a part of the PNR.

z /On this issue Diaz Soto and Manrique found they could 
not even depend on the support of their own party. Profes
sor Leopoldo Camarean made it clear that some of the agra- 
rianists disagreed with Diaz Soto— that they had a high 
regard for Calles and what he was trying to a c h i e v e .

As Calles detailed the plan, the PNR institu
tionalized the revolution. By giving a party the power 
to determine the presidential candidates, he hoped to end 
personalism. The party formed nearly a corporate political 
system and acted as clearing house of potential candidates. 
Other people could still run independently if they had the

54. New York Times, October 10, 1928, p. 3 1 ?
Dulles, pp. 393-95.

55. Dulles, p. 395.
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money and courage to oppose the governmental system. As 
Cardenas would prove, the party was not omnipotent in 
enforcing its will once the candidate became president— a 
situation Diaz Soto did not foresee in his criticism of 
the party. Nor for that matter was Calles entirely able 
to control Fortes Gil and his administrative policies to 
the extent he had hoped and Diaz Soto had feared. This was 
most, apparent in the disputes over the distribution of land 
and the allocations made in the national budget.^

Tension within the Agrarian party grew over the PNR 
/issue; but Diaz Soto's independent attitude remained the

same. It posed, in fact, a definite threat to Calles and
Fortes Gil in their efforts to consolidate the power of the
fledgling PNR. In the early days of 1929 they became
increasingly certain that if the party were to succeed, it
would have to incorporate the agrarians. That meant wresting
leadership from Diaz Soto. By carefully planned maneuvers
the agrarians were absorbed into the PNR. Deprived of the
power furnished him by his party and given no place in the

/new governmental machine, the effective time of Diaz Soto's 
political career ended.^

5 6 . Frank R. Brandenberg, The Making of Modern Mexi
co .(Englewood, N. J.i Prentice-Hall^ 1964), for a detailed 
analysis of the Mexican political system which evolved out 
of the PNR. See also: Clark, p. l40; Veyl, 8 6-8 7 ; Whetton,
P. 124.

57. Parkes, p. 3 9 2; Magner, p. 548; Weyl, p. 343; 
Clark, pp. 132-35 and 140; Beals, p. 282; Alba, pp. 226-27.



CHAPTER IV

CONCLUSION

Despite his loss of real political power resulting 
from the formation of the National Revolutionary Party in 
1929, Antonio D^az Soto y Gama continued active participa
tion in public affairs. He persisted in his habit of 
criticizing those in power. This opposition is exempli
fied by his position on agrarian reform, his contributions 
as a member of the group of intellectuals who gathered 
around the National University and later the Institute 
Nacional de Estudios Historicos de la Revolucion Mexicana, 
and his attitude toward the national elections.

The personal antagonism that Diaz Soto felt toward 
Calles in 1923 and undoubtedly after 1929s makes it easy 
to see why he would not support Calles* choice of Lazaro 
Cardenas as president. Diaz Soto expected Cardenas would be 
another puppet behind whom Calles could continue to rule. 
That Antonio Villarreal, oiaz Soto's old friend, was the 
opposition candidate was undoubtedly another reason why 
Diaz Soto did not support Cardenas. 1

1. Weyl, pp. 123 and l4l; Dulles, p. 5 8 0. William 
C. Townsend, Lazaro C&rdenas, Mexican Democrat (Ann Arbor: 
University of Michigan Press, 1952), p. 8 9.
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It would be false to assume, however, that his 

objections to Cardenas were confined to personal bias.
D^az Soto felt strongly that there was little difference 
between the government of the Revolutionary family and that 
of the Diaz oligarchy. He thought that Calles had insti
tutionalized continuismo. He felt the government had 
ceased to benefit the masses of the people. All this is 
glaringly apparent in D^az Soto’s speech at the twenty- 
third anniversary celebration of the Revolution in 1933.

The struggle of 1910 was against the porfirist* 
reaction; the struggle of today is against the 
callista reaction. . . , The struggle of yesterday 
was against the rich . . ., against the cientifficos, 
against the limanturistas, against the large land 
owners. . . . The struggle today is against the new 
conservatives, against the neo-reactionaries, 
against the modern "cientjfficos". . . . The struggle 
of today is above all, against Plutarco Elxaz Calles, 
the supreme magnate . . ., the major capitalist of 
Mexico and surely the major and most powerful capi
talist of Latin America.

The revolution adopted as its objectives three 
fundamental ideals: liberty, justice and well-being
for all. Have these three aspirations been satis
fied . . .? Does liberty for all exist?

Well-being has not been given to the people. They 
have been given hunger and misery.2

2. Juan Ramon Solifs, e_fc al. Discursos pronunciados 
por Juan Ramon Solfs, Jqs£ R. Saucedo, Antonio Diaz Soto y 
Gama, Diego Areans Gusman y Antonio...I, Villareal en el 
mi tin con que el Partido Nacional Antire-eleccionista, la 
Confederaci6n Revolucionaria de Partidos Independientes y 
otras agrupaclones politicas, celebraron el XXIII aniver- 
sario de la Revolucidn Mexicana (Mexico: Edlciones de el
Hombre Libre, 1933)1 PP. 10, 14, and 17.



98
Once Cardenas had broken with Calles and had begun 

his concerted efforts on behalf of the peasant, D^az Soto 
half-heartedly shifted his support to the administration.^ 
One of the major reasons for his lack of enthusiasm was 
that despite Cardenas's best intentions, the one-party 
system brooked no real political competition or opposition.

tTo re-enforce his disapproval of this situation, Diaz Soto 
actively participated in the organization and coordination 
of Juan A. Almazan's campaign against the official candi-

z IIdate, Avila Camacho.
Initially a Huerta supporter,^ Almazan became a 

Zapatista general in time to avoid the purge which followed 
Huerta's defeat.̂  By 1930 he had reached the inner circle 
of revolutionaries and was appointed to President Rubio's 
cabinet.^ During Cardenas's administration he served as

Ogovernor of Monterrey where he ruled with an iron hand. 3 4 5 6 7 8

3. Weyl, pp. 109, 191-97 and 346; Townsend, p. 135.
4. Casasola, IV, 2421; New York Times, August 22, 1940, p. 8 .
5. Weyl, p. 362.
6 . Casasola, I, 854; Quirk, p. 154.
7. Weyl, p. 102.
8 . New York Times, July 17* August 11, and 

October 16, 1938; Weyl, pp. 253 and 3 6 3.
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His political thought, by no means radical, differed

9little from Camacho*s. it seems, however, that most
politicians, Diaz Soto included, felt by 1940 that the
country needed a moderate policy of consolidation after
the extensive reforms instigated by Cardenas, and because
of the uncertain international s i t u a t ion.With little
difference existing between Almazan and Camacho, Di'az Soto
undoubtedly chose Almazan because of his past affiliations
with the Zapatistas and simply because he opposed what 
/Diaz Soto thought was the arbitrary and undemocratic nature 

of the official party,
For almost a year after Almazan lost the election,

Mexican authorities anticipated an armed uprising. Although
it did not materialize, the government put sufficient
pressure on Almaz&n and his leading supporters, among them
Ddiaz Soto, to force them to leave the country.

As a last example of Ddfaz Soto*s continuous objection
to the methods of the political system established by the
Revolution, in 1946 he once again refused to support the
official candidate, Adolfo Lopez Mateos. He backed instead

12Camacho*s foreign minister, Ezequiel Padilla. 9 10 * 12

9. Parkes, p. 4ll.
10. Magner, p. 586; Casasola, Ilf, 2418; Weyl, p. 358J 

New York Times, April 13, 1939.
11* New York Times, January 4, February 12, July 4, 

August 11 and 22, September 11, October 2 and 3» 1940.
12. Parkes, p. 413: Casasola, IV, 2590.
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In addition to these overt expressions of his dis

approval of the direction the Revolution was taking, Diaz 
Soto became increasingly involved in the intellectual and 
professional elite which had developed around the National 
University. This group objected to Cardenas1s movement 
toward a socialistic interpretation of the Revolution, and
away from what they felt was its true nature, that is,

13nationalist and middle class. They participated in a 
series of conferences sponsored by the Biblioteca Nacional 
in commemoration of the Revolution,^ where they made their 
opposition clear.

At the first of these meetings, October 23, 1930, 
Diaz Soto "intoxicated his listeners like cocktails" with 
his description of the ethical and constructive value of 
the Revolution. He recalled the exploitation of the masses 
by the Diaz government, and stated that despite its many 
errors, the Revolution would yet prove the redemption of 
the I n d i a n . L u i s  Cabrera*s speech reflected less opti
mism. His criticism of governmental policies resulted in 
exile.13 14 * 16

13. Taracena, Mi vida, pp. 305-09J Weyl, pp. 328 
and 353.

14. Silva Herzog, El agrarismo mexicana, p. 385.
. Taracena, Mi vida* p. 682.15

16 Fortes Gil, p. 657
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Diaz Soto* s close connection with the group con

tinued until 1944 when he was appointed director of the 
National Preparatory School which was part of the 
university, and a position from which he was immediately 
forced to resign because the left wing student group felt 
he was too conservative.^

Finally, in 1953> many of the members of this group
received some official recognition when they became members
of the Institute Nacional de Estudios Historicos de la
Revoluclon Mexicana. The purpose of the institute,
according to D^az Soto, was to present the Revolution in
its true character. This meant that the Institute would
be involved in writing an accurate history of the Revolution
in order to correct the many misconceptions that had been
created by partisan and impulsive writing during the pre-

18ceding forty years.
Subsequent to his years in the national congress,

Rjfaz Soto's work as a member of this institute has probably 
been the most valuable contribution he has made to the 
Revolution. Since its founding the institute has produced 
many solid monographs by prominent scholars and revolutiona
ries. While Diaz Soto has not actually written one of the

17. L. B. Simpson, p. 318.
18. Jose Mancisidor, “En torno a la revolucion 

mexicana," Historia Mexicana, VI, 109-20.
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books, he has written several introductions and prologues 
of a helpful nature.

/The last of the areas about which Diaz Soto con
tinually criticized the government was agrarian reform.
In this field where he had initially been so powerful, he 
now exerted less influence than in either the national 
elections or the Revolutionary Institute, but his criticism 
had a familiar sound. In the several speeches and essays 
he wrote on this subject it was not the ideas of the ejido 
or small property systems that he thought had failed to 
achieve the ends envisioned by the early revolutionaries.
It was the method in which the systems had been applied.
He still saw the advantage of small and large property 
ownership as favorable in the north and the ejido as the 
best for the Indian of the south. The problem, according 
to Diaz Soto, was that the "Mexican farmer /was_7 the victim 
of monopolists who buy crops at debased prices." He said 
that these manipulators worked in complicity with the govern
ment agrarian institutions to the inevitable detriment of 

19 tthe peasant. It appeared to Diaz Soto that the revolution 
had achieved little for the mass of the people.

19. Alba, p. 327$ New York Times, March 10, 1954 
and March 28, i9 6 0.
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For sixty years Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama struggled 

against all forms of government and social order so that 
the people of Mexico could live with dignity under just 
jfule. While the dominant political thought in Mexico

/oscillated or evolved from one position to another, Diaz 
Soto’s thinking changed little. He believed in principles 
and ideals which he felt were necessary for the happiness 
of men. It mattered not if those ideals were virtually 
impossible, in the practical sense, to achieve. A second 
aspect of his personality was his propensity for dynamic 
personalities and his abiding loyalty to his friends which 
rivalled his dedication to his ideals. Superficially these 
two aspects of his make-up often seem in conflict— witness 
the campaigns for Almaz&n and Obregdn,

It seems that in the end he made a pragmatic, if not 
cynical, adjustment to his own contradictory and often 
emotional personality with which a study of this kind could 
not hope to truly cope. Therefore, he remains an enigma 
which the following statement comes closest to capturing.
He represented the embodiment or conscience of the Revolution 
that ideal which men envision for themselves and their world, 
but which few achieve. If Antonio Dfaz Soto y Gama was not 
the mystic of the Revolution as Santiago de la Vega said, 
perhaps he was the personification of the revolutionary 
mystique.
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